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1890. 


Qfyxtmotyiz  0f  Hanaarys  grfrate. 


The  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  contains  all  that  can  be  collected  of  the  Legislative  History  of  this 
country  from  the  Conquest  to  the  close  of  the  XV  111th  Century  (1803),  36  vols.  The  chief  sources  whence 
these  Debates  are  derived  are  the  Constitutional  History,  24  vols. ;  Sir  Simonds  D'Ewes'  Journal :  Debates 
of  the  Commons  in  1620  and  1621 ;  Chandler  and  Timber-land's  Debates,  22  vols.;  Grey's  Debates  of  the 
Commons,  from  1667  to  1694,  10  vols. ;  Almon's  Debates,  24  vols. ;  Debrett's  Debates,  63  vols. ;  The 
Hardwicke  Papers ;  Debates  in  Parliament  by  Dr.  Johnson,  &c,  &c. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES  commence  with  the  year  1803,  and  the  contents  are  set  forth  in 
the  following  Chronological  Table : — 


HISTORY. 

CONQUEST  to  34  GEO.  II. 
1066  to  1760. 

Vol.  1    to  15,  1  Will.  I.  to  34 
Geo.  H.  1066-1760 

REIGN  OF  GEORGE  III. 
1760  to  1820. 

Vol.  16  to  36,  1  Geo.  in.  to  40 
Geo.  HI.  1760-1800. 

(First  Parliament.) 

—  36. ...41  Geo.  HI...  1801 

—  36.... 42       —       ..  1802 

(Second  Parliament.) 

—  36. ...43  Geo.  HI,..  1802/3 


(Eighth  Pabliambnt.) 

Vol.  16     — ..  7  Gbo.  IV.  1826 

—  17     8        —        1827 

—  18  to  19..  9        —        1828 


—    20  „  21..10        — 


f> 


—    22„26..11        — 


1829 
1830 


DEBATES. 
JFtot  Ztxtzt. 

(Second  Pabliambnt — continued.) 

Vol.  1  to  2  .44  Geo.  HI.    1803/4 

—  3  „6..46  —        1806 

—  6„7..46  —        1806 

Thibd  Pabliambnt.) 

—  8  to  9. .47  —        1806/7 
(Fourth  Pabliambnt.) 

—  9toll..48  —  1807/8 
— 12  „  14..49  —  1809 
— 16  „  17..60  —  1810 
— 18  „  20..61  —  1810/11 

—  21  „  23.-62  —         1812 

(Fifth  Pabliambnt.) 

—  24to26..63  —  1812/13 

—  27  „  28..64  —  1813/14 

—  29  „  31..66  —  1814/16 

—  32  „  34..66  —  1816 

—  36  „  36..67  —  1817 

—  37  „  38..68  —  1818 

(Sixth  Pabliambnt.) 

—  39  to  40..  69  —        1819 

—  41  —    ..60  —        1819/20 

Seconti  Serfts. 

REIGN  OF  GEORGE  IT. 
1820  to  1830. 

(Seventh  Pabliambnt.) 

Vol.  1  to  3..1  Gbo.  IV.  1820 

—  4  „  6..2     —   1821 


REIGN  OF  WILLIAM  IV. 
1830  to  1837. 

(Ninth  Pabliambnt.) 
Vol.    1  to  3..  1  Will. IV  1830/1 

(Tenth  Pabliambnt.) 

—  4  to  8.. 2       —        1831 

—  9  „  14. .3       —        1832 

(Eleventh  Pabliambnt.) 

—  16  to  20.. 4       —        1833 

—  21  „26..6       —        1834 

(Twelfth  Pabliambnt.) 

—  26  to  30.. 6   —    1836 

—  31  „  36.. 7   —    1836 

—  36  „  38.. 8   —    1837 


REIGN  OF  VICTORIA, 
1837  to 

(Thirteenth  Pabliambnt.) 

Vol.  39  to  44. .  1  Victoria  1838 

—  46  „  60.. 2   —    1839 

—  61  „  66.. 3   —    1840 

—  66  „  58.. 4   —(a)  1841 

(Fourteenth  Parliament.) 

_  69  —  ..  4  —(b)  1841 

—  60  to  65..  6  —  1842 

—  66  „  71..  «  —  1843 

—  72  „  76..  7  —  1844 

—  77  „  82..  8  —  1845 

—  83  „  88..  9  —  1846 

—  89  „  94..  10  —(a)  1847 

(Fifteenth  Pabliambnt.) 


—  b 


—  8 


*> 
»> 


7..S 


9..4 


—  1822 

—  1823 

—  10  „  11.. 6     —  1824 

—  12  „  13..6     —  1825/6 

—  14  „15..7     —    1826 


96  —  ..10 
96 to 101.. 11 
102  ,,107..  12 
108  ,,113..  13 
114,,  118.  .14 
119  ,,122..  15 


137337 


-(b) 

1847 

1848 

— 

1849 

— 

1850 

— 

1861 

-w 

1862 

(Sixtbbnth  Parliament.) 
Vol.123    —  . .  15  Viot.  (b)  1852 

—  124tol29..16     —        1863 

—  130,,  135..  17   — 


—  136,,  139..  18  — 

—  140  ,,143..  19   — 


1864 
1855 
1856 


—  144  —  ..20  —(a)  1857 

(Seventeenth  Pabliambnt) 

—  145  to  147..  20  —  (b)  1857 

—  148,,  161..  21  —    1858 

—  152,,  153..  22  —(a)  1859 

(Eighteenth  Pabliambnt.) 

—  164  to  165..  22  —(b)  1859 

—  166  ,,160., 23  —        186* 

—  161  ,,164.. 24  —         1861 

—  165,,  168..  25  —        1862 

—  169,,  172..  26  —        1863 

—  173,,  176. .27  —        1864 

—  177,,  180.. 28  —        1866 


NT.) 

1866 
1867 
1867/8 


(Nineteenth  P, 

•181tol84..29  — 

-186,,  189. .30  — 

■190  ,,193.. 31  — 


(Twentieth  Parliament.) 

-194  to  198..  32  —  1868/9 

-199  ,,203..  33  —  1870 

-204,,  208..  34  —  1871 

-209,,  213.  .35  —  1872 

-214  ,,217..  36  —  1873 

(Twenty-first  Parliament.) 


218  to  221.. 37 
222  ,,226..  38 
227  ,,231..  39 
232,,  236.. 40 
237  ,,242..  41 
243,,  249.. 42 
250    251. .43 


—  1874 

—  1876 

—  1876 

—  1877 

—  1878 

—  1878/9 

—  (a)  1880 


(TWBNTT-SEOOND  PARLIAMENT.) 

—  262  to  266..  43  —  (b)  1880 

—  257  ,,266.. 44  —        1881 

—  266,,  273..  45  —(a)  1882 

—  274,,  275..  46  —(b)  1882 

—  276  ,,283..  46  —        1883 

—  284  ,,292.. 47  —        1884 

—  293  ,,301..  48  —        1884/6 

(TWBNTT-TKIBD  PARLIAMENT.) 

—  302  to  307 .  .49     —(a)  1886 

(Twbnty-foubth  Parliament.) 

—  308  ft  309.. 49   —(b)  1886 

—  310  to  321..  50  —   1887 

—  322  to  332..  51   —   1888 

—  333  to  340..  52  —   1889 


ERRATUM. 

May  9.     Mr.  Mahont,  page  604,  lines  41  and  42,  should  read  "  vions  years, 
and  therefore  will  not  all  be  available  this  year." 
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HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 

IN   THE 

i 

•  i  *.    . 

Fifth  Session  of  the  Twenty-Fourth  Parliament of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
appointed  to  meet  5  august,  1886,  in  the  fiftieth 
Year  of  the  Reign  op 

HER   MAJESTY   QUEEN   VICTORIA. 


Si 


FOURTH    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1890. 


HOUSE    OF    LO  R'D  S, 
Friday,  2nd  May,  1890. 


COMMISSION. 

The  following  Bill  received  the  Royal 
Assent : — 

1 .  South  Indian  Railway  Purchase. 

BD8INESS  OF  THE  GRAND  COM- 
MITTEES. 

•The    SECRETARY    of    STATE  fob 

INDIA  (Viscount    Cross):   My  Lords, 

there  were  three  Bills  which  passed  the 

Second  Reading  here  not  very 
long  ago  in  which  many  of  your 
Lordships  take  an  interest— the  Indus- 
trial Schools  Bill,  the  Reforma- 
tory Schools  Bill,  and  the  Juvenile 
Offenders'  Bill.  I  think  it  might  be 
convenient  if  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  who  is  Chairman  of  the  Standing 
Grand  Committee  on  Law,  to  which  those 
Bills  were  referred,  can  state  to  the  House 

VOL.  CCCXLIV.      [third  series.] 


when  he  thinks  that  Committee  will  be 
able  to  take  those  Bills  into  considera- 
tion. 

Lord   HERSCHELL:    My  Lords,  at 

the  last  meeting  of  the  Committee  the 

Open  Spaces  Bill  still  remained  uncom- 
pleted, several  clauses  having  to  be  con- 
sidered. The  Bill  of  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  <?n  the  Woolsack  also  has 
to  be  considered,  and  the  labours  are 
yet  incomplete  of  the  sub-Committee  on 
the  Partnership  Bill,  which  is  still  in 
progress.  Inasmuch  as  those  measures 
stand  in  front  of  these  three  Bills,  it 
would  probably  be  more  convenient  that 
they  should  not  be  commenced  until 
Tuesday  week. 

•Viscount  CROSS :  I  understand  that 
some  noble  Lords  have  Amendments  to 
move  upon  these  Bills.  I  think  I  must 
make  an  appeal  to  those  noble  Lords  who 
wish  to  move  Amendments  that  they  will 
plac3  them  as  soon  as  possible  on  the 
Paper,  so  that  the  Home  Office  officials 
may  have  time  to  consider  them  before 
they  come  on  for  discussion  in  Com- 
mittee. 

B 


H.M.S.  "  Icarus." 


{COMMONS} 


HM.S.  "Icarus." 


COMMISSIONERS  FOR  OATHS  ACT  (1889) 
AMENDMENT  BILL— (No.  63.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order. of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The    LORD     CHANCELLOR:    My 

Lords,  it  will  be  in   the  recollection  of 

your     Lordships   that   the    noble    and 

learned  Lord  thought  it  right  to  postpone 

the  discussion  on  the  Second  Reading  of 

this  Bill  until  to-day.     If  the  object  and 

operation  of  the  Bill  is  simply  to  pre- 

serve  existing  rights  further  postpone- 
ment  would  be  unnecessary  ;  but  should 
there  be  any  great  encroachment  in  point 
of  jurisdiction  I  should  desire  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  alleging  reasons  why 
your  Lordships  should  not  assent. 

Lord  HERSCHELL :  My  Lords,  I  will, 

of  course,  at  once  accede  to  the  request  of 

my  noble  and  learned  Friend,  and  I  will 
fix  the  Second  Reading  for  Thursday 
next. 

Second  Reading  put  off  to  Thursday 
next. 

PROTECTION  OP  CHILDREN  BILL. 

A  Bill  for  the  better  protection  of 
children — Was  presented  by  the  Lord 
Chaworth  (E.  Meatk)  ;  read  1* ;  to  be 
printed ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Thursday 
next.    (No.  68.) 

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION  FOR 
STANDING  COMMITTEE. 

Report  from,  That  the  Commi- 
ttee have  added  the  Lord  Leigh 
and  the  Lord  De  Ramsey  to  the  Standing 
Committee  for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  <fcc., 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Industrial 
Schools  Bill,  Reformatory  Schools  Bill, 
Juvenile  Offenders  Bill. 

Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 

before  Five  o'clock,  to  Monday 

next,   a  quarter   before 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  2nd  May,  1890. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock* 

H.M.S.  ICARUS. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  r 

I  beg    to  ask    the   First  Lord  of  the 

Admiralty  whether  he    can  state    the 

number  of  desertions  from  H.M.S.  Icarus- 
since  she  has  been  under  Commander 
Annesley,  and  the  number  of  punish- 
ments inflicted  on  members  of  the  crew  ; 
and  whether  any  complaints  have  reached 
him  as  to  the  discipline  on  board  the 
vessel,  and  what  course,  if  any,  the 
Admiralty  will  take  in  the  matter  ? 

•The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  Commander  Annesley  was  ap- 
pointed to  the  Icarus  on  July  6,  1886. 
The  total  number  of  desertions  between 
July  1,  1886,  and  September  30,  1889, 
was  28.  During  the  same  period  the 
total  number  of  summary  punishments 
awarded  was  619,  and  there  have  been 
three  court-martial  cases.  No  complaints: 
as  to  the  discipline  on  board  have  been 
received  at  the  Admiralty,  but  I  shall  be 
quite  ready  to  look  into  any  facts  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  may  have  in  his- 
possession. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  May  I  ask 
whether  the  noble  Lord  has  seen  the 
statement  in  the  Western  Morning  News, 
asserting  that  since  June,  1888,  the 
punishments  have  been  greatly  in  excess 
of  any  former  period,  and  that  the  com- 
plaint is  not  limited  to  the  men,  but  in- 
cludes some  of  the  officers  as  well. 
Under  these  circumstances,  will  the 
noble  Lord  have  an  inquiry  made,  as  I 
understand  the  vessel  is  about  to  arrive 
at  Plymouth  ? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  do  not  attach 
much  importance  to  newspaper  reports, 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  will  place  me  in- 
possession  of  his  information,  I  shall  feel 
it  my  duty  to  have  an  inquiry  made. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  will  submit 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  substance  of  some 
of  the  statements  which  have  reached 
me,  and  which,  I  think,  warrant  the 
questions  I  have  put. 


Fair  Bents. 


CRACKED  SOVEREIGNS. 


{May  2,  1890} 


Fair  Bents. 


Mb.  DILLWYN  (Swansea  Town) .  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
if  he  will  take  steps  to  call  in  cracked 
sovereigns,  which  are  of  frequent  occur- 
rence, and,  not  being  readily  passed  in 
currency,  occasion  serious  inconvenience 
to  those,  especially  of  the  working-classes, 
who  may  have  received  them  in  payment 
of  wages? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Cracked  sovereigns 
and  half-sovereigns,  if  not  below  the 
legal  weight,  and  cracked  silver  coins  of 
all  denominations,  are  accepted  and  ex- 
changed at  the  Bank  of  England  and 
its  branches.  It  would  be  impossible  to 
call  in  such  coins,  and  I  am  informed 
that  they  can  hardly  be  said  to  be  of 
frequent  occurrence. 

Mb.  DILLWYN :  Would  it  be  possible 
to  provide  that  change  should  be  given 
at  the  Post  Office,  as  great  inconvenience 
occasionally  occurs  to  poor  people  who 
are  paid  their  wages  on  Saturday  night, 
and  find  that  they  cannot  get  their 
'  money? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  do  not  see  how  any 
inconvenience  or  difficulty  can  arise, 
because  persons  who  accept  these  coins 
will  know  that  they  can  get  them 
changed  at  the  bankers. 

THE   CRIMINAL  PROCEDURE  (SCOT- 
LAND)  ACT. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  account,  in  the 
Journal  of  Jurisprudence  for  April,  of  a 
trial  in  the  High  Court  of  Justiciary,  in 
Edinburgh,  of  persons  charged  with 
theft,  from  which  it  appears  that,  before 
the  jury  had  considered  and  delivered 
their  verdict,  reference  was  made  to  pre- 
vious convictions  against  the  prisoners; 
whether  such  reference  to  previous  con- 
victions was  in  express  violation  of 
Section  67  of  "  The  Criminal  Procedure 
(Scotland)  Act,  1887";  and  if  the 
•Government  will,  under  the  circum- 
stances, 'recommend  any  alteration  or 
remission  of  the  sentences  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute)  :  I  find  that  the 
proceedings  to  which  the  question  relates 
form  the  subject  of  a  Petition  for  release 
of    the  persons  convicted,  which  is  at 


present  before  the  Secretary  for  Scotland. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  will,  therefore,  not 
expect  me  to  answer  the  question. 

KEW  GARDENS. 

Sib  JOHN  ELLIS  (Surrey,  Kingston)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  the  labourers  and  con- 
stables in  Kew  Gardens  are  paid  at  the 
same  rate  of  wages  as  in  the  London 
Parks,  under  the  control  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Office  of  Works;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  state  the  amount  of 
the  difference  in  the  rate  of  wages  re- 
spectively, and  on  what  grounds 
the  difference  is  made,  the  duties 
being  analogous  ;  whether  a  gate- 
keeper, after  being  in  the  service  34 
years,  has  been  recently  dismissed  at  the 
age  of  72,  with  a  gratuity  of  £34  with- 
out pension;  and  whether,  being  Btill 
capable  of  lighter  work,  he  could  be  re- 
tained on  the  staff  at'  reduced  wages  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  or 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  University  of 
Dublin) :  In  the  London  Parks, 
labourers  are  paid  from  21s.  to  24s.  per 
week.  At  Kew  they  are  paid  from  18s. 
to  20s.  per  week.  The  difference  is  in 
proportion  to  the  rates  of  wages  which 
obtain  generally  in  London  and  the 
suburbs  respectively.  J.  Lywood,  a 
gatekeeper,  has  recently  been  retired,  at 
the  age  of  70,  after  29  years'  service, 
with  a  gratuity  of  £34.  Under  the  Act 
of  1887,  this  is  the  maximum  compen- 
sation that  could  be  given  to  him.  I 
am  afraid  there  is  no  other  work  in 
which  he  could  be  employed. 

FAIR  RENTS. 

Mb  WILLIAM  CORBET  (Wicklow, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  so  far  back  as 
November  1887,  Daniel  Kearney,  of 
Coolegad,  County  Wicklow,  served  an 
originating  notice  on  his  landlord  to  have 
a  fair  rent  fixed,  and  that  the  case  has 
not  since  been  heard,  Kearney  having  to 
pay  the  full  rent  all  the  time;  and 
whether  anything  can  be  done  to 
accelerate  the  movements  of  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
chester, E.)  :  The  Land  Commissioners 
report  that  an  originating  notice  was 
received  at  their  office  in  the  case 
B  2 
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mentioned  on  31st  January,  1888.  The 
case  will  be  listed  for  hearing  in  its 
turn.  Every  effort  is  being  made  to 
dispose  of  the  cases  now  outstanding. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Flynn  (Cork,  N.), 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said:  The 
amount  of  arrears  in  the  Land  Court  are 
being  diminished. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
How1  is  it  that  the  proceedings  in  con- 
nection with  the  Court  should  be  confined 
to  Ulster,  and  why  should  one  province 
of  Ireland  have  a  preference  over  any 
other  ? 

Mr.  A.   J.  BALFOUR:     I    am    not 

aware  that  such  is  the  fact,  but  if  the 

hon.  and   learned    Member  will  put    a 

question    on    the  Paper,   I    will  make 

inquiry. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY  (Cork) :  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  in  the  County  of  Cork  that 
sometimes  when  the  tenant  has 
succeeded  in  getting  a  fair  rent  fixed  he 
has  found  that  in  consequence  of  the 
delay  in  hearing  the  case  he  has  had  to 
pay  rent  two  years  in  advance? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  no  in- 
formation on  the  subject. 

HOLYHEAD  HABBOUR. 
Mr.  LEWIS  (Anglesey):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  an  estimate  was  made  by  Sir 
John  Hawkshaw,  or  other  person,  for 
removing  the  Platters  Rocks  inside 
Holyhead  Harbour ;  and,  if  so,  what  was 
the  estimated  costs  of  removing  them 
down  to  25  feet  below  low  water  mark 
and  down  to  20  feet ;  whether  there  has 
been  a  new  survey  of  the  Platters  lately 
made,  and  whether,  with  the  improved 
machinery  now  in  use,*  they  could  be 
removed  down  to  25  feet  at  so  much 
less  cost  than  the  estimate  made  by  Sir 
John  Hawkshaw ;  and  whether  the 
Department  has  in  its  possession  a  plan 
of  the  Platters  Rocks;  and,  if  so, 
whether  there  would  be  any  objection 
to  produce  it  ? 

♦The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD  op 
TRADE  (SirM.HiCKsBEACH,  Bristol,  W.) : 
In  1888,  Sir,  John  Hawkshaw  estimated 
the  cost  of  removing  the  Platters  Rocks 
in  Holyhead  Harbour  down  to  2d  feet 
below  low  water  at  j£250,000,  and  down 
to  20  feet  below  low  water  at  £70,000. 
In  December  last  Mr.  Hayter,  who  has 
been  connected  for  many  years  with  the 
Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour 


harbour,  and  is  thoroughly  conversant 
with  the  latest  improvements  in  engineer- 
ing machinery,  carefully  examined  the 
question,  but  gave  me  no  ground  for 
believing  that  removal  to  the  depths 
mentioned  in  the  hon.  Member's  question 
would  be  less  expensive  than  the  sums 
mentioned  by  Sir  John  Hawkshaw.  I 
am  considering  whether  a  partial 
removal  to  a  less  depth  may  not  give 
practically  all  the  advantages  which  the 
class  of  vessels  which  now  use  the 
Harbour  of  Refuge  can  desire.  Plans 
and  sections  were  prepared  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  the  Estimates  to  which  I 
have  alluded,  but  they  are  not  in  a  form 
which  could  well  be  produced  to  Parlia- 
ment, except  at  a  large  expense. 

ARMENIA. 
Mr.  FRANCIS  STEVENSON(Suffolk, 
Eye)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  when  it  may 
be  expected  that  the  hitherto  unpub- 
lished Papers  relating  to  the  condition 
of  things  in  Armenia  from  1881  to  1889 
will  be  presented  to  Parliament  ? 

•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Ferousson,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  The 
Papers  in  question  are  not  in  print  and 
are  voluminous.  Their  publication 
would  not  be  of  any  public  advantage. 
Those  lately  presented  appear  sufficiently 
to  describe  recent  events,  and  to  show 
the  attitude  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  regard  to  them. 

Mr.  F.  STEVENSON  :  Is  it  the  inten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
present  any  Papers  relating  to  the  state 
of  Armenia  between  1881  and  1889? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  No,  Sir. 

LUNACY  AND  THE  INSUFFICIENT 
ASYLUM  ACCOMMODATION. 

Mr.  WILLLAM  CORBET :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  he  is  aware  that  the 
numbers  of  registered  lunatics  in  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  have  increased  from 
55,525  in  1862  to  111,979  in  1889; 
whether  he  has  observed  from  the 
Reports  of  the  Lunacy  Commissioners 
that,  notwithstanding  the  great  increase 
of  asylum  accommodation  annually 
provided  for  a  long  series  of  years,  a 
large  amount  of  additional  accommoda- 
tion is  urgently  required ;  has  he  any 
evidence  to  show  that  drink  contributes 
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a  Jarge  annual  percentage  to  the  number 
of  lunatics ;  and  will  the  Government 
take  into  consideration  the  adoption  of 
some  means  of  dealing  with  the  subject  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  am  not  in  possession 
of  the  exact  figures  for  Ireland,  but  the 
numbers  of  registered  lunatics  in  England 
and  Wales  were — January  1,  1862, 
41,129  ;  January  1,  1889,  84,340.  I  am 
informed  by  the  Lunacy  Commissioners 
that  extra  accommodation  is  required  in 
some  counties,  but  in  many  others  it  is 
sufficient  to  supply  probable  future 
requirements  for  some  years  to  come. 
The  Table  34  of  the  43rd  Report  of  the 
Lunacy  Commissioners  shows  that  in  the 
cases  of  18,290  out  of  136,478  persons 
admitted  into  institutions  for  the  insane, 
intemperance  in  drink  was  stated  to 
have  been  the  cause,  or  one  of  the 
causes,  of  insanity.  The  Government 
will  always  be  ready  to  consider  any 
suggestions  for  dealing  with  this  subject. 

GALLANTRY  AT  SEA. 

Mr.  GILES  (Southampton)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  will  consider  the  desirability 
of  awarding  to  Mr.  Barker,  the  third 
officer  of  the  steamship  Colonist,  a  better 
reward  than  a  bronze  medal  for  -rescuing 
the  master  and  crew  of  the  bark  Hebe, 
when  the  captain  of  the  steamship  Eras 
received  a  piece  of  plate,  and  the  third 
officer  a  gold  medal  for  attempting  and 
failing  to  do  what  Mr.  Barker  and  his 
boat's  crew  so  gallantly  effected  at  the 
imminent  risk  of  their  lives  ? 

•Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  Mr.  W.  H. 
Parker  (not  Barker',  the  third  officer  of 
the  steamship  Colonist,  was  awarded  the 
bronze  medal  of  the  Board  of  Trade  for 
gallantry  in  connection  with '  the  rescue 
of  the  crew  of  the  Hebe,  consistently  with 
the  practice  of  the  Board  of  Trade  when 
dealing  with  exceptional  cases  of  rescue 
of  a  British  crew  by  a  British  vessel. 
The  rewards  granted  to  the  officers  of  the 
North  German  Lloyd's  Steamship  Ems 
(not  Erus)  we-e,  consistently  with  the 
practice  of  the  Board  when  recognising 
the  services  rendered  to  British  seamen 
by  foreigners,  of  a  different  character. 
The  medal  awarded  to.  the  third  officer 
was  a  Foreign  Office  gold  medal,  not  the 
Board  of  Trade  gallantry  medal. 
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Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  (Tow«r  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &c.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether  the  Instructions  to 
Inspectors  are  in  any  way  intended  to 
curtail  the  liberty  of  classification  which 
is  granted  by  the  New  Code  ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  expediency 
of  issuing  some  authoritative  explana- 
tion of  the  paragraphs  in  the  Instructions 
which  are  held  by  many  teachers  to  be 
restrictive  in  their  character  1 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  Nothing  in  the  Instructions 
is  intended  to  restrict  absolute  liberty  of 
classification.  It  is  not  anticipated  that 
teachers  will  find  it  expedient  in  the 
interest  of  their  scholars  to  use  this 
liberty  to  excess ;  but  Her  Majesty's  Inspec- 
tors will  be  instructed  not  to  interfere  with 
any  classification  that  does  not  impair 
the  efficiency  of  the  school,  nor  retard 
the  due  progress  of  the  scholars  as  a 
whole. 

THE    ACCIDENT   AT    THE    CARLI8LE 

STATION. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliff  e)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  when  he  expects  tq  lay 
upon  the  Table  the  Report  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  Inspector  respecting  the  fatal 
railway  accident  outside  Carlisle  Station 
during  March  last  ? 

•Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  I  am  sorry, 
that  there  should  *  have  been  any  delay 
in  this  matter.  1  expect  that  the 
Papers  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  in  the 
course  of  next  week. 

EXCISE  LICENCES. 

Mr.  AGG-G  ARDNER  (Cheltenham) ': 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  Clause  9  of  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  Bill  is  intended  to  pro- 
hibit any  person  to  whom  an  Excise  licence 
is  granted  from  carrying  on  the  trade  or 
business  mentioned  in  the  licence  in 
various  premises,  or  whether  a  person 
will  be  permitted  to  conduct  a  business 
in  more  than  one  set  of  premises  pro- 
vided he  takes  out  a  licence  for  each 
set? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  clause  is  not 
intended  to  prohibit  a  person  from 
carrying  on  an  Excise  trade  in  various 
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premises.  It  merely  requires  a  licence 
to  be  taken-  out  for  each  set  of  premises 
in  which  such  a  trade  is  carried  on. 

MANCHESTER  ASSIZES. 

•  Sir  WILLIAM  HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment if  he  is  aware  that  no  notice  of  the 
opening  of  the  Assizes  on  the  3rd  of  May 
was  sent  down  to  Manchester  till  the 
25th  of  last  month,  thus  leaving  only 
eight  days'  interval  during  which  the 
suitors  could  give  notice  of  entering 
causes  for  trial,  whereas  10  full  days 
notice  is  required  by  law,  the  consequence 
being  that  only  two  causes,  which 
happened  to  have  been  set  down  pre- 
viously, will  stand  for.  trial  next  Satur- 
day ;  and  whether  it  is  in  his  power  to 
take  any  steps  to  prevent  a  recurrence 
of  the  grave  inconvenience  experienced 
by  suitors  on  this  occasion  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  have  communi- 
cated this  question  of  my  hon.  Friend 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  is  now 
making  an  inquiry  into  the  matter. 

POST  OFFICE— OFFICERS  OF  THE 
8ECOND  DIVISION. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS  (Glamor- 
gan, S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  can  state  why  he 
recently  declined  to  receive  a  deputation 
of  second  class  officers  of  the  Savings 
Bank  Department  (Major  Establishment 
of  the  General  Post  Office)  on  the  subject 
of  their  re-classification  with  the  "  Second 
Division"  of  the  Service,  although  he 
personally  received  a  deputation  of 
telegraphists  on  a  recent  occasion;  and 
whether  the  same  classification  will  be 
applied  to  the  Secretary's  Office,  Accoun- 
tant General's  Office,  and  Money  Order 
Office,  as  is  to  be  applied  to  the  second 
class  of  the  Savings  Bank  ? 

*Thh  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
R^ikbs,  University  of  Cambridge):  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  intimated 
to  the  officers  to  whom  he  refers  my 
.reason  for  not  receiving  the  deputation. 
That  reason  was  that,  having  made 
myself  acquainted  with  all  the  facts  of 
the  case,  and  having  come  to  a  final 
decision,  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  a  just 
and  proper  one,  I  have  no  intention  of 
departing  from  that  decision.  The  case 
differed  entirely  from  that  of  the  tele- 
graphists, with  regard  to  most  of  whose 
Mr.  Goschen 


requests  I  have  not  yet  arrived  at  a 
decision.  As  regards  the  last  part  of  the 
question,  I  will,  when  the  interests  of  the 
Service  permit,  give  the  hon.  Member  the 
information  he  asks  for. 

Mr.  A.  WILLIAMS :  Is  it  the  &ct 
that  a  Memorial  has  already  been 
presented  signed  by  71  of  the  members 
of  the  Accountant  General's  Office,  asking 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  the 
grievances  of  the  clerks  in  this  matter  1 

*Mb.  RAIKES :  I  am  not  quite  sure.  I 
believe  there  has  been  some  communica- 
tion, but  I  will  ascertain. 

Mb.  A.  WILLIAMS :  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  these  Civil  servants  are  under  the 
impression  that  their  case  has  not  been 
sufficiently  made  known,  together  with 
their  objections  to  the  new  scheme. 
Would  it  not  be  better,  under  the  cir- 
cumstance, for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  allow  a  deputation  to  see  him  in  order 
to  explain  their  position  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES :  I  am  always  glad  to 
receive  adeputation  if  such  a  course  would 
facilitate  a  decision  ;  but  when  a  decision 
has  been  arrived  at,  there  is  very  little 
use  in  receiving  a  deputation.  I  believe 
that  the  scheme  which  has  been  deter- 
mined upon  is  more  favourable  than  any 
other  that  has  been  suggested. 

Mr.  A.  WILLIAMS:  Would  it  not 
tend  to  remove  a  misconception  which 
prevails  in  their  minds  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  receive  a  deputation 
and  explain  matters  ? 

•Mr.  RAIKES :  I  am  always  anxious 
to  receive  and  to  give  information. 

CHELSEA  SAYINGS  BANE. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
limits  of  £30  in  one  year,  and  the 
maximum  limit  of  £200,  prescribed  by 
law  for  deposits  in  Trustee  Savings 
Banks  were  habitually  violated  at  the 
Chelsea  Savings  Bank,  and  that,  by  the 
advice  or  connivance  of  the  officials  of  that 
bank,  some  depositors  opened  four  or  five 
accounts ;  whether  any  report  upon  this 
subject  has  been  received  by  the  official 
liquidator ;  and  whether  any  claim  has 
been  preferred  by  the  National  Debt 
Commissioners  against  the  trustees  and 
managers  for  interest  obtained  from  them 
on  such  illegal  accounts  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  There  is  no  doubt 
that  excessive  deposits  have,  in  many 
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cases,  been  permitted,  and  that  there  have 
-been  grave  irregularities.  Connivance 
((whether  active  or  passive  I  cannot  say) 
on  the  part  of  some  of  the  officials  there 
must  have  been.  I  have  not  seen  any 
report  to  the  official  liquidator  upon  this 
subject.  No  claim  has  yet  been  pre- 
ferred by  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
sioners, as  they  have  not  as  yet  official 
information  on  this  point,  but  the  matter 
-will  not  be  lost  sight  of. 

LABOUR  IN  PORTUGAL. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  .any 
official  confirmation  of  the  report  in  the 
newspapers  that  the  Portuguese  Govern- 
ment has  introduced  the  eight  hours' 
day  into  all  its  State  workshops,  arsenals, 
<kc.  ? 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  No,  Sir ;  but  at 
the  Berlin  Labour  Conference  the  Portu- 
guese Delegates  stated  that  a  day  of  eight 
hours'  work  is  guaranteed  to  the  labourers 
in  the  State  tobacco  factories,  about  half 
of  whom  are  females. 

THE  ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  BILL. 
Mb.  FRANCIS  POWELL  (Wigan)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  will  favourably  con- 
sider the  insertion  into  the  Elementary 
Education  Bill,  which  the  Government 
liave  undertaken  to  introduce  during  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament,  of  provisions 
prepared  with  a  view  to  relieve  the 
managers  of  public  elementary  schools 
from  the  hardships  which  many  now 
suffer,  from  the  pressure  of  the  17s.  6d. 
limit  and  from  their  liability  to  the  pay 
ment  of  rates  ? 

•The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  My  hon.  Friend  has  referred 
in  his  question  to  the  Elementary 
Education  Bill  which  the  Government 
have  undertaken  to  introduce  next 
SessioD,  and  he  has  asked  me  to  give  him 
•certain  specific  engagements  as  to  the 
provisions  of  that  Bill.  I  must  remind 
my  hon.  Friend  that  the  Government 
have  announced  that  in  the  scheme  of 
■assisted  education  which  will  be  embodied 
in  their  measure  they  intend  to  provide 
that  voluntary  schools  shall  be  enabled 
to  take  the  part  they  have  hitherto  filled 
in  meeting  the  necessities  of  elementary 


education  in  England.  They  cannot  this 
Session  state  the  specific  provisions  of  the 
Bill  they  hope  to  introduce,  and  I  trust 
my  hon.  Friend  will  be  satisfied  with  the 
general  assurance  I  have  now  given 
him. 

THE  LENGTH  OF  THE  SESSION. 

Mb.     HERBERT     KNATCHBULL- 

HUGESSEN  (Kent,  Faversham)  :  I  beg 

to  ask  the  First  Lord  of   the  Treasury 

whether  the  Government  have  come  to 
any  decision  as  to  the  best  means  of  se- 
curing the  rising  of  the  House  of 
Commons  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  year 
than  has  been  the  case  in  recent  years  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  the  Government  have  not  yet 
been  able  to  come  to  any  decision  as  to 
-the  best  means  of  securing  this  most 
desirable  object.  I  am  afraid  the  subject 
is  more  difficult  than  the  hon.  Member 
supposes. 

Mr.  H.  KNATCHBULI^HUGES- 
SEN  :  I  shall  return  to  this  subject  after 
Whitsuntide. 

EMPLOYERS'  LIABILITY  BILL. 

Mb.  DONALD  CRAWFORD  (Lan- 
ark, N.E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  if  he  can  say  on  what 
daythe  Second  Reading  of  the  Employers' 
Liability  BUI  will  be  taken  1 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  not  yet  in 
a  position  to  name  a  day. 

Mb.  D.  CRAWFORD :  Will  it  be. 
taken  next  week  % 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :    I   am    afraid 
not. 

Mb.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  :  Considering  the  importance 
of  the  Bill,  and  the  interest  taken  in  it 
by  the  working  classes,  will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  undertake  that  the  Bill 
will  be  brought  on  at  a  time  when  it 
will  receive  adequate  discussion  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Undoubtedly  it 
will  be  my  duty  to  do  so. 

POSTMASTERS'  PAY. 

Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monagban, 
N.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  the  difficulty  in  classi 
fying  and  placing  on  scales  of  pay,  with 
annual  increments,  the  general  body  of 
Postmasters  has  now  been  got  over ;  and, 


15         Mr.  George  Sandes. 


{COMMONS} 


Mr.  George  Sandes.  16 


if  bo,  when  will  the  new  arrangement 
come  into  operation  ? 

*Mb.  RAIKES  :  No,  Sir ;  the  objections 
to  the  arrangements  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Atember  remain  the  same.  The 
system  of  paying  salaries  with  a  regular 
increment  according  to  scale  does  not 
appear  to  ba  properly  applicable  to 
appointments  such  as  Postmasterships, 
the  duties  attached  to  which  are  liable 
to  increase  or  decrease  with  the  growth 
or  diminution  of  local  business,  or  owing 
to  changes  in  the  Postal  Service.  Under 
the-  present  system  the  remuneration 
can  be  adjusted  fairly  and  accurately  in 
accordance  with  the  increase  or  decrease 
of  work,  so  that  if  the  business  grows 
less,  or  remains  stationary,  the  salary 
need  not  be  raised.  Under  the  scale 
system  the  Department  might  be  paying 
a  Postmaster  an  increasing  salary  for 
decreasing  or  stationary  work.  The 
present  method  is  the  most  advantageous 
to  Postmasters  who,  on  their  appoint- 
ments, at  once  'receive  the  maximum 
salary  which  the  amount  of  business 
will  then  justify. 

IRISH  JURORS. 

Dr.  FOX  (King's  Co.,  Tullamore) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that, 
on  the  trial  of  Jeremiah  Davoren,  at  the 
late  Tullamore  Assizes,  no  less  than  70 
jurors  were  ordered  by  the  Crown  to 
stand  aside,  including  all  the  Town  Com- 
missioners and  the  Chairman  of  that! 
body,  with  all  the  elected  Poor  Law 
Guardians  and  the  Chairman  of  that 
body ;  and  whether  he  will  take  some 
steps  to  save  these  jurors  from  this  grave 
inconvenience,  expense,  and  insult? 

MR.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  informed 
that  at  the  trial ,  mentioned  the  Crown 
exercised  its  right  to  order  jurors  to 
stand  aside,  and  that  the  defence  also 
exercised  its  right  of  challenging  jurors 
from  serving.  I  have  no  information  as 
to  the  avocations  of  the  jurors  so  ordered 
to  stand  aside  or  so  challenged.  Under 
the  existing  Jury  Laws  all  persons  liable 
to  serve  as  jurors,  are  bound  to  attend, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  but  a  small 
proportion,  of  the,ir  number  can  actually 
be  required  to  serve.  This  is  of  the 
essence  of  those  laws,  and  must  continue 
so  long  as  those  laws  exist. 
Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien 


11RI8H  PIERS  AND  HAKBOURS. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  CORBET:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  will  give  the  Return  down 
on  the  Paper  relating  to  the  construction, 
cost,  and  condition  of  piers  and  harbours, 
in  Ireland  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  find  full  particulars  in  a  Paper 
which  has  already  been  laid  upon  the 
Table. 

GREYSTOXES  HARBOUR. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  CORBET:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he- 
has  received  a  resolution,  passed  at  a 
meeting  of  the  inhabitants  and  fishermen 
of  Grey s tones,  calling  his  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  harbour  just  completed 
at  that  place  is  already  nearly  filled  up 
with  shingle,  asking  to  have  a  north 
groyne  constructed  to  prevent  further 
mischief,  and  that  the  present  accumula- 
tions may  be  dredged  out ;  and  whether 
the  Government  intend  to  take  any  steps 
to  make  the  harbour  accessible  % 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  have  re- 
ceived  the  resolution  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers,  and  the  subject  is  receiv- 
ing attention.  The  decision  must  depend 
upon  how  the  available  surplus  is  to  be 
disposed  of ;  but  the  Irish  Government 
are  considering  the  matter. 

.  Mr.  CLANCY:  Is  there  any  surplus 
from  this  fund  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Or  has  it  to  be 
taken  from  the  fund  provided  by  the 
Land  Purchase  Bill  % 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  It  is  hardly  necessary 
to  answer  the  last  question.  There  is,  or 
rather  will  be,  a  surplus  available  from 
the  Sea  Fisheries  Fund  when  some  loans 
are  repaid  which  extend  over  a  period  of 
time.  Not  very  much  has  been  paid  at 
present. 

MR.  GEORGE  SANDES. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  an 
inquiry  has  been  ordered  by  the  Govern- 
ment into  the  charges  recently  made  in 
this  House  against  Mr.  George  Sandes, 
J.P.,  Listowel,  County  Kerry ;  and,  if 
so,  where  the  inquiry  is  to  be  held,  by 
whom  it  is  to  be  made,  and  whether  it  is 
to  be  open  to  the  public  % 
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Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Executive 
Government  have  no  power  to  order  an 
inquiry  in  the  case  in  question.  The 
Magistracy  are  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  who,  as 
I  have  already  stated  in  this  House,  has 
been  in  correspondence  with  the  gentle- 
man mentioned.  As  this  question  ap 
pears  on  this  morning's  Paper  without 
previous  notice,  time  has  not  admitted  of 
my  ascertaining  how  the  matter  at 
present  stands. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.)  : 
Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put  him- 
self in  communication  with  the  Lord' 
Chancellor  and  conveyed  to  him  the  ac- 
cusations which  have  been  made  in  this 
House  ?  I  understand  that  there  is  an 
investigation  going  on. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  apprehend 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  fully  ac- 
quainted with  all  that  takes  place  in  this 
House. 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  it  worth 
while  to  remind  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
the  affidavits  which  have  been  filed  in 
this  case?  Is  there  any  chance  of  a 
thorough  investigation  taking  place  ? 

Mr.  A  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  not  the 
least  doubt  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
will  order  any  inquiry  that  may  be 
necessary. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Why  should  it 
take  two  months  before  the  Lord 
Chancellor  thinks  fit  to  take  action? 
That  has  not  been  the  course  pursued  in 
reference  to  charges  against  Members  of 
the  Nationalist  Party. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  seems  to  think  that  the 
more  serious  the  accusation  the  more 
easily  it  can  be  disposed  of.  That  is  not 
the  case. 

JOHN  DALY. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  when  the  Report  on  the 
prison  treatment  of  John  Daly  will  be 
distributed  to  Members  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  hope  that  the 
Report  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members 
next  week.  It  has  been  in  the  hands  of 
the  printers  since  the  26th  ult. 

THE  TEA  DUTIES-A  CORRECTION. 
•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  regret  to  have  to 
inform  the  House  that  a  serious  mistake 


was  made  in  the  computations  of  the 
price  of  tea  per  lb.  purchased  in  the 
East  End  of  London  and  given  by  me  to 
the  House  in  the  Debate  on  the  Budget 
Resolutions.  The  tea  was  bought,  as  I 
explained,  in  halfpenny  -worths,  but  the 
analyst  who  examined  the  tea  and  made 
the  computations  of  the  cost  per  lb. 
understood  the  officer  who  handed  him 
the  samples  to  say  that  they  were  penny 
packages,  not  halfpenny  packages,  and 
accordingly  the  cost  came  out  double 
what  it  ought  to  have  been.  The  calcu- 
lations ought  to  have  been  checked 
before  they  were  sent  in  to  me  ;  but  they 
were  hurriedly  made  on  the  morning 
when  the  samples  were  received,  so  as  to 
be  ready  for  me  to  have  them  at  the 
House  by  2  o'clock.  I  can  only  say  that 
both  the  Customs  House  officers  and 
myself  are  extremely  sorry  that  such  a. 
mistake  should  have  occurred. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby)  r 
May  I  ask  what  will  be  the  order  of 
business  for  next  week  ;  and  whether,  as 
the  Government  propose  to  take  the 
Budget  Resolutions  first,  the  Tithe 
Bill  is  likely  to  be  reached  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Budget 
Resolutions  will  be  taken  next  week,  and 
the  Tithe  Bill  will  follow  after  the 
Budget  has  been  disposed  of. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  Is  it 
intended  to  proceed  with  the  Budget 
Resolutions  day  by  day  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.)  :  Are  the  Committee  stage  of 
the  Budget  Resolutions  and  the  Com- 
mittee stage  of  the  Licensing  Bill  to  be 
both  taken  before  the  Tithes  Bill  ?   ' 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  It  is  intended  to 
proceed  with  the  Budget  Bill  from  Sitting 
to  Sitting,  and  to  take  both  the  Second 
Reading  and  the  Committee  stage  and 
also  the  same  stages  of  the  Local  Taxation 
Bill  before  taking  up  the  Tithe  Bill. 


THE  ALLOTMENTS    BILL- 
PROCEDURE. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  submitting  to  you,  Sir,  a 
question  upon  which  I  am  sure  the 
House  will  desire  your  guidance.  Upon 
the  Allotments  Bill  there  are  various  In- 
structions to  be  moved,  and  upon  the 
first  Instruction  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  has  an  Amendment  in  a 
form  which  is  quite  new  to  the  practice 
of  the  House.  The  acceptance  of  that 
Amendment  by  the  House  clearly 
would  amount  to  a  declaration  that  upon 
this  Bill  there  should  be  no  Instruction. 
It  is,  in  fact,  a  new  form  of  Parliamen- 
tary Closure.  If  it  were  to  be  adopted, 
it  would  in  effect  establish  a  closure 
by  a  side  wind  without  any  discussion  in 
this  House.  It  is  quite  plain  also  that 
it  would  shut  out,  as  it  is  intended 
to  6hut  out,  from  debate  all  the  sub-, 
sequent  Instructions  which  appear  on 
the  Paper.  I  say  nothing  in  regard  to 
this  particular  Bill,  but  it  may  well  be  in 
other  instances  that  the  first  Instruction 
is  not  the  most  important  when  proposed 
to  be  moved,  and,  therefore,  any  hon. 
Member  by  moving  a  trivial  Instruction 
might  enable  a  Government  commanding 
a'  majority  to  prevent  practically  any 
Bill  they  may  introduce  from  being 
enlarged  beyond  the  scope  of  the  original 
Bill.  Without  imputing  any  bad 
motive,  I  quite  understand  the  circum- 
stances which  have  disposed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  meditate  this  closure. 
There  are  a  great  number  of  Instruc- 
tions on  the  Bill,  and  anybody  who  has 
been  for  a  number  of  years  in  this 
Assembly  will  be  aware  that  when  you 
endeavour  to  shut  out  discussion  in  one 
form  it  is  likely  to  arise  in  another,  and 
no  doubt  the  restriction  on  Debates  in 
Committee  has  led  to  the  great  multi- 
plicity of  Instructions.  In  regard  to 
these  Instructions,  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  the  last  of  them  stands  in  the  name 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  who  pro- 
poses to  incorporate  with  the  Bill  the 
clauses  of  the  Allotments  Act  Amendment 
Bill.  I  wish  to  know  from  Mr.  Speaker 
whether  it  is  in  accordance  with  the 
practice  of  this  House,  and  the  spirit  of 
its  discussions,  that  forms  of  amendment 
should  be  used  which  would  absolutely 
preclude  the  bringing  on  of  subsequent 
Instructions.  I  put  the  question  subject 
to  the  express  opinion  that  there  ought 
to  be  only  a  moderate  use  made  of  the 
right  of  moving  Instructions. 
•Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  House  is 
indebted  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  having  called  attention  to  this 
matter.  No  doubt  the  Amendment 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  right  hon. 
Sir  W.  Harcourt 


Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  is  not  out  of  order. 
It  resembles  the  Motion  familiar  to 
the  House  that  the  House  do  pass 
to  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  by  which 
the  House  disembarrasses  itself  of 
matter  which  it  does  not  wish  to 
pass  judgment  on,  and  proceeds  to  its 
appointed  business.  The  Motion,  I 
acknowledge,  is  primd  facie  to  be 
regarded  with  some  suspicion  as  a  form 
of  closure,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  I  must 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
fact  that  there  are  a  great  number  of 
Instructions  on  the  Paper,  more  than 
one,  I  think,  being  in  the  name  of  the 
same  hon.  Member.  This  is  the  first 
Session,  I  think,  that  this  practice  has 
been  extensively  adopted,  and  there  are 
two  other  Bills  in  regard  to  which 
notices  of  a  still  larger  number  of  In- 
structions have  been  given.  In  my 
opinion,  the  House  ought  to  take  notice 
of  this.  The  new  rule  that  the  Speaker 
should  leave  the  chair  without  question 
being  put  would  obviously  be  somewhat 
modified,  if  not  robbed  altogether  of 
force,  if  a  great  number  of  Instructions 
are  put  down  so  as  to  prevent  the 
Speaker  from  leaving  the  Chair — In- 
structions which,  in  the  case  before  us, 
might  occupy  the  House  for  several 
Sittings ;  and  if  one  hon.  Member  is  to 
be  entitled  to  put  down  more  than 
one  Instruction  in  his  name  it 
gives  him  a  greater  right  of  speaking 
than  he  has  on  the  Second  Beading  of 
the  Bill  itself.  I  only  wish  to  put  the 
matter  as  fairly  as  I  can  in  both  aspects, 
because  there  are  inconveniences  on 
both  sides.  I  quite  admit  that  the 
Motion  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would,  if  carried, 
exclude  every  Instruction  on  the  Paper, 
some  of  them  of  importance,  which 
the  House  might  very  properly  wish  to 
discuss.  I  imagine  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  put  down  his  Motion  as  a 
protest  against  the  growing  abuse  of  the 
rights  of  hon.  Gentlemen.  I  am  not 
for  a  moment  imputing  any  blame  to  any 
individual  hon.  Member,  but  the  collec- 
tive result  of  all  these  Instructions  is 
practically  to  defeat  the  meaning  and 
spirit  of  the  Standing  Order.  I  would 
much  rather  this  matter  were  arranged 
by  compromise  than  that  it  should  come 
before  me  to  decide  as  a  point  of  order. 
The  Instruction  standing  in  the  name  of 
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the  Member  for  the  Rugby  Division  (Mr. 
Cobb)  is  in  order;  but  other  Instruc- 
tions in  the  names  of  the  Members  for  the 
Ashbnrton  Division  (Mr.  Seale-Hayne), 
the  Bye  Division  (Mr.  F.  Stevenson), 
the  Lichfield  Division  (Sir  J.  Swinburne), 
and  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  are 
mandatory,  and  therefore  out  of  order,  or 
otherwise  irregular. 

Ma.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  :  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
explain  that  I  did  not  put  down  the  In- 
struction which  stands  in  my  name  in 
the  belief  that  it  was  in  any  way  out  of 
order ;  but  I  thought  it  was  necessary,  if 
possible,  to  include  some  of  the  provi- 
sions of  another  and  a  very  important 
measure. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  Govern- 
ment had  no  option,  as  it  appeared  to 
them,  but  to  meet  what  was  obviously, 
from  their  point  of  view,  an  endeavour 
to  smother  the  Bill.  [Cries  of  "  No ! "] 
Well,  I  will  say  a  new  effort  by  which 
the  further  progress  of  the  Bill  would  be 
impeded.  But  I  should  be  exceedingly 
glad  to  meet  the  suggestion  which  has 
been  thrown  out  by  the  Chair  and  to  en- 
deavour to  arrive  at  some  understanding 
which  would  facilitate  the  progress  of 
the  measure.  If  hon.  Members  would 
proceed  with  the  first  Instruction  which 
is  ruled  to  be  in  order  we  could  arrive, 
in  the  course  of  an  afternoon,  at  an 
understanding  by  which  the  Speaker 
would  be  able  to  leave  the  Chair  and  the 
House  go  into  Committee.  We  should 
then  be  in  a  position  to  make  progress 
with  the  Bill,  and  it  would  not  be  neces- 
sary for  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  move 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  has  given 
notice.  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
bound  to  retain  in  their  hands  the  power 
to  press  forward  a  measure  which  they 
deem  to  be  necessary  when  it  is  met  by 
proposals  which  are  altogether  unpre- 
cedented, and  the  effect  of  which  un- 
doubtedly would  be  practically  to  smother 
the  measure. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  If  the  attempt 
of  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  choke  off  opposition  is 
successful  will  it  not  still  be  open  to 
hon.  Members  to  move  Amendments  in 
Committee  ? 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee):  I 
would  submit  as  a  point  of  order  that 
the  Amendment  which  the  President  of 
the  Local   Government   Board  proposes 


to  move  is  not  a  regular  Amendment  at 
all.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes 
an  Amendment,  as  I  understand,  by 
which  the  House  declines  to  widen  the 
scope  of  the  Bill;  and  I  would  ask 
whether  such  an  Amendment  is  regular  ? 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER :  In  past  times  it  was 
an  old-established  practice  to  move  that 
the  House  should  pass  to  the  other 
Orders  of  the  Day. 

•Mb.  SEALE-HAYNE  (Devon,  Ash- 
burton)  :  Reference  has  been  made 
to  the  fact  that  there  are  two 
Motions  on  the  Paper  in  my  name. 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  explain 
that  after  I  had  given  notice  of  an 
Instruction  in  the  regular  way,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  notice  of  his  Motion 
declining  to  extend  the  scope  of  the  Bill ; 
and  the  further  Motion  which  appears  in 
my  name  has  reference  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  proposal. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER  :  As  I  understand  the 
hon.  Member's  Amendment  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  President  of  the  Loca 
Government  Board,  it  is  to  make  an 
exception  in  favour  of  his  own  Instruc- 
tion ;  but  I  have  already  pointed  out  that 
the  Instruction  itself  is  out  of  order.  It 
is  impossible,  therefore,  to  move  an 
Amendment  with  a  view  of  bringing  in 
an  Instruction  which  is  out  of  order. 

LOCAL  TAXATION  BILL. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
Do  I  understand  that  the  Government 
propose  on  Monday  next  to  take  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Local  Taxation 
Bill? 
•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  hope  it  will  be 
possible  to  do  so  immediately  after  the 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN:  Will  it  be  put 
down  immediately  after  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  Bill  1 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Yes. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  think  that  the 
course  the  Government  are  about  to 
adopt  in  the  matter  amounts  to  a  breach 
of  faith,  inasmuch  as  the  Bill  does  not 
apply  to  Ireland.  In  England  and  Scot- 
land the  Local  Authorities  will  be 
allowed  to  suspend  licences,  and  why 
should  fresh  licences  be  created  in  Ire- 
land? My  object  is  to  prevent  new 
licences  being  created  in  Ireland. 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  That  is  a  fair 
question  for  Committee* 
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•The  PRESIDENT  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  ;  The  money 
will  accumulate,  and  cannot  be  used  for 
any  other  purpose. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  did  not  distinctly  say  that  the 
Bill  would  apply  to  Ireland  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  cannot  say 
what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said. 

Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Then  I  beg  to 
give  notice  that  I  shall  oppose  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  unless  it 
is  made  to  apply  to  Ireland. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR,  who  had  been 
temporarily  absent,  said:  I  understand 
that  some  question  has  been  raised  in  my 
absence  with  regard  to  the  extension  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Licensing  Bill  to 
Ireland.  Not  having,  as  yet,  County 
Councils  in  Ireland,  it  is  not  possible 
to  apply  the  whole  of  the  English 
machinery  of  the  Licensing  Bill  to  Ire- 
land, but  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
principle  of  the  suspension  of  licences 
being  extended  to  Ireland.  I  will  con- 
sider that  point  in  conjunction  with 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  If  I  bring  in 
a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  suspending 
licences  in  Ireland,  I  presume  that  I  should 
receive  the  support  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ? 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  When  Mr. 
Bruce,  in  1871,  introduced  a  Bill  for 
the  suspension  of  licences  the  Bill 
covered  the  whole  of  the  three  King- 
doms. Why,  then,  should  Ireland  be 
excluded  from  the  present  Bill  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  already 
stated  that,  at  present,  Ireland  has  not 
got  the  local  machinery. 

Mb.  CHANCE  :  We  are  told  that  the 
money  is  to  accumulate.  Is  it  to  accumu- 
late at  interest,  and  who  is  to  get  the 
benefit  ? 
•Mb.  GOSCHEN:  It  will  be  in 
the  hands  of  the  National  Debt  Com- 
missioners, who  will  allow  an  interest  of 
2J  per  cent,  upon  it. 
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Return  ordered- 


"  Of  copy  of  the  Report,  dated  the  20th  day 
of  November  1886,  by  Mr.  Baker  (now  Sir 
Benjamin  Baker,  K.C.M.GK)  on  the  condition 
of  the  Menai  Bridge." — {Captain  Vernty.) 

STATUTE    LAW   REVISION   BILL 
[LORDS].— (No.   179.) 

Order  [18th  March]  that  Five  be  the 
quorum  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bill  [Lords]  read, 
and  discharged. 

Ordered,  That  three  be  the  quorum  of 
the  Committee. — (Mr.  Solicitor  General.) 

NEW   WRIT. 

For  Borough  of  Bristol  (Eastern 
Division),  v.  Handel  Cossham,  esquire, 
deceased. — (Mr.  Arnold  Morley.) 

ROYAL    ASSENT. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners ; — 

The  House  went ;  —  and  being 
returned ; — 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal 
Assent  to, — 

1. — South  Indian  Railway  Purchase 
Act,  1890. 

MOTIONS. 


MENAl    BRIDGE. 

Order  [22nd  April]  for  Return  relative 
thereto  read,  and  discharged ;  and, 
instead  thereof, — 


ANGLESEY    ASSIZES     AND    QUARTER     SESSIONS 

BILL. 

• 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lewis,  Bill  to  repeal 
the  Act  two  and  three,  Edward  the  Sixth, 
chapter  fifty-four  (local),  for  the  keeping  of  the 
Sessions  and  County  days  of  the  Isle  of 
Anglesey  in  Beaumaris,  ordered  to  he  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  Kenyon,  Captain  Verney, 
and  Mr.  Bryn  Roberts. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  firBt  time.  [Bill  248.3 

NEW  LICENCES   (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Bill  to  regu- 
late the  granting  of  licences  for  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Johnston, 
Mr.  Peter  M* Donald,  and  Mr.  John  O'Connor. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  249.] 

OCCUPIERS'  AND  LODGERS'  (METROPOLIS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Causton,  Bill  for  the  regis- 
tration of  Occupiers  and  Lodgers  in  the 
Metropolis,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Causton,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr.  Beaufoy, 
Mr.  Thomas  Henry  Bolton,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr. 
Howell,  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  Montagu,  Mr. 
Octavius  V.  Morgsn,  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr. 
James  Rowlands,  and  Mr.  James  Stuart. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  250.] 
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ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

ALLOTMENTS  ACT  (J887)  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  147.) 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

*(3.35.)  Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E., 
Rugby) :  In  moving  the  Instruction  of 
which  I  have  given  notice,  I  shall  endea- 
vour as  far  as  possible  to  avoid  all  con- 
troversial matters,  and  try  to  approach 
the  subject  with  a  sincere  desire  not  to 
treat  it  as  a  mere  political  contest,  to 
be  turned  to  the  advantage  of  this  or 
that  Party,  but  to  deal  with  it  in  the 
interests  of  those  classes  for  whom  so 
many  on  both  sides  of  the  House  are 
conscientiously  striving,  and  with  a  wish 
to  contribute  towards  a  settlement  of  the 
allotments  question.  Now,  I  am  very 
glad  to  gather  from  what  has  fallen  from 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  all  probability  will  not  move 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  has  given 
notice ;  and  I  sincerely  believe  that,  if  he 
does  not  move  it,  he  will  contribute 
towards  our  getting  through  the  business 
of  the  day,  and  I  may  assure  him,  not 
only  on  my  own  behalf,  but  on  behalf  of 
others,  that  .if  this  Amendment  is  not 
moved  no  advantage  will  be  taken  of  it* 

♦The  PRESIDENT  or  the  LOCAL  GO- 
VERNMENT BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  Perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  say  that  after  what 
you,  Mr.  Speaker,  have  said,  I  shall  not 
move  the  Amendment. 

*Mb.  COBB :  I  am  glad  to  find  that  the 
Instruction  which  I  put  down  on  the 
Notice  Paper,  without  any  knowledge 
that  any  other  Instruction  was  going  to  be 
put  down — I  never  saw  the  other  notices 
until  they  actually  appeared  on  the  Paper — 
I  am  very  glad  to  see  now  that  the  terms 
of  my  notice  are  so  wide  in  their  scope 
that  they  include  the  objects  sought  to 
be  attained  by  the  other  notices.  My 
Instruction,  it  will  be  observed,  treats  of 
two  distinct  matters.  First,  I  propose 
that  the  Committee  shall  be  instructed 
to  create  popularly  elected  Local  Authori- 
ties in  smaller  areas  than  the  present 
areas  of  Sanitary  Authorities,  and  of 
course  I  need  not  say  that  I  point  to 
Parish  Councils.  Then,  secondly,  I  pro- 
pose to  confer  on  these  authorities  larger 
powers   than  the  present  Sanitary  Au- 


thorities now  have  for  acquiring  and 
managing  land  for  the  purposes  of  allot- 
ments. I  am  very  anxious  in  my  re- 
marks to  put  with  perfect  clearness  the 
issue  I  wish  to  raise.  I  shall,  of  course, 
go  to  a  Division  on  my  Motion,  that  is  if 
I  do  not  persuade  the  Government  to 
agree  to  it,  which  I  hope  I  may  succeed 
in  doing ;  but  if  the  House  goes  to  a 
Division,  the  issue  before  hon.  Members 
will  be  perfectly  clear.  Those  who  vote 
for  my  Instruction  will  vote  in  favour  of 
Parish  Councils  having  power  to  acquire 
land  for  allotments,  and  those  who  vote 
against  me  will  be  expressing  an  opinion 
that  it  is  better  that  Parish  Councils 
should  not  have  that  power.  Now  a  few 
words  oil  the  first  part  of  my  Instruction, 
as  to  what  Local  Authority  is  to  hare 
the  power  of  acquiring  land  for  allot- 
ments. I  think  everyone  will-  agree, 
whether  they  agree  with  other  re- 
marks I  may  make  or  not,  that  the 
success  of  an  allotment  system  mainly 
depends  upon  the  authority  which  is  to 
put  that  system  into  force.  It  seems  to 
me,  with  regard  to  the  Bill  which  the 
Government  have  introduced,  that  we 
do  not  want  so  much  to  have  an  appeal 
from  the  authority  which  is  admitted  to 
be  an  inefficient  authority,  but  we  want 
to  have  an  efficient  authority  to  adminis- 
ter the  Act  in  such  a  way  that  there  shall 
be  no  occasion  for  any  appeal  from  its 
decisions.  Now  to  come  .to  the  question, 
which  is  the  question  after  all,  what  is 
the  best  authority  to  exercise  power  in 
regard  to  allotments?  I  remember 
very  well  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  brought  .in  the  Allotments  Bill  in 
1887 — in  July  I  think  it  was — he  said — 
"  We  think  that  the  area  of  the  county 
is  too  large.;'1  he  was  speaking  of  the 
area  over  which  the  authority  which  was 
to  have  control  of  allotments  ought  to 
rule ;  that  was,  of  course,  before  County 
Councils  were  inaugurated.  Now,  I 
agree  absolutely  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that  remark.  But  what 
do  the  Government  now  propose  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  first  Amend- 
ment which  he  put  down  to  my  Instruc- 
tion said  that  the  whole  scope  of  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House  was  to  provide  an 
appeal  from  the  Sanitary  Authority.  Now 
I  think  that  is  hardly  so.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  at  all 
events  in  certain  cases  where  the  Sani- 
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tary  Authorities  fails  to  cany  oat  their 
duty,  goes  beyond  this.     The  Bill  is  an 
admission  that  in  certain  cases  there  are 
failures  of  duty  on  the  part  of  Sanitary 
Authorities,  but  then  it  does  not  simply 
provide  that  there  shall  be  an  appeal  to 
the   County  Council,    in    the   sense   in 
which  we  generally  understand  an  appeal, 
namely,  to  correct  the  failure  of    the 
Sanitary  Authority,  and  to  compel  that 
authority  to  do  its  duty ;  but  it  actually 
hands  oyer  in  these  cases  all  powers  of 
every  description,  and  all  authority  under 
the  Allotments  Act    of    1887    to    the 
County  Council.     In  fact,  in  these  cases, 
the  Bill  dissolves  the  smaller  authority. 
\Criea  of  "No."]     Yes,  it  is  so.     The 
Sanitary  Authority  is  dissolved  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Allotments  Act,  and  its 
powers  under  that  Act  are  given  to  the 
County  Council.     It  comes  to  this  :  that 
the   Authority  is  driven  away,  ousted 
from  the  smaller  area,  and  transferred  to 
the  County  Council,  whose  powers  extend 
over  the  whole  county,  which  is  admitted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  be  too  large  an  area  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Allotments  Act.     This,  in  fact,  is 
not  an  appeal  Bill,  but  a  Bill  for  creating 
a  new  Allotments  Authority  altogether, 
and  that  in  an  area  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  recognises  as  too  large   for 
the  purpose.     Then  the  question  arises, 
what  is  the  proper  authority   for  the 
purpose,  and  within  what  area  should  it 
exercise  control  ?    The  Government  have 
admitted   that  the  Sanitary    Authority 
—  in    rural    districts     the     Board    of 
Guardians  —  is      not      a      satisfactory 
authority.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
other  night,  in  moving  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  this  Bill,  said  he  had  never  pre- 
tended that  the  Sanitary  Authority  was 
an  entirely  satisfactory  authority ;  and  I 
think  there  is  no  Member  on  this  or  the 
other  side,  who  has  any  knowledge  of 
local  administration  in  the  rural  districts, 
who  does  not  know  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  quite  right  in  saying  this. 
Go  into  any  village  and  ask  any  man, 
from  the  artisan  and  labouring  classes 
whether  the  Board  of  Guardians  does  its 
duty  in  that  village,   and  I  am  afraid 
that    in    19     cases     out     of     20    the 
reply  will  be  very  unsatisfactory.     Fur- 
ther, even  if  the  people  had  confidence 
in  the  Board  of  Guardians,  which  I  say 
they  have  not  upon  the  whole ;  if  Boards 
Mr.  Cobb 


of  Guardians  were  really  anxious  and 
willing,  which  I  am  afraid  in  too  many 
cases  they  are  not — in  feet,  the  very  in- 
troduction of  this  Bill  shows  that  in  some 
cases  they  are  not — they  are  absolutely 
unfitted  for  the  carrying  out  of  the 
powers  under  the  Allotments  Act,  be- 
cause they  are  acting  in  too  large  an 
area.  The  reason  is  obvious.  Guardians 
come  from  different  parishes,  and  those 
coming  from  one  parish  may  be  abso- 
lutely ignorant,  and  often,  in  my  own 
experience,  are  absolutely  ignorant,  of 
the  wants  and  wishes  of  the  people  in 
another  parish.  A  Guardian,  as  a  rule, 
knows  nothing  of  the  local  requirements 
of  any  parish  in  the  Union  except 
his  own.  Now,  the  scheme  of  the 
Allotments  Act  of  1887  in  rural 
districts  is  that  separate  allotments  shall 
be  provided  for  each  separate  parish ; 
and  not  only  that,  but  that  the  rents  of 
those  allotments  are  to  be  paid  in  each 
parish  by  the  men  in  the  parish ;  and 
that  if  there  is  any  excess  of  expenditure, 
if  the  rents  are  not  sufficient  to  pay  the 
cost  of  the  allotments,  then  the  extra 
cost  is  borne  not  by  the  whole  county 
or  Union,  but  by  the  parish  in  which 
those  allotments  are  situated.  Surely 
then,  this  being  so,  and  the  provision  of 
allotments  being  regarded  under  the  Act 
as  an  absolutely  local  parochial  matter, 
why  in  the  world  is  the  parish  not  to  be 
the  area  for  allotments,  and  why  are  not 
Parish  Councils  to  possess  authority  to 
acquire  land  for  allotments  and  to 
manage  them  ?  Of  course,  when  I  refer 
to  Parish  Councils,  I  mean — and  this 
goes  without  saying — Councils  popularly 
elected  on  the  one  man  one  vote  principle, 
and  under  the  protection  of  the  Ballot. 
What  objection,  I  ask,  have  the  Govern- 
ment to  Parish  Councils  ?  In  July,  1 887, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intro- 
duced the  Allotments  Bill,  I  remember 
he  gave  us,  so  far  as  I  was  able  to 
understand  his  speech,  and  so  far  as  I 
can  understand  it  from  reading  the 
speech  again,  two  objections  to  the 
parish,  and  they  were  these  :  He  said 
he  thought,  in  regard  to  the  acquisition 
of  allotments.,  that  the  organisation  of  the 
parish  was  not  efficient.  That  was 
his  first  objection.  His  second  objection 
was  that  there  was  such  a  large  number 
of  very  small  parishes.  Now,  everyone 
who  looks  into  the  subject  must  admit 
the  force  of  both  of  these  objections.    I 
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admit  it  myself.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man emphasised  the  expression  of  his 
view  in  another  interesting  speech  in 
August,  1887,  upon  another  stage  of  the 
BilL  He  said  then,  speaking  of  Parish 
Vestries  (and  Parish  Councils  would,  I 
imagine,  be  elected  by  the  Vestries), 
that  under  its  present  organisation  .the 
Parish  Vestry  was  the  most  likely  Body 
to  be  open  to  the  influence  of  landowners, 
and  he  gave  as  his  reason  that  in  the 
Vestry  there  was  plural  voting  and  there 
was  not  the  protection  of  the  Ballot.  I 
quite  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man so  far.  But  we  have  never  asked 
that  Parish  Councils  should  be  elected 
under  plural  voting  and  without  the 
Ballot.  My  Instruction,  which  I  am  now 
moving,  refers  to  a  popularly-elected 
Body,  and,  of  course,  one  of  the  first 
things  to  do  is  to  reform  the  Vestry  and 
make  it  a  really  popular  Body.  Indeed, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  following 
month,  in  September  1887,  promised  us 
that  at  the  earliest  possible  date  a  Bill 
would  be  introduced  placing  all  Local 
Government  on  a  more  popular  basis,  and 
he  was  very  particular  in  saying  that 
he  did  not  at  all  confine  his  remarks 
to  County  Councils,  but  to  every 
Authority  in  rural  districts,  and,  of  course, 
that  would  include  Parish  Vestries.  One 
word  in  reference  to  the  smallness  of 
parishes.  We  know  what  an  immense 
number  of  very  small  parishes  there  are. 
I  forget  the  number,  but  I  know  there 
are  scores  of  parishes  with  not  more  than 
25  inhabitants,  and  including  not  more 
than  five  or  six  ratepayers.  Of  course, 
I  agree  that  it  would  be  ludicrous  in  a 
parish  of  this  sort  to  have  a  Parish 
Council ;  but  these  cases  could  be  easily 
met  by  a  provision  for  adding  such 
minute  parishes  to  the  adjoining  parishes, 
and  providing  some  minimum  population, 
say  200  or  300  inhabitants,  which  is  a 
matter  for  discussion  and  arrangement. 
So  far  as  I  can  see,  the  two  objections 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
1887  can  be  easily  met  under  my  In- 
struction. I  should  like  to  know  why 
the  Government  seem  so  afraid  of  Parish 
Councils.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer cannot  be  afraid  of  them, 
because  we  all  remember  the  Bill  which 
he  introduced,  if  I  remember  rightly,  in 
1869,  when  he  was  a  Member  of  the 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and  in  hi3 


speech  upon  that  Bill  no  one  could  have 
praised  the  parish  more  than  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  did.  Over  and 
over  again  he  said  he  considered  the 
parish  was  the  proper  unit  for  Local 
Government,  and  he  spoke  of  the 
chief  men  in  the  parish  and  other 
matters  to  which  I  need  not  now  refer. 
Again,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  candidate  for  Edinburgh  in  1885  he 
confirmed  the  view  he  had  expressed  in 
1869,  and  in  much  stronger  language. 
Of  course,  I  know  what  the  answer  to 
me  will  be.  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  will  say  that  this  is 
all  very  well,  but  that  it  involves  a  large 
reform,  and  will  require  a  large  Bill. 
Now,  my  experience  in  this  House  has 
not  been  long,  and  I  do  not  presume  to 
say  that  my  opinion  is  valuable ;  but  I 
can  say,  after  giving  much  attention  to 
this  subject,  that  I  believe  that  if  at  this 
stage  my  Instruction  is  accepted  and  the 
Committee  sets  to  work  to  amend  the 
Bill,  giving  to  Parish  Councils  authority 
over  allotments,  giving  them  power  to 
acquire  land  and  to  manage  allotments,  I 
say  I  believe  that  in  the  long  run  an 
immense  deal  of  time  will  be  saved,  be- 
cause obviously  in  the  end  we  must  come 
to  what  I  am  now  proposing.  Now,  I 
may  be  allowed  a  few  more  words  in 
order  to  show  how  important  this  matter 
is.  It  has  progressed  very  fast  in  the 
last  few  years.  It  stands  in  a  very 
different  position  now  to  that  which  it 
occupied  in  1885,  when  agricultural 
labourers  had  the  vote  given  to  them  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian.  It  has  gone  forward  not  only 
in  the  last  five  years,  but  a  good  deal 
within  the  last  three  years,  aye  in  the 
last  two  years,  and  even  within  the  last 
twelve  months.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  is  in 
favour  of  the  proposals  which  I  now 
make,  and  expressed  his  approval  in 
plain  language  in  his  speech  at  Man- 
chester last  December.  The  leaders  of 
the  Liberal  Party  are  in  favour  of  it,  as 
appears  from  the  speeches  of  Lord  Bose- 
bery  and  of  the  right  hon.  Members  for 
Derby  and  Newcastle  (Sir  W.  Harcourt 
and  Mr.  Morley).  The  principle  is  also 
approved  by  a  statesman  who  is  not  now 
in  this  House,  but  who  knows  I  suppose 
everybody  will  admit,  more  perhaps 
about  Local  Government  than  any  other 
man  in  the  country — I  mean  Sir  Charles 
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Dilke.  In  1885,  in  .his  celebrated  speeoh, 
which  no  donbt  is  in  the  memory  of 
nearly  everyone  in  the  House,  the  speech 
delivered  in  Halifax  in  October  of  that 
year  Sir  Charles  Dilke  distinctly  ex- 
pressed and  advocated  the  view  that  the 
parish  should  have  the  power  to  acquire 
land  compulsorily  for  allotments  and 
to  carry  out  all  the  powers  in  the  Bill 
then  before  the  House,  and  which  was 
introduced  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
sits  beside  me  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings). 
Further,  I  may  quote  the  authority  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain), because  in  a  speech  which,  if  I 
remember  aright,  he  made  the  day  after 
Sir  Charles  Dilke  spoke  at  Halifax — 
a  very  forcible  speech  —  one  of 
the  many  speeches  which  he  made 
in  1885,  and  which  I  admit 
to  the  full  did  an  immense  deal  to  press 
on  the  question  of  allotments — in  the 
speech  I  refer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  so  many  words  adopted  Sir 
Charles  Dilke's  scheme  in  every  detail, 
and  used  words  which  I  will  read  to  the 
House.  I  am  quoting  from  the  authorised 
edition,  edited  by  Mr.  Lucy,  of  the 
Unauthorised  Programme  [Mr.  Jesse 
Collings  :  Hear,  hear !  ]  My  hon. 
Friend  says  "  Hear,  hear,"  and  I  agree 
with  him.  The  effect  of  this  speech 
upon  me  is  just  the  same  to-day  as  it  was 
in  1885,  and  1  have  just  as  much  respect 
for  the  sentiments  it  contains,  and  I  may 
add  that  many  of  us  liked  those  senti- 
ments none  the  less  because  they  formed 
part  of  an  Unauthorised  Programme.  The 
words  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used 
were   these : 

"  I  will  only  say  briefly  of  them  (alluding  to 
Sir  Charles  Dilke's  proposals)  in  a  sentence 
that  they  comprise  the  idea  of  a  thoroughly 
popular  Local  Government  in  every  village,  in 
every  Union,  in  every  county,  which  shall  be 
given  the  largest  powers  and  widest  discretion, 
by  which  the  local  affairs  of  the  people  shall  be 
conducted  without  supervision  or  interference." 

Now,  we  say  that  not  only  are  allot- 
ments not  free  from  supervision  and  in- 
terference, but  that  there  is  a  great  deal 
too  much  supervision  and  interference. 
From  the  Instructions  and  the  Amend- 
ments which  the  hon.  Member  for  Hornsey 
has  given  notice  of,  and  which  might  almost 
have  been  copied  from  the  Bill  which  I 
introduced  in  1887,  I  am  glad,  also,  to 
find  that  there  is  a  strong  opinion  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  that  Parish 
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Councils  or  Committees  must  be  the 
Local  Authority  to  deal  with  allotments 
I  may  mention  another  Authority, 
whom  I  daresay  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  may  not  care 
to  accept,  but  who,  undoubtedly,  is 
acquainted  with  the  wants  and  wishes  of 
agricultural  labourers.  I  mean  Mr. 
Joseph  Arch,  and  his  opinion  shortly 
expressed  in  a  letter  to  myself  is  that — 

"  Any  Allotments  Act  to  really  benefit  the 
labourers  must  place  the  acquisition  of  land  in 
the  hands  of  Parish  Councils  elected  by  the 
ratepayers." 

It  is  notorious  to  every  hon.   Member 
who  has  had  the  opportunity  of  getting 
the  opinion  of  artisans  and  labourers  at 
public  meetings  that  this  is  also  their 
view.     I  gather  from  what  was  said  on 
the  Second   Beading  that  the  Govern- 
ment  seem,  to  point  to  District  Councils 
as  the  Local  Authority  to  deal  with  allot- 
ments, bat  let  me  say  at  once  that  the 
same    objection  applies    to    this    as  to 
Sanitary    Authorities    and    Boards   of 
Guardians  as  respects  area.     Why,  as  a 
rule,  is  the  work  of  the  Guardians  not 
well  done,  and  why  are  they  unpopular  ? 
Mainly    because    in    dealing    with  any 
particular  parish,   from  want    of    local 
knowledge,  most  of  them  are  ignorant 
of  the  subject  before  them.     Upon  this 
point    the   right    hon.     Gentleman  the 
Member    for    Mid     Lothian    spoke    at 
Manchester  in  December  last.     In  speak  • 
ing  of  allotments,  he  said — 

"  Perhaps  not  even  the  County  Council  can 
know  the  exact  circumstances  of  every  portion 
of  the  county.  The  members  of  District 
Councils  might  not  he  minutely  acquainted 
with  them.  You  must  go  to  the  doors  of  the  men 
who  are  immediately  concerned.  You  must  get 
from  them  and  from  their  immediate  neigh- 
bours the  fullest  advantage  of  local  know- 
ledge." 

But  now  a  few  words  on  the  second 
part  of  my  Instruction,  as  to 
granting  larger  powers.  That  neces- 
sarily includes  not  only  giving  the 
Local  Authority  additional  powers, 
but  also  the  simplification  of,  and  remov- 
ing restrictions  from,  the  powers  they 
now  possess.  I  am  not  going  to  deal 
with  this  large  question  at  any  length, 
because  I  feel  that  I  shall  be  touching  on 
subjects  that  are  raised  by  the  Instruc- 
tions of  other  Members.  It  will  be  found 
that  other  Gentlemen  have  taken  action 
on  this  matter  since  the  passing  of  the 
Allotments  Act  of  1887.     For  instance, 
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after  I  introduced  my  Amendment  Bill 
in  1888,  a  Bill  was  introduced  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Essex,  and  it  is 
backed  by  several  hon.  Members  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House.  It  meets  a 
great  many  difficulties  which  we  on  this 
side  raised  in  the  Amendments  which 
we  proposed  to  the  Allotments  Bill  of 
1 887.  It  would  have  been  better  if  some 
of  those  Amendments  had  been  carried 
— such  as  the  one  providing  that  no  Act 
of  Parliament  should  be  required  to  con- 
firm the  Provisional  Order,  such  as  that 
extending  the  size  of  allotments,  and  such 
as  that  providing  that  there  should  be  no 
payment  of  rent  in  advance.  But  there 
is  one  power — and  I  think  probably  it  is 
the  most  important  power — which  is  con- 
tained in  two  of  the  Instructions  put 
down  on  this  Bill,  and  that  is  the  power 
proposed  to  be  given  to  the  Sanitary 
Authority  or  the  Parish  Council  of  leas- 
ing land  compulsorily  for  the  purposes  of 
allotments.  It  is  obvious  that  would  be 
a  much  cheaper  operation,  if  it  could  be 
adopted,  than  the  purchasing  of  land.  It 
would  avoid  considerable  expense,  and 
the  less  the  expense  the  less  the  rent  the 
allotment  holder  will  be  liable  to  pay.  I 
want  to  know,  and  I  have  never  yet  been 
able  fco  understand,  so  I  shall  be  obliged 
personally  if  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  will  explain  why  it  is 
that  he  is  so  much  afraid  of  this  compul- 
sory leasing  power.  There  is  nothing 
new  in  it.  It  is  included  in  the  Irish 
Labourers'  Amendment  Act,  ^1 885,  the 
authorities  under  which  possess  compul- 
sory leasing  powers.  In  1887  we  on  this 
side  proposed  Amendments  to  give  this 
power,  and  in  1888  I  included  it  in  my 
Allotments  Amendment  Bill.  I  cannot 
understand  why  the  Government  should 
not  put  in  a  clause  giving  the  Local 
Authority  power  to  acquire  land  compul- 
sorily by  lease.  Of  course,  I  cannot  ex- 
pect the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  adopt  my 
advice ;  but  I  know  he  has  great  respect 
for  County  Councils,  and  it  happens  that 
in  the  county  a  part  of  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent  there  is  an 
active  County  Council.  A  member  of 
that  Council  is  a  gentleman  who  has 
devoted  more  time  than  most  of  the 
members  to  the  question  of  allotments. 
I  refer  to  Mr.  Darlington.  He  is  a  Con- 
servative, and  I  had  the  honour  of  being 
opposed  by  him  at  the  election  of  1885, 
but  he  paid  me  the  high  compliment  of 
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adopting  the  principle  which  I  am 
advocating,  and  which  I  had  previously 
included  in  my  Bill  of  1888,  in  a  resolu- 
tion which  he  proposed  and  carried  at  the 
Warwickshire  County  Council  in  favour 
of  compulsory  leasing.  I  beg  to  press 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  meet 
us  on  this  point,  if  he  cannot  on  any 
other.  I  put  it  to  the  Government  that 
this  Bill  will  not  settle  the  Allotments 
Question,  but  if  my  Instruction  be 
adopted,  it  will  go  a  long  way  towards 
securing  that  settlement.  I  believe  the 
Allotments  Question  will  never  be 
settled  until  the  powers  are  put  into  the 
hands  of  a  Parish  O  mcil.  I  think  it 
will  not  be  finallv  Settled  until  we  do 
away  with  the  individual  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant  as  to  allot- 
ments, and  until,  in  every  case,  the 
allotment  holder  is  the  tenant  of  an 
authority  in  the  election  of  which  he 
himself  has  a  voice.  I  appeal — whether 
hopelessly  or  not  remains  to  be  seen — to 
the  Government  to  accept  this  Instruc- 
tion. If  they  will  do  so,  I  can  say  for 
myself,  and  I  believe  I  may  say  it  for 
my  hon.  Friends  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
that  we  will  do  everything  in  our  power 
to  forward  the  measure,  which  will  be 
accepted,  if  so  enlarged,  with  gratitude 
all  over  the  country.  If  the  Government 
will  not  accept  the  Instruction,  we  have 
a  perfectly  plain  issue  before  us,  and  we 
shall  divide  upon  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  insert  Clauses  in  the 
Bill,  creating  by  popular  election  Local  Autho- 
rities in  smaller  areas  than  those  of  the 
Sanitary  Authorities,  and  to  confer  upon  them 
larger  powers  for  acquiring  and  managing  land 
.for  the  purposes  of  allotments  than  those  now 
vested  in  Sanitary  Authorities  under  •  The 
Allotments  Act,  1887.'  "— (Mr.  Cobb.) 

(4.7.)  Mb.  F.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  second- 
ing the  Instruction  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Rugby  Division.  I 
should  like,  in  the  first  place,  to  accen- 
tuate still  further  the  point  that  it  will 
be  necessary  to  enlarge  the  powers  of 
acquisition,  and  among  them  the  com- 
pulsory powers  of  leasing.  There  is 
nothing  new  in  the  suggestion ;  it 
was  embodied  in  an  Irish  measure  in 
1885  and  in  the  Scotch  Crofters'  Act  of 
1886.  Anyone  who  is  acquainted  with 
the  rural  districts  knows  it  is  much 
1  easier,  simpler,  and  more  expeditious  to 
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acquire  land  by  compulsory  hiring  than 
by  purchase,  which  involves  to  a  greater 
extent  the  intervention  of  lawyers.  The 
most  effective  manner  of  amending  the 
Allotments  Act  would  be  to  en- 
large its  powers.  Now,  what  is 
to  be  the  nature  of  the  authority 
to  which  the  Government  propose  there 
shall  be  an  appeal  from  the  Sanitary 
Authority  ?  It  is  the  County  Council. 
That,  no  doubt,  is  a  step  in  advance, 
inasmuch  as  it  is  an  appeal  from  an 
authority  not  elected  upon  a  popular 
basis  to  an  authority  which  is.  But 
the  improvement  is  not  so  great  as  at 
first  sight  appears,  because  the  County 
Council  cannot  have  all  the  knowledge 
which  is  required  for  dealing  with  local 
questions  effectively.  In  Suffolk  there 
are  two  County  Councils,  one  for  East 
and  one  for  West  Suffolk.  They  have 
made  inquiries  each  in  a  different  way. 
The  West  Suffolk  Council  made  inquiries 
through  the  instrumentality  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Council,  each  member  con- 
ducting the  inquiry  in  the  Division  he 
,  represented.  In  some  cases  the  inves- 
tigation was  thorough,  because  the 
member  was  energetic;  in  other  cases 
there  was  practically  no  result  at  all. 
In  the  case  of  East  Suffolk  the  inquiry 
was  made  by  means  of  letters  addressed 
.  to  public  officers  in  each  parish,  and  here, 
again,  the  result  was  not  satisfactory, 
owing  to  the  great  uncertainty  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  inquiry.  In  some  cases 
the  officers  got  the  information  asked  for, 
in  other  cases  they  were  either  unable  or 
unwilling  to  get  it.  But  in  the  case  of 
neither  Division  was  the  result  satisfac- 
tory ;  because,  though  they  may  have  got 
some  knowledge  of  the  number  of  allot- 
ments which  are  held,  there  was  no 
possibility  of  obtaining  adequate  informa- 
tion as  to  the  demand  for  them.  The 
moral  is  that  County  Councils  as  now 
constituted  are  too  large  to  make 
inquiries  in  the  way  in  which  inquiries 
should  be  conducted.  The  solution 
which  commends  itself  to  many  minds  is 
..that  every  parish  should  be  entrusted 
with  powers  for  dealing  with  its  own 
affairs,  and  there  is  no  point  on  which 
keener  interest  is  felt  than  that  of 
dealing  with  allotments.  Of  course,  as 
has  been  pointed  out,  it  will  be  necessary 
to  differentiate  between  the  parishes,  as 
some  may  be  too  small.  In  some  they 
might  be  left  to  manage  their  own 
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affairs  by  means  of  Vestry  meetings  held 
at  an  hour  when  the  labourers  can 
attend,  and  at  which  the  voting  shall  be 
by  ballot,  and  polls  taken  when  necessary 
on  the  "  one  man  one  vote  "  principle. 
And  then,  when  we  come  to  the  larger 
parishes,  I  think  there  could  be  no 
better  authority  than  Parochial  Councils 
elected  by  ballot.  There  is  a  growing 
conviction  on  the  part  of  those  inter- 
ested in  this  matter  that  it  will  be 
absolutely  impossible  to  settle  the  allot- 
ments difficulty  until  you  have  con- 
ferred upon  those  most  concerned  the 
management  of  public  affairs.  I  trust 
the  Government  will  make  the  acquisi- 
tion of  allotments  more  easy  and  will  not 
confine  this  Bill  to  the  creation  of  a 
power  of  appeal.  I  think  it  is  incumbent 
on  the  Government  to  do  something  in 
order  to  meet  this  difficulty  of  the  non- 
government of  parishes  at  the  present 
time. 

(4.17.)  Mr.  K  H.  LLEWELLYN 
(Somerset,  N.)  :  This  is  not  the  first  time 
this  question  has  come  before  the  House, 
and  I  have  endeavoured  to  discover  on 
what  new  grounds  the  formation  of  these 
Parish  Councils  is  recommended.  In 
certain  parishes  no  doubt  a  Parish 
Authority  might  be  constituted,  and 
could  deal  with  the  Allotments  Question, 
but  there  are  very  few  of  those  parishes. 
If  I  could  see  a  way  to  the  practical 
solution  of  this  difficulty,  I  should  be  in 
favour  of  the  formation  of  Parish 
Councils.  But  I  have  failed  to  find  out 
what  the  work  is  that  the  Parish 
Councils  are  to  perform.  Hon.  Members 
have  spoken  as  if  the  formation  of  these 
Councils  would  be  easy  and  certain  of 
success.  But  some  parishes  are  too 
small. 

•Mr.  COBB:  I  suggested  that  very 
small  parishes  should  be  added  to  larger 
adjoining  ones. 

Mb.  LLEWELLYN:  And  the  last 
parishes  which  should  be  grouped 
together  are  those  which  adjoin,  as  in 
many  cases  there  are  feuds  between  the 
inhabitants  which  have  been  carried  or} 
for  generations,  and  I  have  in  my  mind's 
eye  several  parishes  where  it  would  btt 
a  positive  folly  to  try  and  group  them) 
What  machinery  has  a  parish  at  present  J 
or  what  is  it  likely  to  have,  for  carrying 
out  the  Act  ?  It  would  be  necessary 
create  the  machinery  and  to  appoint  publ^ 
officers,  and  the  expense  of  that  wouj 
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fall  on  the  parish  alone.  At  present  the 
preliminary  stages  of  the  Act  are  carried 
out  by  the  Local  .Sanitary  Authority, 
which  cannot  take  a  step  without  the 
authority  of  the  parish,  because  the 
-expense  has  to  be  borne  by  the  last- 
named  Body.  An  Authority  would  not 
ignore  an  application  for  allotments 
without  giving  reasons  for  so  doing  ; 
they  hold  an  inquiry  on  the  spot,  and  no 
step  is  taken  without  the  authority  and 
•co-operation  of  the  parish.  It  is  only 
natural  that  it  should  be  so. 

•Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.)  :  I  can 
give  an  instance  where  it  has  not  been  so. 
Mr.  LLEWELLYN:  I  know  of  no 
case  in  which  the  Sanitary  Authority 
has  taken  the  responsibility  without  first 
-consulting  the  area  immediately  in- 
terested. As  usual,  several  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen have  abused  the  Guardians ;  but 
I  consider  it  is  unfair  and  ungenerous 
on  the  part  of  hon.  Members  with 
no  experience  of  Boards  of  Guardians 
themselves  to  bring  such  charges  against 
men  who  do  both  good  and  hard  work. 
An  hon.  Member  has  said  that  he  is 
looking  forward  to  the  time  when  all 
.allotments  will  be  held  under  a  Public 
Authority.  But  will  he  bear  in  mind 
the  difference  in  the  position  of  tenants 
under  a  Public  Board  and  those  under 
private  individuals  ?  A  man  may  have  a 
bad  year,  his  crops  may  fail  and  his 
Animals  die ;  consequently  he  cannot 
pay  his  rent.  If  he  holds  under  a  Public 
Board,  that  rent  must  be  paid  punctually 
on  the  day  it  is  due ;  no  leniency  can  be 
-shown.  But  if  he  holds  his  allotment 
under  a  private  landowner,  he  may  have 
time  given  him  to  recover  himself  and 
many  ways  may  offer  to '  enable  him  to 
discharge  his  debt.  I  think  that  this 
Bill  is  an  improvement,  and  will  be  con- 
sidered to  be  so  by  the  country,  and  I 
hope  the  House  will  see  the  necessity  of 
passing  it.  The  Bill  will  go  a  long  way 
towards  meeting  the  requirements  which 
are  felt,  and  improving  the  present 
Act,  which  in  a  great  many  cases  is 
•thought  to  be  a  vast  boon,  and  is  greatly 
appreciated. 

*(4.26.)  Me.  R.  T.  GURDON  (Nor- 
folk, Mid) :  May  I  point  out  that  there 
are  two  kinds  of  parishes  in  the  country 
— close  parishes,  which  are  in  the  hands 
of  one  or  two  large  landowners,  and  in 
which  there  is  no  difficulty  about  allot- 
ments j  and  what  are  called  open  parishes, 


in  which  there  are  a  large  number  of  small 
owners  and  occupiers?  Here  there  is 
considerable  difficulty  in  getting  allot- 
ments, although  there  is  plenty  of  land 
on  the  outskirts  of  the  parish  which  is  of 
no  use  at  all.  I  think  it  will  be  generally 
agreed  that  allotments  are  of  no  use  to  a 
labourer  unless  situated  within  easy 
reach  of  his  own  home.  But  in  these 
open  parishes  the  land  in  the  centre  is 
probably  let  in  small  holdings  of  15,  20, 
or  25  acres  to  men  not  very  far  removed 
from  the  position  of  labourers,  and 
who  would  think  it  very  hard  to  have 
the  holdings  reduced  10  or  11  acres  in 
order  to  supply  allotments.  It  is  very 
little  consolation  to  Naboth  when  you 
take  away  his  vineyard  to  say  that  you 
do  so  for  a  good  purpose.  We 
are  accustomed  to  have  Boards  of 
Guardians  abused  in  Debates  in  this 
House;  but  I  believe  they  have,  as  a  rule, 
done  their  duty  well  in  connection  with 
allotments.  I  know  several  gentlemen  who 
have  spent  days  and  even  weeks  driving 
about  the  country  persuading,  cajoling,  and 
even  threatening  farmers  and  landowners 
to  give  up  land  which  was  desired  for 
allotment  purposes.  Of  course,  there  is 
considerable  difficulty  in  carrying  out 
the  Act,  because  there  is  a  certain 
amount  of  unpopularity  attaching  to  the 
enforcement  of  it.  The  burden  should, 
therefore,  be  placed  on  the  shoulders  of 
a  pretty  strong  Body.  I  am  anxious 
not  to  overburden  County  Councils,  but 
I  do  not  think  there  is  danger  of  that  in 
the  Government  proposal.  I  think  the 
Council  will  have  no  difficulty  in  doing 
the  work,  and  as  to  their  not  having 
sufficient  local  knowledge,  of  course  they 
will  appoint  a  sub-Committee  to  make  all 
necessary  local  inquiry,  and  upon  the 
information  gathered  the  Council  will  be 
able  to  bring  the  whole  affair  to  a  satis- 
factory conclusion.  I  cannot  support 
the  Instruction,  because  I  regard  it  as  a 
movement  in  a  retrograde  rather  than  a 
forward  direction. 

*(4.30.)  Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  have  no 
wish  to  shorten  discussion  unduly, 
but  I  hope  the  House  will  not  con- 
sider it  necessary  that  the  discussion 
of  this  Instruction  should  be  of  a 
lengthened  character.  I  further  hope 
the  House  will  support  the  Government 
in  the  position  they  propose  to  take  up, 
which  is  that  this  is  a  Bill  of  a  very 
simple  character,  with  one  object  of  a 
C  2 
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practical  kind.  That  object  is  the 
setting  up  of  a  Court  of  Appeal  over 
the  existing  Sanitary  Authority,  and  I 
have  every  hope  that  whatever  may  be 
the  proposals  made,  and  whatever  argu- 
ments may  be  used,  the  House  will  not 
be  drawn  away  from  that  object  to  any 
other  suggested  amendments  of  the 
original  Art.  If  every  time  a  small 
amendment  of  an  Act  is  proposed  the 
House  allows  its  attention  to  be  directed 
to  other  proposed  amendments  of  the 
original  measure,  a  blow  will  be  struck 
against  small  amending  Bills  when 
experience  shows  an  amendment  to  be 
extremely  desirable ,  useful,  and  nece  ssary . 
Unquestionably,  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Rugby  Division  has  raised  a  very 
large  number  of  extremely  important 
questions  in  connection  with  the  Instruc- 
tion he  has  moved.  He  desires,  in  the 
first  place,  to  substitute  for  the  existing 
authority,  Parish  Councils ;  and  he  ac- 
knowledges himself  that  if  Parish  Coun- 
cils be  adopted  it  is  essential  that  the 
variations  in  the  size  of  parishes  should 
be  taken  into  account,  and  that  there 
must  be  division  of  the  larger  parishes, 
and  amalgamation  of  the  smaller  ones. 
Now,  anyone  who  knows  what  the 
existing  feeling  in  parishes  is,  will 
thoroughly  understand  the  enormous 
difficulty  in  conned  ion  with  this  subject. 
I  am  not  at  all  prepared  to  deny  that 
when  we  come  to  deal  with  District 
Councils  and  the  whole  question  of 
local  administration,  it  may  be  possible 
and,  in  fact,  desirable  to  deal  with  this 
difficult  question  of  parishes ;  but1  to  raise 
the  question  now  and  deal  with  it  on 
this  Motion  is  a  very  unsatisfactory  way 
of  dealing  with  part  of  a  large  subject. 
If  Parish  Councils  are  to  be  set  up  no  one 
will  be  content  that  they  should  only 
have  the  duty  of  dealing  with  allotments, 
and,  therefore,  the  House  would  have  to 
consider  many  other  powers,  which  the 
hon.  Member  and  his  friends  may  desire 
to  confer  upon  these  Councils.  I  am  not 
here  to  argue  against  Parish  Councils 
generally  ;  it  is  not  necessary  to  do  so, 
and  it  would  not  be  right  or  proper,  on 
this  narrow  issue,  to  argue  the  whole 
question.  I  hope  the  House  will  see 
that  it  would  be  entering  an  arena  of  a 
large  and  extensive  character,  and  it 
would  occupy  very  considerable  time  to 
discuss  at  length  the  proposals  embraced 
in  the  Instruction  of  the  hon.  Member,  and 
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the  other  Instructions  of  which  notice 
has  been  given.  Take,  for  instance,  one 
proposal — that  power  should  be  given  to 
increase  the  size  of  allotments.  That 
raises  the  whole  question  of  small 
holdings,  and  whether  or  not  they 
should  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  as 
allotments.  Then,  again,  among  other 
things,  it  is  further  proposed  that  these 
Parish  Councils  should  have  the  power 
of  acquiring  land  compulsorily,  which 
will  involve  rating  powers.  [Cries  of 
"  No,  no  !]  "  Surely  if  power  is  given 
to  compulsorily  acquire  land  for 
the  purpose  of  allotments  that  entails 
rating  powers,  or  I  do  not  know  what 
does.  The  hon.  Member  not  only  pro- 
poses that  this  authority  should  have 
power  to  acquire  land  compulsorily,  but 
that  they  should  exercise  this  power 
without  coming  to  Parliament  at  all. 
Now,  this  opens  one  of  the  largest  ques- 
tions it  is  possible  to  conceive  in  connec- 
tion with  local  administration,  wliether 
or  not  the  existing  law,  with  reference 
to  the  acquisition  of  land  compulsorily, 
and  which  provides  for  Parliamentary 
sanction  for  every  such  application,  for 
any  object,  public  or  private,  for  which 
land  can  be  acquired,  shall  be  set  aside 
in  the  case  of  allotments  under  powers 
expressly  given  to  Parish  Councils. 
Now,  this  proposition  involves  the  possi- 
bility of  a  tremendous  change  in  the  law, 
and  yet  this  is  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Rugby  asks  us  to  con- 
sider on  a  Bill  which  proposes  merely  to 
set  up  the  means  of  an  appeal  to  a  popu- 
larly elected  body  against  the  authority 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  some,  does  not 
on  all  occasions  perform  its  duty  as  it 
should.  No  one  objects  to  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  so  far  as  it  goes. 
An  hon.  Member  :  Yes,  I  do. 
♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  Well,  then,  one  hon. 
Member  objects  ["  And  others  "],  but,  as 
far  as  I  understand,  the  principle  that 
there  should  be  an  appeal  to  a  popularly 
elected  body  is  not  generally  objected  to, 
even  by  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side. 
If  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Rugby  were  accepted  I  say  at  once, 
without  hesitation,  that  it  would  compel 
the  Government  to  abandon  the  Bill, 
because  the  Instruction  would  open  up 
so  many  subjects,  for  the  consideration 
of  which  it  would  be  impossible  to  find 
time  this  Session.  That  is  my  objection 
!  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member.  I  hope 
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I  shall  not  be  considered  as  being  guilty 
of  any  want  of  courtesy  if  I  do  not  enter 
into   the  merits  of  the    proposal.     My 
objection  simply  is   that  the  Instruction 
would  enlarge  so  greatly  the  scope  of  the 
Bill  that  the   acceptance  of  it  would  be 
a  death  blow  to  the  Bill.      As  I  am  the 
father  of  the   Bill,  I  object  to  my  off- 
spring    being    destroyed    in     such    a 
manner.       1    entirely   agree    with  the 
hon.     Member      for     North     Somerset 
(Mr.    Llewellyn)  in  his    remarks  upon 
Boards  of  Guardians,  and  I   take  strong 
exception  to    the    observations    of   the 
hon.    Member    for    Rugby,    which    he 
seemed  to  imply  were  generally  appli- 
cable to  Boards  of  Guardians,  that  they 
perform  their  duties  badly.     I  do   not 
deny   that   there   hare  been  some  who 
have  not  parformed   their    duty    in    a 
satisfactory   manner,   as   there   are  also 
Municipal  Councils  who  do  not  always 
do  their  duty ;  but   I  cannot  condemn 
all  Boards  of  Guardians  any  more  than 
I  would  condemn  Municipal  Councils  for 
the  faults  of  one  or  two.     But  the  hon. 
Member    for    Rugby    knows    perfectly 
well    we    did    not     create    Boards    of 
Guardians  in   order  to  constitute  them 
the    Local    Authorities    for    this    pur- 
pose, and  in   making  them    the   Local 
Authorities  under  the  Act,  we  acknow- 
ledged that    they    were    not    as    suit- 
able   as    could    be    desired,   but    they 
were   the   most  suitable  that  could  be 
obtained  at  the  time ;  and  we  undertook, 
and  I   undertake  again,   that  when  we 
come   to    the    constitution    of    District 
Councils  one  of  the  duties  that  will  have 
to   be  thrown  upon   them  will  be  the 
administration  of  the  Allotments  Act. 
It  must  not  be  supposed  that  because  I 
am    not    prepared    to    assent    to    this 
Motion  and  do  not    now  go   into  the 
whole  argument — pro  and  con — it  must 
not  be  supposed  that  the   question   of 
parishes  is  entirely  lost  sight  of  in  the 
mind  of  the  Government.     It  must  not 
be  assumed  that  because   I  decline  to 
accept  the  Instruction  now,  that  when 
the  time  comes  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  Local   Government  in  smaller  areas 
within    the    county,    and    to     set     up 
authorities  for  dealing  with  allotments, 
among  other  purposes,  it  must  not   be 
imagined  that  this  question  of  parochial 
administration    is  one  we  decline  alto- 
gether to  consider.     For  the  reason   I 
have  given  that  this  is  simply  an  Appeal  | 


Bill,  I  ask  the  House  not  to  go  one  jot 
or  tittle  beyond  its  purpose,  for  if  they 
do  it  will  lead  us  too  far  afield,  and  we 
shall  embark  on  a  course  which  will  lead 
to  the  destruction  of  the  Bill. 

*(4.40.)    Mr.      STANSFELD     (Hali- 
fax) :   The    right    hon.   Gentleman   has 
met   your   suggestion,    Sir,    in   such   a 
handsome   way,  declaring  that   he  will 
not  move  his  Amendment,    that,  so  far 
as  we  are  concerned,  we  can  assure  him 
that  he  need  be  under  no  apprehension 
that   this   discussion    will    be    carried 
beyond  the  present  Sitting,  and  I  think 
he   will  hardly  grudge  us  a  discussion 
to    that     extent    upon     a    subject     in 
which     we    take    a    genuine    interest, 
and     an     interest     which     should     be 
above     the     suspicion     of     obstruction 
to  the   passing    if    the   measure.     We 
did  not  obstruct   the    measure   before, 
and   have   no  disposition  to  do  so  now. 
The  number  of  notices  on  the  Paper  are 
not   evidence   of  any  such  desire,   but 
rather  an  indication  of  the  deep  interest 
Members  feel  and  desire  to  express,  and 
this  I  maintain,  the  sceptical  smile  of 
the  leader  of  the  House  notwithstanding. 
Before  attending  to  the  remarks  of  the 
President    of    the    Local    Government 
Board,  I  wish  to  refer  to  a   statement  by 
the   hon.   Member   for  Rugby,    against 
which,  I  understand,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
leman  protested,  though  he  did  not  deal 
with  it  in  his  speech.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Rugby  said  the  acceptance  of  the 
appeal   would  oust  the   control  of  the 
Sanitary   Authority  in  the  district,  and 
I  understood  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
to  object  to  the  accuracy  of  the  state- 
ment.    I  believe  the  objection  is  founded 
on  the  3rd  clause,   but  if ,  as   I   under- 
stand,  the   right  hon.   Gentleman  pro- 
poses to  omit  this  clause  in   Committee, 
then  the  objection  will  no   longer  apply, 
unless  it  should  apply  to  any  Amend- 
ment   of    the    right    hon.    Gentleman. 
I  must  not  go   into  Committee   Amend- 
ments now,  but  I  may  point  out  that  the 
clause  would  certainly  oust  the  Sanitary 
Authority  so  far  as   allotments  are   con- 
cerned.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  quite  truly  that  it  is  not  a  fitting  or 
a  just  thing  that  we  should,  if  we  ever 
do,  attack  generally  or  in  general  terms 
the  conduct  and  the  administration  of 
the  Poor  Law  and  of  the   Sanitary  Laws 
by  Boards  of  Guardians  in  this   country. 
I  agree  with  him,  and  having  been  Pre- 
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sident  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
I  know  something  of  the  operations  of 
Boards   of  Guardians,  and  have  reason 
to  understand   and  respect  them.     But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  confessed 
that  they  are  not  the  best  authority  to 
entrust  with  the  administration  of  the 
Allotments  Act,   and    this    for  simple 
reasons  easily  stated.     In  the  first  place, 
the  area  of  their  authority  is  too  large 
and  their   functions    too   many.     I    do 
not  think  I    am   saying  anything  dis- 
respectful    to     Boards     of     Guardians 
when  I   express   my    belief  that    they 
fulfil  their  duties  as  Poor  Law  adminis- 
trators with    far    greater  success,   and 
with  the    sacrifice    of  more    time   and 
labour,   than    is    the    case    with  their 
administration  of  those   Sanitary  Laws, 
duties  which  I,  myself,  was  instrumental 
in  fixing  upon  them.     It  is  natural  that 
they  should  primarily  have  regard  to  the 
first  functions  entrusted  to  them,  other 
duties   taking  a  secondary  place,  and  I 
think   that  some  time  we  must  relieve 
the  Guardians  of  their  sanitary  functions 
and   the  powers  in   reference  to  allot- 
ments, transferring  the  control  to  authori- 
ties   within     smaller    areas.     There    is 
another  objection  to  which  I  refer,  and 
it  is  not  the  fault  of  the  Guardians  that 
the  method  by  which  they  are  chosen  is 
not  a  popular  method ;  they  are  elected  on 
the  plural  vote  and  without  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Ballot.     County  Councils  are 
elected  on  household  suffrage  and  with 
the   Ballot.     The    two    systems  cannot 
exist   together,  and  if  they  come   into 
contact  you  cannot  prevent    Boards  of 
Guardians  losing  their  status  until  they 
are  elected  on  the  same  basis  as  County 
Councils.     There  is  a  third  reason,  and 
with  that  I  approach    the   question  of 
parishes,  upon  which  I  observe  there  is  a 
natural  division    of    opinion.     I     have 
never  endeavoured  to  be  absolute  in  the 
expression  of  my  opinion,  but  this  I  do 
believe ;  that  it  is  essential  for  the  per- 
fection, for    the    development  of  Local 
Government — for    the    training   of  the 
people  for  Local   Government — that    it 
should  be,  as  far  as  possible,  brought  home 
to  the  doors  of  the  humblest,  and,  there- 
fore, I  agree  in  thinking  that  Parochial 
Councils    or   Vestries,    with    power    to 
appoint  Committees,  are  essential  in  the 
future.     I  do  not  say  you  must  take  the 
parish    as    a    unit ;  undoubtedly,     you 
will     have,    in    some    cases,    to    group 
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parishes,  and  this  may  be  attempted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or 
a  successor.  Whatever  the  unit  of 
Local  Government  may  be,  upon  that 
unit  must  be  imposed  the  duties  fitted 
for  that  particular  area  in  which  they 
exist.  That  area  may  be  called  the 
parish  of  the  future.  Though  the  hon. 
Member  for  Rugby  has  spoken  largely, 
and  with  enthusiastic  conviction,  of 
the  creation  of  Parochial  Councils,  his 
Motion  is  .not  exactly  worded  in  this 
way,  and  affords  a  margin  for.  variations 
of  opinion  as  to  the  best  method  of  carry- 
ing out  his  proposal — 

"That  the  Committee  should  have  power  to 
insert  clauses  creating  by  popular  election 
Local  Authorities  in  smaller  areas  than  those 
of  the  Sanitary  Authorities,  and  to  confer  upon 
them  larger  powers  for  acquiring  and  managing 
land  for  allotments." 


That  this  is  a  perfectly  sound  view  it  is 
difficult  to  gainsay.     Under  the  existing 
Act,  even  when  amended  by  this  Bill, 
the     machinery    is     cumbrous,     costlyy 
tedious,  and  uncertain.     I  do  not  think 
you  will   do  any  good  whatever,   even 
with  smaller  areas,  until  you  simplify 
the    machinery.     You    cannot   prevent 
this  being  a  parish  question  to  whatever 
authority  you  give  the  power  to  deal 
with     it.      I     share      the     opinion     of 
the  hon.  Member  that  it  is  impossible 
to     take     any     further     step     towards 
enlarging  local  powers  until   you   have 
created  these  smaller  units.     The  hon. 
Member  has  spoken  of  larger  powers, 
but  I  will  not  go  into  that  subject.     I 
think  there  ought  to  be  larger  powers  in 
whatever  authority  deals  with  allotments 
and  most  important,  in  my  view,  is  the- 
power  of  compulsory   purchase  at  fair 
market  value.     Anyone  who  looks  back 
at   the  history   in   recent  years   of  all 
attempts  to  improve  the  sanitary  condi- 
tion   of    our  towns,   by    pulling  down 
unsanitary  houses  and  erecting  sanitary 
dwellings,    must    know    the    immense 
difficulty  always  has  been  the  cost  arising 
from  the   fact  that  the   owner  of  the- 
unsanitary  property,  who  has  no  right  to 
any  profit  at  all  upon  dwellings  in  such 
a  condition,  is  allowed  to  have  an  extra 
profit  on  that  account.     He  gets  more  for 
the  property  than  if  it  was  in  a  sanitary 
condition,  besides  exacting  an  extra  10 
per  cent,  because  of  the  compulsory  sale. 
The  moment  it  is  admitted  that  it  is  for 
the  public  benefit  that  the  land  should  be 
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taken,  then  I  maintain  the  owner  should 
be  required  to  sell  it  at  the  fair  market 
value.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  who  has  had  great  experi- 
ence in  public  improvements  in  the  city 
which  he  represents,  said  in  June,  1886, 
that  the  ratepayers  of  Biimingham  had 
been  mulcted  in  1 5  to  50  per  cent,  more 
than  the  real  value  on  property  purchased 
for  public  improvements,  and  that,  in  his 
opinion,  a  fair  value  only  should  be  paid 
for  land  bought  for  public  purposes.  I 
entirely  adopt  that  principle.  I  hope 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  will  understand  that  this  Instruc- 
tion is  not  moved  from  any  want  of 
respect  for  him,  or  want  of  belief  in  his 
intentions,  for  I  believe  in  his  inten- 
tions, but  those  who  support  the  pro- 
posal desire  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
putting  on  record  their  view  in  the  terms 
of  the  Instruction  which  I  feel  it  my 
duty  to  support. 

(4.55.)  Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.): 
Things  are  so  absolutely  bad  in  regard 
to  allotments  in  the  Division  I  represent, 
that  I  feel  strongly  tempted  to  support 
this  Resolution.  Under  the  Rural  Sani- 
tary Authority  in  South-East  Essex,  with 
rent  at  £1  an  acre,  under  cultivation, 
whenever  we  can  get  a  tenant,  which  is 
an  exceptional  thing  with  us,  when  land 
is  going  out  of  cultivation  wholesale, 
and  with  three  derelict  farms  within 
400  yards  of  my  own  house — under  these 
circumstances  we  find  it  impossible  to 
get  land  for  allotments  under  40s.  an 
acre,  and  we  have  great  difficulty  in 
getting  it  at  that.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, one  is  almost  tempted  to  clutch 
even  at  the  straw  held  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Rugby.  I  cannot,  however, 
help  thinking,  after  what  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  has  said, 
that  it  would  be  better  to  let  the 
Government  deal  with  the  question  when 
they  see  a  chance,  always  under  the 
supposition  that  the  Parish  Council  is  the 
ultimate  solution  of  the  allotments 
question.  I  regret  that  the  Resolution 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
cannot  be  taken,  because  it  embodies  the 
provisions  of  a  Bill  I  have  introduced  on 
the  subject. 

(4.57.)  Mb.  SHAW  LEPEVRE  (Brad- 
ford, Central) :  The  Instruction  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Rugby  is  in  two  parts, 
the  first  having  reference  to  the  setting 
up  of  a  new  authority,  and  the  second 


the  enlargement  of  the  power  of  the 
authority  to  acquire  land.  It  appears  to 
me  that  this  second  part  practically  car- 
ries out  the  Instruction  of  which  I  gave 
notice.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
say  he  would  have  been  prepared  to 
support  my  Instruction.  I  may  say  that 
I  referred  to  the  measure  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  merely  by  way  of 
explanation,  and  that  it  was  through 
misunderstanding  the  clerk's  reply  that 
I  inserted  the  specific  reference  to  the 
Bill.  It  seems  to  me  very  unfortunate 
that,  having  before  us  this  Bill  dealing 
with  allotments,  we  shonld  not  have 
power  to  deal  with  questions  relating  to 
that  subject  upon  which  every  Member 
in  the  House  seems  to  be  agreed.  At  all 
events,  I  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  agree  to  the  second  part  of  the  In- 
struction. When  the  present  Act  was 
passing  through  the  House,  two  years  ago, 
we  predicted  that  it  would  not  have  the 
effect  expected  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  although  it  has  had  some  in- 
direct effect  in  inducing  landlords  to  give 
allotments,  which  we  always  expected,  it 
has  had  little  or  no  effect  in  inducing 
Local  Authorities  to  buy  landcompulsorily. 
I  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
even  now,  to  accept  the  half  of  the 
Instruction  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Rugby  Division,  and,  to  allow  the  House 
to  go  into  these  important  matters. 

(5.4.)  Mb.  STEPHENS  (Middlesex, 
Hornsey)  :  The  hon.  Member  for  Rugby 
has  put  before  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  a  task  before  which 
he  may  well  quail,  in  the  construction  of 
Parish  Councils  for  the  special  purposes  of 
this  Bill.  The  machinery  which  I  pro- 
pose to  employ  is  very  different  from  that 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Rugby. 
Instead  of  Parish  Councils  I  propose  that 
we  should  make  use  of  the  long 
established  and  most  successful  Local 
Authority  which  we  possess — namely,  the 
ancient  Vestries  of  our  parishes.  Speaking 
of  the  Act  of  1887,  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Somerset  said — 

"The  Rural  Sanitary  Authority  dare  not  carry 
out  the  Act.  It  must  wait  until  it  is  instructed 
by  the  parish,  so  it  is  quite  clear  the  ordinary 
operation  of  affairs  by  natural  selection  has 
marked  out  the  parishes  as  the  proper  bodies 
to  be  entrusted  with  this  duty." 

The   cry    about  the  difficulty  of  small 
parishes  is  a  mere    bugbear.     Out   of 
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15,000  parishes    in  this  country   there 
are  onlj  773  which  have  a  population  of 
under  50    persons.     The  hon.   Member 
for  Rugby  proposes  to  entrust  compulsory 
powers   to    the    Parish   Council.     It  is 
quite  impossible  for  parishes,  as  parishes, 
to  give  effect  to  compulsory  powers.     It 
may  be  regarded  as  a  singular  opinion,. 
but  I  think  that  the  transaction  of  local 
affairs  by  heaping  them  pell-mell  upon  a 
few  men  and  withdrawing  them  from  the 
great  body  of  ratepayers  is  not  a  wise  or 
a    salutary   mode    of   conducting    local 
affairs.     We  are  asked  at  the  periodical 
time  to  vote  for  certain  persons.     Into 
their  charge  everything  is  entrusted,  and 
it  matters  nob  how  much  opposed   the 
ratepayers  are  to  the  way  in  which  their 
affaire  are  administered,  they  are  for  a 
long  term  completely  helpless.     In  many 
parishes    there     are     now    Ratepayers' 
Associations.     What  can  be  more  absurd 
than  that  the  ratepayers  should  elect  a 
Local  Board,  and  immediately  afterwards 
proceed  to  elect  another  Board,  called  the 
Ratepayers'  Association,  to  watch,  defeat, 
and  obstruct  the  Local  Board  ?     I  prefer 
the  ancient  mode  of  Local  Government  in 
England  by  which  all  the  ratepayers  are 
brought  into  and  kept  in  local  knowledge, 
and  their  interest  sustained  in  business 
in  which  they  all  share.     If  the  business 
is  merely  done  by  a  few  persons  it  may 
be   too    lata    when   an    election  comes 
round    to  undo    what    has   been   done 
against  the  wishes  of  the  electors.    As  to 
this  Bill,  I  fear  that,  as  it  stands,  instead 
of  curing,  it  will  intensify  the  suspicion 
with  which    our    legislation  is  already 
regarded.     There   is   no    disputing  the 
failure  of  the  Act  of  1887,   and  what  we 
ought  to  do   is   to  try  and  detect   the 
causes  of  failure  which  are  contained  in 
that  Act,  so  as  to  avoid  them  in  the 
legislation  which  we  are  now  considering. 
I    do    not     think     that    these     causes 
have    been    recognised    with   sufficient 
precision,     and     the     very     nature     of 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House  shows  it. 
I  take  it  that  the  causes  of  failure  of  the 
Act  of  1887  are  the  large  area  of  the 
authority  and    the    remoteness    of  the 
meeting  place.     Only  a  few  persons  can 
serve  as  Guardians  ;  indeed,  people  have 
to  be  coaxed  to  become  Guardians.     You 
may  say  it  is  very  desirable  that  an  allot- 
ment holder  should  be  on  the  Allotment 
Committee  or  Authority.     Of  conrse  it 
is/  but  it  is  absurd  to  suppose  that  an 
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allotment  holder  can  drive  five  or  six 
miles  and  be  at  the  place  of  meeting  by 
11    o'clock  in  the   morning.      A  third 
cause  is    the    want    of    intimate    local 
knowledge  and  the  apathy  consequent 
u  pon  it.     It  is  hard  to  accuse  the  Sanitary 
Authorities  in  this  respect ;    it  is  their 
misfortune,    and   not     their    fault.       I 
have  had  a  very  varied  experience  in 
almost  every  form  of  local  administration. 
I  have  been  a  Guardian  for  many  years, 
and  I  confess  I  know  hardly  anything 
of    the   parishes   excepting  the    one    I 
represent.      To  some   of  them   I  have 
never  been.     It  seems  to  me  that  this 
Bill  is  taking  a  still  deeper  plunge  into 
the  very  same   cause  of  failure.      The 
area  will  be  far  larger,  the  meeting  place 
will  be  still  more  remote,  and  the  local 
knowledge  will  be  much  less.     I  believe 
that  the  Standing  Committee  proposed 
will  be  useless  in  operation,  and  I  con- 
tend that  it  would  be  far  better  for  the 
attainment  of  the  object  in  view  to  build 
up  from   below,  where  knowledge   and 
interest  in  the  matter  lie,  than  to  break 
down  from  above  by  cutting  up  the 
County  Council  and  making  a  Standing 
Committee.      The  working'  of  this  Bill 
will    mean     officialism,    thorough     and 
almost  unchecked.     First  you  have  your 
local  inquiry,  your  inspector  and  your 
lawyer,  and,  of  course,  enormous  expense. 
The  labouring  man  will  see  all  this,  and 
he  will  turn  away  from  the  Bill.     On 
every  ground  it  is  desirable  to  allow  the 
ratepayers  of  the   parish   to  take   the 
matter  into  their  own  hands,   and,    if 
possible,  to  acquire  land  for  allotments 
by  voluntary  agreement  among  them- 
selves.    They  are  on  the  spot,  and  know 
all  the  circumstances,  and  there  can  be 
no  stronger  inducement  to  economy  and 
prudence    than    for    people    to    know 
that  the   money  they  are   spending  is 
their  own  and  for  their  own  purposes. 
By  adopting  this  conrse,   too,  we   shall 
promote  the  development  of  parochial 
action,  whereas  the  Bill  will  have  a  con- 
trary effect,  and  will  lead  to  friction, 
unnecessary  expense,  and  dissatisfaction. 
Allotments  are  intended  to  benefit  the 
condition  of  the  labouring  poor,  but  I 
maintain  that  this  object  cannot  be  fully 
attained  unless  the  people  are  enabled 
to   share  in   the    work   themselves.     I 
hope  that  on  this  side,  at  any  rate,  we 
may  share  in  this  work,  because  I  do  not 
think  anyone  can  doubt  that  there  is  no 
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more  Conservative  thing  we  can  do  than 
quicken  the  parochial  life  of  the  country. 

#(5.20.)   Mr.  SEALE-HAYNE  (Devon, 

Ashburton)  :  I  promise  not  to  detain  the 

House  long;  I  ris3  for  the  purpose  of 

addressing  myself  mainly  to  two  points* 
In  the  first  place,  however,  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  took  rather  a  narrow  view  of  the 
scope  of  this  Bill.  He  said  it  was  simply 
a  measure  to  provide  an  appeal  to  the 
County  Councils,  but  I  have  read  it,  and 
I  Bud  that,  in  addition  to  that,  it  will 
give  the  County  Councils  power  to  ad- 
minister the  Allotments  Act — to  become, 
in  fact,  an  Allotments  Authority — en- 
abling them,  amongst  other  things,  to 
acquire  land  by  compulsory  purchase. 
The  two  points  I  desire  to  refer  to  are 
these :  the  principles  of  compulsorily  leas- 
ing land  for  the  purposes  of  allotments, 
and  the  principle  of  cheapening  the 
present  method  of  acquiring  land  by 
compulsory  purchase ;  they  come  within 
the  scope  of  the  Bill,  and  I  sincerely  hope 
that  when  the  measure  is  in  Committee 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  will  introduce  provisions  dealing 
with  these  two  points.  It  has  been  ad- 
mitted that  the  Act  does  not  work  well. 
In  answer  to  a  question  some  days  ago 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  stated 
that  1,800  allotments  had  been  provided 
under  it,  and  as  there  were,  according  to 
the  last  census,  about  550,000  agricul- 
tural labourers  in  the  country,  that  will 
give  only  one  allotment  to  about  every 
300  labourers,  a  proof  that  the  Act  has 
not  been  very  effective.  I  will  give  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  piece  of  my  own 
personal  experience  in  this  matter.  A 
short  time  ago  some  25  labourers 
came  to  me  and  asked  for  allotments.  I 
said  I  should  be  glad  to  give  them  allot- 
ments, but  was  anxious  to  test  the 
operation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Act,  and  I  suggested  that  they  should 
apply  to  the  Sanitary  Authority  in  order 
that  a  properly  constituted  Allotments 
Authority  should  be  set  up.  These 
labourers  we~t  away,  and  in  a  month's 
time  they  came  back  to  me  and  said 
they  had  been  to  the  Sanitary  Authority, 
but  found  that  so  much  expense  and 
difficulty  would  be  involved  that  they 
would  prefer  taking  the  allotments  from 


me,  and  if  this  difficulty  occurs  in  the 
case  of  a  willing  landlord,  those  which 
must  be  faced  in  the  case  of  an  unwilling 
landlord  must  be  almost  insuperable. 
The  figures  quoted  by  the  right  hon# 
Gentleman  show  that  I  am  correct  in 
this.  One  of  the  reasons  why  the  Act 
does  not  work  is  the  cost  of  acquiring 
the  power  to  obtain  land  by  compulsory 
purchase  through  a  Provisional  Order, 
and  I  will  give  three  instances  in  illus- 
tration, taken  from  the  Return  which 
was  granted  on  my  motion  in  1888,  and 
issued  last  year,  selecting  those  cases  only 
in  which  there  are  only  one  owner  and' 
one  occupier.  In  the  first  case  it  cost  the 
City  of  Bath  £80  to  acquire  the  power  to 
obtain  possession  of  only  three  poles  of 
land  for  street  improvements ;  in  the 
second  case  it  cost  the  Bridlington  Local 
Authority  £388  in  respect  to  21  acres 
required  for  a  public  walk ;  and  in  the 
third  case  the  Rural  Sanitary  Authority 
of  Newport  paid  £220  for  the  power  to 
obtain  three  acres  and  one  rood  of  land 
required  for  the  construction  of  a  reser- 
voir. In  these  cases  the  cost  merely  of 
obtaining  the  necessary  power  exceeded, 
many  times,  1  presume,  the  value  of  the 
land  itself .  Now,  I  sincerely  trust  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  will  see 
his  way  when  the  Bill  is  in  Committee 
to  introduce  a  cheaper  mode  of  acquiring 
land  for  allotments ;  otherwise  I  am  con- 
fident that  failure  will  attend  this  Bill 
also.  As  to  compulsory  powers,  the 
Amendment  that  stands  on  the  Paper  in 
my  name  is  a  very  simple  one,  and  is  in- 
tended to  give  Local  Authorities  power 
to  hire  land  compulsorily  on  equitable 
terms  as  to  rent  and  length  of  lease.  I 
am  sorry  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  see  his  way  to  introduce 
clauses  in  the  Bill  to  carry  out  this 
object.  I  drew  attention  to  this 
when  last  we  had  the  subject  of  allot- 
ments before  us,  and  I  was  largely 
supported  in  my  view — amongst  other 
Members  by  the  Member  for  tho 
Bordesley  Division  of  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Jesse .  Collings).  My  proposal  is  one 
which  must  commend  itself  both  to  the 
Local  Authority,  which  has  to  obtain  the 
land,  and  to  the  landowner.  The  Local 
Authority  would  be  relieved  of  the 
necessity  of  raising  money  by  loan  for 
the  purchase  of  allotments,  and  the  land* 
owner  would  be  benefited,  as  it  would 
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save  him  from  the  necessity  of  parting 
with,  say,  the  fee  simple  of  a  field  in  the 
middle  of  his  estate  which  he  might 
desire  to  retain  possession  of,  but  might 
not  object  to  let  on  lease.  I  beg  to  dis- 
claim the  slightest  intention  of  in  any 
way  obstructing  the  Bill.  My  Amend- 
ment is  a  simple  one,  supported  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  I  do  trust  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  his  way 
to  accept  it  when  the  Bill  is  in  Com- 

*(5.34.)  Mb.  JEFFREYS  (Hants, 
Basingstoke) :  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  who  has  complained 
of  the  failure  of  Boards  of  Guardians  to 
put  this  Bill  into  operation  that  in  my 
•  part  of  the  world  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
try  to  do  their  duty  to  the  best  of  their 
ability,  not  only  so  far  as  the  Poor  Law  is 
concerned,  but  so  far  as  the  powers  of 
this  Act  are  concerned.  As  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  who  last  spoke 
about  labourers  going  to  him,  and  not 
being  able  to  get  allotments  from  the 
Rural  Sanitary  Authority,  if  he  is  not  a 
Guardian — and  I  presume  he  is  not, 
from  the  tone  of  his  remarks — I 
would  advise  him  to  get  himself 
elected,  when  he  would  be  in  a  position 
to  enforce  the  case  of  his  friends  on  the 
attention  of  the  Local  Authority.  I  can 
give  my  experience  of  two  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  connection  with  the  Allot- 
ments Act.  There  have  been  several 
applications  for  allotments  before  us,  and 
in  each  case  there  has  not  been  the 
slightest  trouble  experienced  by  the 
labourers  in  obtaining  what  they  wanted 
at  a  very  fair  rate.  I  only  mention  this 
because  so  many  hon.  Members  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  hold  that  the 
Allotments  Act  has  been  inoperative. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Horn- 
sey,  speaking  from  his  experience  as  a 
Guardian,  says  that  he  knows  no  more 
about  "  neighbouring  parishes  "  than  he 
does  about  a  foreign  country.  Well,  all 
I  can  say  is  that  that  is  not  my  experi- 
ence. I  am  familiar,  not  only  with 
neighbouring  parishes,  but  with  every 
road  and  every  cottage  and  almost  every 
field  within  a  radius  of  20  miles  of  my 
own  house.  No  doubt  it  would  be  a 
very  nice  thing  if  we  could  have  these 
proposed  Parish  Councils ;  but,  according 
to  my  experience,  it  is  always  a  most 
^inicult  thing  to  collect  people  to  attend 
even  vestry  meetings.  When  we  have 
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vestry  meetings,  either  for  the  pur- 
pose of  electing  Churchwardens  or  Guar- 
dians, we  always  experience  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  getting  half  a  dozen  people 
to  attend  them ;  and  if,  in  addition  to 
the  vestries,  we  are  to  have  another 
parish  authority,  you  will  be  over- 
burdening the  people  with  elections. 
I  do  not  think  the  people  want  elec- 
tions of  this  sort.  They  already  have 
elections  for  Members  of  Parliament  and 
for  County  Councils,  and  now  you  wish 
to  add  to  their  burdens  by  giving  them 
elections  for  Parish  Councils.  This  is 
not  called  for,  at  any  rate  in  my  part 
of  the  country.  1  do  not  know  what  may 
be  the  state  of  things  in  other  parts  of 
the  country,  but  in  Hampshire  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  do  all  that  is 
necessary ;  and  I  believe  that  even  with- 
out an  appeal  to  the  County  Council 
allotments  will  be  given  whenever  they 
are  required. 

(5.37).  Mb.  A.  ACLAND  (York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  Under  any  circumstances,  I 
do  not  think  the  Board  of  Guardians  can 
be  a  satisfactory  tribunal  to  the  man 
desiring  allotments,  as  the  landowner 
may  have  six  votes  at  their  election 
whilst  the  labourer  has  but  one.  The 
tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  is  extremely  encouraging  com- 
pared with  what  it  was  two  years  ago, 
because  it  shows  that  the  question  of 
the  parish  is  going  to  be  one  of  the  most 
important  points  in  his  next  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill.  I  would  venture  to  ask  him 
whether  this  question  of  Parish  Councils 
is  to  be  an  integral  part  of  his  District 
Councils  Bill — which  he  has  told  us  is 
already  prepared — and  will  be  intro- 
duced when  we  make  way  for  it  ?  The 
part  that  the  parish  will  have  to  play  in 
the  future  will  be  a  very  important  one  ; 
and  the  sooner  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
grapples  with  that  part  of  the  subject 
of  Local  Government  the  better  it  will 
be.  The  only  way  in  which  an  interest 
in  Local  Government  can  be  developed 
in  the  mind  of  the  agricultural  labourer 
is  to  bring  the  Local  Authority  near  his 
own  home,  and  thus  to  educate  him  for 
exercising  the  new  responsibility  which 
has  been  thrown  upon  him. 

(5.41.)  Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS 
(Birmingham,  Bordesley) :  We  have  had 
a  very  interesting  discussion  on  the 
main  points  of  Local  Government,  but 
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there  has  been  very  little  said  about 
this  Bill.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hornsey  (Mr.  H.  C.  Stephens)  in  his 
desire  to  revive  the  parish  life. 

*Mb.  SPEAKER :  1  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  is  not  the  Bill,  but 
the  Instruction  which  is  now  before  the 
House. 

(5.42.)  Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  Let 
us  see  how  the  matter  stands  with  refer- 
ence to  the  agricultural  labourer  and  his 
present  position.  The  Act  of  1887  has 
beensaidtohavebeeninoperative.  ["Hear, 
hear!"]  I  do  not  know  whether  that 
"  hear,  hear  "  means  that  it  has  had  no 
operation,  or  that  it  has  had  an  insufficient 
operation.  Over  8,000  men  have  re- 
ceived allotments  by  the  direct  and 
indirect  operation  of  the  Act  of  1887. 
Hon.  Members  seem  to  think  an  indirect 
operation  is  of  no  use.  Let  me  call 
attention  to  a  case  in  a  Midland  parish 
where  we  brought  before  the  landlord 
the  existence  of  this  Act,  the  provisions 
of  which  he  was  not  aware  of.  The 
landlord  said,  "If  it  is  the  law  of  the 
land  that  allotments  are  to  be  provided 
I  will  provide  them,"  and  the  result  of 
our  application  to  him  was  that  we  got 
as  much  land  as  was  wanted  at  10s.  an 
acre,  and  the  men  are  very  well  satis- 
fied.. This  is  what  I  call  an  indirect 
operation  of  the  Act.  I  quite  agree 
with  those  Members  who  say  that  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  have  not  been 
altogether  a  satisfactory  body  to 
administer  this  Act.  Some  of 
them,  however,  have  acted  in  a 
most  satisfactory  way.  At  Kingsclere 
the  Local  Authorities  have  been  most 
assiduous  in  supplying  all  the  wants  of 
the  men.  In  one  case  they  positively 
went  out  of  their  way  to  secure  a  solitary 
allotment  for  a  man  who  lived  by  him- 
self a  long  way  off  the  other  labourers 
in  the  parish.  I  could  give  hundreds  of 
similar  cases.  At  the  same  time,  there 
are  some  Boards  of  Guardians  who  have 
refused  to  do  anything.  We  have 
always  been  told  that  the  great  defect  of 
the  Act  of  1887  is  that  the  Local  Authori- 
ties can  refuso  to  act  if  they  choose,  and 
that  there  is  no  Court  of  Appeal.  Well, 
this  Bill  will  provide  a  Court  of  Appeal 
in  a  cheap  and  easy  way.  Shortly  after 
the  Bill  was  introduced  the  Labourers' 
Chronicle  stated  that  it  entirely  did  away 
with  the  defects  of  the  Act  of  1887  in 
this  respect — although  I    admit  it  has 


since  changed  its  tone.  Now,  Sir,  why 
cannot  we  provide  this  remedy  ?  I  have 
a  long  list  of  cases  in  which  men  would 
be  supplied  with  allotments  immediately 
if  a  Court  of  Appeal  were  provided.  I 
should  be  very  glad  to  see  a  measure 
passed  in  the  direction  indicated  in  the 
proposed  Instruction  ;  but  it  seems  a. 
monstrous  claim  that  the  Government 
should  take  it  bodily  and  put  it  into  their 
Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  Rugby  (Mr. 
Cobb)  says  the  issue  of  the  vote  we  are 
about  to  take  is  for  or  against  Parish 
Councils. 

•Mb.  COBB:  What  I  said  was  for  or 
against  Parish  Councils  being  the  authority 
for  dealing  with  allotments. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  To  my  mind 
the  real  issue  upon  which  we  are  going  to 
vote  is,  whether  we  are  or  are  not  to  defeat 
the  Allotments  Bill.  It  is  evident,  from, 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  has  said,  that  if  these  Instructions 
are  carried  there  is  an  end  to  the  BilL 
I  cannot  help  sympathising  with  the 
Government  in  this  matter.  They  have 
given  us  an  Allotments  Act,  which  they 
are  now  about  to  amend,  and  I  have  not 
heard  any  hon.  Member  speak  against 
the  Bill  as  far  as  it  goes.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Rugby,  as  I  understand,  does 
not  suggest  that  if  his  Instruction  were 
adopted,  it  would  not  be  necessary  to 
re-arrange  parishes  in  some  way.  The 
parish  of  Sutton,  in  his  own  county, 
contains  13,000  acres,  whilst  there  are 
other  parishes  with  about  500  acres.  I 
know  a  parish  in  my  county  with  as 
many  as  60,000  acres,  and,  quite  near  it, 
a  parish  with  700  acres.  The  enormous, 
amount  of  detail,  and  the  enormous 
labour  that  would  be  involved  in  carrying 
out  a  measure  of  that  character,  afford 
good  reason  for  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  that  it 
would  be  an  absolute  impossibility  to  get 
the  Bill  through  this  Session.  Are 
the  labourers  to  wait  for  another  12 
months  before  they  have  the  remedy 
which  is  now  offered  to  them,  and  which 
the  adoption  of  the  Instruction  would  take 
out  of  their  hands  ?  I  did  not  understand 
whether  the  hon.  Member  wished  to 
give  these  Councils  rating  powers,  in 
order  that  they  might  have  funds  for 
the  purchase  of  the  land,  or  whether  fchey 
are  simply  to  manage  the  allotments.     If 
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he  means  to  give  them  rating  powers  the 
intricacy  would  be  much  increased ; 
whilst  if  they  are  only  to  manage  the 
allotments  the  system  will  not  be  much 
better  than  that  which  will  be  consti- 
tuted under  this  Bill.  I  say,  then,  do 
not  bring  forward  these  proposals  at  the 
present  time  when  their  effect  will  be 
to  delay  a  measure  which  hon.  Members 
cannot  deny  supplies  a  great  want,  and 
will  be  for  the  great  benefit  of  the 
labourers.  If  these  Instructions  are 
carried,  as  I  have  already  said,  you  kill 
the  Bill.  Is  that  a  prospect  hon.  Mem- 
bers like  to  contemplate  ?  1  do  not 
like  to  contemplate  sach  a  prospect.  I 
know  of  no  legislation  in  this  country 
which  has  not  been  built  up  step  by 
fitep ;  and  I  hope  my  hon.  Friends  are 
not  going  to  prevent  the  taking  of  such 
a  tremendous  step  forward  as  this  Bill 
will  enable  us  to  make.  I  think  it 
would  be  better,  and  that  it  would  be 
more  consistent  with  all  our  views,  if  we 
assisted  the  Government  in  this  matter. 
I  do  beg  hon.  Members  not  to  persist  in 
a  proposal  the  effect  of  which  will 
be  to  smother  a  measure  which  clearly 
tends  to  benefit  the  class  we  all  seek  to 
serve.  To  my  knowledge  there  are 
some  scores  of  labouring  men  who  can- 
not get  allotments  now,  and  who  will  be 
able  to  get  them  under  this  Bill  if  it  be 
allowed  to  pass  into  law. 

(6.0.)  Sib  WILLIAM  HARCODRT 
(Derby)  :  I  have  to  ask  the  House  to  con- 
aider  in  what  position  we  stand,  and  in 
what  position  the  Government  stand,  in 
reference  to  this  Instruction,  and  also 
what  are  the  objects  of  the  Instruction. 
As  I  understand  it,  its  object  is  to  declare 
that  the  Bill  as  introduced  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government — not  that  it  is 
bad  in  itself — would  be  improved  by 
being  enlarged.  That  is  the  declaration 
of  the  Instruction.  Now,  Sir,  who  is  the 
person  who  gets  up  and  denies  that  pro- 
position 1  It  is  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Bordesley  Division  (Mr.  J.  Col- 
lings).  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  himself 
an  Allotment  Bill  (No.  2)  on  the  Order 
Paper,  the  only  justification  for  which  is 
that  it  contains  a  great  many  things 
which  are  not  in  the  Government  Bill, 
and  yet  the  hon.  Gentleman  gets  up  and 
aays  the  Government  Bill  ought  not  to 
be  enlarged.  That,  to  my  mind,  is  a 
most  extraordinary  position.  It.  is  as 
much  as  to  say  that  although  there  are  a 
Mr,  Jesse  Colling 8 


number  of  things  which  require  to  be 
amended  or  enlarged,  he  will,  neverthe- 
less, take  every  opportunity  of  pre- 
venting their  being  dealt  with.  Well, 
Sir,  our  position  is  a  very  difficult  one. 
We  say,  by  this  Instruction,  not  that  we 
desire  to  throw  out  the  Bill,  but  that  we 
admit  there  is  a  necessity  for  such  a 
measure,  and  we  wish  to  add  -something 
to  it.  Now,  I  suppose  I  must  take  the 
mind  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  from 
what  is  done,  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bordesley.  He,  in  fact,  is  the  interpre- 
ter of  the  mind  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. He  Bays,  "  For  Heaven's  sake 
don't  enlarge  this  Bill,  because  anything 
that  is  added  to  it  will  destroy  it." 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  I  simply 
repeated  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  The 
eloquence  of  the  hon.  Member  simply 
consists  in  repeating  the  sentences  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  not  only  on 
this  question,  but  upon  all  other  ques- 
tions. Whatever  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment say  the  hon.  Member  for  Bordesley 
repeats,  and  probably  he  thinks  that  that 
repetition  adds  a  strength  and  force  to 
what  the  Government  say  that  otherwise 
it  would  not  possess.  No  doubt  we 
perfectly  understand  the  position  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bordesley,  and  I  think 
it  is  also  thoroughly  understood  by  the 
people  outside  this  House.  For  my 
part,  I  think  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  more  reasonable  and  intelligible  on 
this  subject  than  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bordesley  gives  them  credit  for  being  ; 
and  I  believe  there  are  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
their  own  side  of  the  House  who  would 
also  desire  that  this  Bill  should,  if  possible, 
be  extended,  and  that  things  should  be 
inserted  in  it  which  are  not  in  it.  I  be- 
lieve, with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford(Mr.  Shaw  Lef evre), 
that  this  Instruction  may  be  divided 
into  two  parts.  The  first  part  of  it 
enables  the  election  of  the  Local 
Authority  to  be  incorporated  in  the 
Bill,  and  that,  undoubtedly,  is  an  im- 
portant matter,  and  would  require  ex- 
tensive and  distinct  machinery,  and  I 
daresay  that  the  adoption  of  this  Instruc- 
tion would  lead  to  a  very  interesting  dis- 
cussion as  to  the  character  of  the  Local 
Authority.  I  listened  with  some  interest 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 


57         Allotments  Act  (1887)         {May  2,  1890} 


Amendment  Bill. 


58 


Hornsey,  who  stated  that  the  Parish 
Authority  would  be  a  most  appropriate 
authority  for  dealing  with  the  objects  of 
this  Bill,  while  the  present  Sanitary 
Authority  or  the  County  Councils  would 
be  altogether  inappropriate.  I  also 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Hampshire  in  glorification  of 
the  Boards  of  Guardians.  I  do  not  wish 
to  disparage  those  Boards,  but  I  must  say 
that  they  are  bodies  who  know  very 
little  indeed  about  the  parishes,  and  of 
whom  the  parishes  themselves  know 
nothing  at  all.  I  can  cite  my  own  ex- 
perience of  Hampshire,  in  which  I  reside. 
I  remember  that  when  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  was  under  discussion  I  hap- 
pened to  be  down  in  that  county  at 
Easter,  and  I  thought  I  would  go  to  the 
vestry  meeting.  I  found  there  three 
farmers  and  a  clergyman,  and  I  was 
informed  that  the  rate  had  been  in- 
creased. I  suggested  that  it  might  be 
well  to  inquire  why  the  rate  had  been 
increased,  and  that  proposition  was 
received  with  acquiescence.  I  said, 
Would  it  not  be  better  to  look  a  little 
into  the  accounts  ?  but  they  said,  We  have 
not  any  accounts ;  and  I  think  they  added 
that  for  eight  or  nine  years  no  accounts 
had  been  published  by  the  Board  of 
Guardians  in  reference  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  rate.  That  was  my  first 
introduction  to  the  mode  of  adminis- 
tering relief  by  the  Boards  of 
Guardians.  An  hon.  Member  opposite 
has  said,  How  is  it  possible  that  the 
Sanitary  Authorities  should  go  against 
the  wishes  of  the  parishes  ? 

Mr.  STEPHENS :  That  was  not  my 
argument  at  all. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  The 
hon.  Member  referred  to  the  case  of  the 
Parish  of  Cottenham,  the  details  of 
which  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into.  But 
I  may  state  that  letters  were  addressed 
to  the  Local  Board  on  the  subject  of  the 
refusal  of  the  Local  Authority  to  make 
allotments  there,  when  the  matter  was 
discussed  at  some  length.  I  have  here 
a  letter  from  the  Chairman  of  the 
Sanitary  Authority,  who  says  that  the 
whole  matter  was  gone  into,  and  the 
Sanitary  Authority  would  do  nothing  in 
it.  The  Chairman  also  said  he  knew 
nothing  about  Cottenham.  That  is  the 
statement  made  by  the  Chairman  of  a  body 
which  would  have  the  management  of 
allotments  in  the  Parish  of  Cottenham. 


Well,  I  think  it  would  be  wise  to  intro- 
duce provisions  into  this  Bill  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  amending  such 
a  state  of  things.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  has  said  that  this 
question  would  arise  when  we  dealt  with 
District  Councils.  For  my  part  I  can- 
not understand  why  he  is  not  dealing 
with  District  Councils  this  year.  As  it 
is,  the  matter  is  to  be  postponed  until  we 
come  to  deal  with  that  subject.  I  think 
that  this  discussion  has  shown  how  unfit 
the  Sanitary  Authorities  or  Boards  of 
Guardians  are  to  deal  with  matters  of 
this  description.  The  Instruction  now 
before  the  House  would  confer  further 
powers  for  acquiring  and  managing 
allotments.  Well,  is  the  House  or  are 
the  Government  opposed  to  that  ?  Is  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bordesley  opposed  to  it  ?  At  any  rate, 
the  House  ought  distinctly  to  understand 
that  the  issue  we  are  about  to  divide 
upon  is  whether  or  not  larger  powers 
for  this  purpose  should  be  given  by  this 
Bill.  Do  not  let  there  be  any  mistake 
about  that.  The  Instiuction  does  not 
compel  anything  ;  it  merely  enables  the 
Committee  to  consider  this  matter,  so 
that  when  we  consider  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee we  may  propose  a  new  area  of 
Local  Government.  If  hon.  Members 
approve  of  this  Instruction  let  them  vote 
for  it.  Do  not  let  there  be  any  hood- 
winking in  reference  to  this  question. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  has  said 
that  he  would  rather  drop  the  Bill  than 
introduce  provisions  which  would  be  too 
heavy  to  be  carried  into  the  BilL 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  said  that 
they  desire  to  see  larger  powers  given. 
Well,  then,  let  them  vote  for  this  Instruc- 
tion. If  they  do  not  desire  to  see  larger 
powers  given,  let  them  vote  against  the 
Instruction.  Well,  then,  they  say  that 
the  Government  will  drop  the  Bill. 
Why  should  they  do  so,  when  clauses 
can  be  introduced  in  Committee,  and  the 
Committee  can  decide  wh  ether  they  should 
be  adopted  or  not.  I  would  vote  against 
clauses  which  I  thought  would  destroy 
the  Bill.  I  do  not  want  to  destroy,  but 
to  enlarge  the  Bill ;  and  I  do  not  want  to 
enlarge  it  in  a  manner  which  would 
overweight  it.  I  want  to  introduce  into 
it  such  useful  provisions  as  it  could 
properly  bear.     I  admit  the  weight  of 
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the  argument  of  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  I  do  not 
think  we  could  frame  a  new  and  com- 
plete system  of  Local  Government  in 
this  Bill.  Bat  there  are  several  things 
I  should  like  to  put  into  it ;  for  instance, 
the  power  of  hiring  instead  of  buying 
iand.  It  is  unreasonable  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  say — "  If  you  agree  to  that  we 
will  drop  the  Bill."  Do  you  mean  to 
confine  the  amendment  of  the  Allot- 
ments Act  within  the  four  corners 
of  this  Bill  or  do  you  not?  In  my 
opinion,  you  act  unwisely  simply  to 
confine  your  Bill  to  the  establishment  of 
an  Appeal  Court.  If  the  Boards  of 
•Guardians  have  failed  to  act,  the  County 
-Councils  are  not  likely  to  act.  In  one 
or  two  cases  you  might  get  something 
done ;  but  the  proposal  is  not  going  to 
give  a  vitality  to  this  legislation  which 
it  does  not  possess  already.  The  consti- 
tution of  the  County  Counoil  is  utterly  inap- 
propriate forthis  sort  of  work.  How  could 
the  County  Council  deal  with  the  acquire- 
ment of  little  bits  of  land  for  the  pur- 
poses of  allotments  perhaps  50  miles 
■away?  It  is  not  done  by  Boards  of 
Guardians;  it  ia  geographically  im- 
possible.  The  County  Council  can  no 
doubt  deal  effectually  with  main  roads, 
county  bridges,  asylums,  and  police 
management ;  but  to  suppose  that  it 
could  take  charge  of  the  management  of 
Allotments  is  entirely  to  misconceive  the 
whole  character  of  the  business.  What 
we  really  want  to  do  is  to  give  larger 
powers,  and  clauses  might  be  proposed 
in  order  to  see  whether  or  not  any  of 
them  could  be  adopted.  The  President 
.of  the  Local  Government  Board  has 
pleaded  in  favour  of  his  own  child.  That 
#is  a  very  proper  parental  sentiment. 
.The  apology  that  he  has  made  for  that 
child  is  the  old  apology — "  It  is  such  a 
very  little  one."  We  want  to  feed  up  his 
little  child  into  a  promising  bantling. 
/That  is  really  the  object  of  this  Instruc- 
tion. I  can  assure  him  that  we  have 
not  the  smallest  disposition  to  destroy 
his  child,  but  we  would  rather  have  seen 
twins.  1  hope  the  Government  will  not 
regard  this  Instruction  as  hostile  to 
their  Bill.  1  can  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  there  is  no 
desire  to  press  clauses  that  might  not 
reasonably  be  accepted.  Why  not  take 
this  opportunity?  Why  not  open  the 
door  to  useful  amendment?  If  you 
Sir  W.  Harcourt 


say  "No,  we  consider  our  Bill  so  per- 
fect that  we  exclude  from  it  everything 
else,"  we  cannot  accept  that  condition. 
We  desire  to  enlarge  and  improve  it, 
and  it  is  npon  that  ground  that  we 
divide  in  support  of  the  Motion. 

*(6.25.)  The    SECRETARY    to   the 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 

Long,    Wilts,   Devizes):  Sir,   I  do    not 

intend  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man through  the  course  of  his  speech. 
He  referred  to  the  apology  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  as  a  very  old  one.  I 
think  we  may  say  much  the  same  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech.  It  is  a 
very  old  speech,  and  it  consisted  chiefly  of 
offering  the  Government  some  advice 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
been  good  enough  to  offer  us  in  a  pre- 
vious occasion.  We  much  regret  that  we 
were  unable  to  accept  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's advice  then,  and  we  are  in  much 
the  same  position  now.  I  can  well  un- 
derstand that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  would  be  very 
glad  to  induce  the  Government  to  accept 
his  advice  so  as  to  embarrass  their  busi- 
ness, and  he  would  be  equally  ready 
to  turn  round  and  abuse  them  for  not 
properly  conducting  the  affairs  of  the 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
attempted  with  all  his  wonted 
charms  and  seductions  to  win  us 
over ;  but  we  will  not  fall  into  the 
trap  laid  for  us,  and  we  will  manage 
our  own  affairs  in  our  own  way.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Seale-Hayne) 
waxed  very  eloquent  over  the  vast  ex- 
penditure that  would  be  incurred  in 
obtaining  Provisional  Orders  for  the 
purposes  of  allotments.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  ignored  the  provisions  of  the 
Allotments  Act  under  which  a  Pro- 
visional Order  is  put  in  a  Confirming 
Bill  brought  into  this  House  and  taken 
before  the  Committee  upstairs.  If  the 
Bill  is  opposed,  the  Committee  have 
the  power,  if  they  think  that  the  ex- 
penditure caused  by  the  opposition  has 
been  improperly  brought  about,  to  lay 
the  costs  upon  the  opponents.  That 
power  does  not  exist  with  regard  to 
other  Provisional  Orders,  and  it  is 
manifestly  unfair  to  compare  the  case  of 
a  Provisional  Order  for  the  purposes 
of  allotments  with  the  Provisional  Orders 
for  other  and  wholly  different  pur- 
poses. 
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Clause  1. 

Committee    report  Progress ;     to    sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 


•Mr.    SEALE-HAYNE:    The     cases 
which  I  cited  were  unopposed. 

♦Mb.     LONG  :      The    hon.     Member 

quoted  cases,  so  far  as  I  remember,  from 

certain  towns  in  reference  to  their  im- 
provements and  other  matters.  I 
hope  before  very  long  we  shall 
be  able  to  tell  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man what  is  the  actual  cost  of  obtaining 
Provisional  Orders  for  allotment  pur- 
poses. My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hornsey  spoke  of  the  necessity  for 
lawyers  and  surveyors.  I  can  assure 
the  House  that  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Allotments  Acts  there  is  no  need 
for  the  services  of  lawyers  and  surveyors, 
and  it  is  quite  possible  for  the  land  to 
be  obtained  at  an  agreed  price,  and  then 
to  obtain  a  Provisional  Order  at  a  very 
email  price  indeed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  made  a  sug- 
gestion with  reference  to  the  price  paid 
for  land  taken  compulsorily,  and  said 
that  by  the  working  of  the  Sanitary 
Laws  there  had  been  great  difficulty  in 
securing  the  removal  of  unsanitary 
buildings  owing  to  the  cost.  He  sug- 
gested that  the  cost  might  well  be 
reduced.  That  is  all  very  well  where 
an  individual  has  allowed  his  property 
to  become  unsanitary ;  but  where  a  man 
is  not  in  such  default,  I  do  not  think  the 
House  would  say  that  he  should  be 
punished  by  having  his  land  and  pro- 
perty taken  on  just  the  same  terms 
that  he  would  have  received  had 
he  been  in  default.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  us  the  Bill  was  going  to 
be  a  failure  because  it  gives  these  powers 
to  the  County  Council ;  but  I  do  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that 
County  Councils  have  expressed  a  desire 
to  have  these  powers  and  their  readi- 
ness to  use  them.  I  am  convinced  that 
they  will  carry  out  the  Bill.  The  issue  is 
a  very  simple  one  :  it  is  the  carrying  of 
an  amending  Bill,  which  will  remove 
existing  difficulties,  or  the  consideration 
of  proposals  which  it  is  impossible  to 
carry  out.  The  discussion  has  been  very 
full  and  complete,  and  I  hope  we  may 
now  be  allowed  to  get  the  Speaker  out  of 
the  Chair  and  the  Bill  into  Committee. 

(6.30.)    The  House    divided: — Ayes 
210;  Noes  249.— (Div.  List,  No.  67.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 


KEW  AND  PETERSHAM  VICARAGE 
BILL.— (No.  229.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

(6.50.)  Question  put,  "  That  Clause  1 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  256  ; 
Noes  136.— (Div.  List,  No.  68.) 

It  being  after  Seven  of  the  clock, 
the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his 
report  to  the  House  at  Nine  of  the 
clock. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


-»o«- 


SUPPLY. 
Order  for  Committee  read, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

DISESTABLISHMENT  AND  DISENDOW- 
MENT  OP  THE  CHURCH  OF  SCOTLAND. 
*(9.2.)  Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  Col- 
lege) :  Mr.  Speaker,  for  the  third  time  in 
this  House  I  rise  to  move  : — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  .of  this  House,  the 
Church  of  Scotland  ought  to  be  disestablished 
and  disendowed." 

On  the  two  former  occasions  the  Motion 
was  defeated,  but  only  by  an  English 
majority.  It  was  supported  by  a  large 
majority  of  the  Scotch  Members.  In 
1886  the  majority  of  Scotch  votes  in  its 
favour  was  three  to  two,  and  in  1888 
they  were  as  two  to  one.  In  1888,  38 
Scottish  Members  voted,  and  two  paired, 
in  support  of  my  Resolution,  and  only  20 
voted  against.  And,  to  show  the  direc- 
tion in  which  public  opinion  is  running 
in  Scotland,  I  may  add  that  the  bye- 
elections  which  have  taken  place  since 
the  constitution  of  the  present  Parliament 
have  resulted  in  the  return  of  an  even 
greater  proportion  of  Members  support- 
ing my  views.  In  1877  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Marquess  of  Hart ington),  when  leader 
of  the  Liberal  Party,  and  when  the  pass- 
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ing  of  the  Patronage  Act  had  made  Dis- 
establishment a  prominent  question  in 
Scotland,  said,  speaking  in  Glasgow — 

"  All  I  oan  say  is  that  whenever  Scottish 
opinion,  or  even  Scottish  Liberal  opinion,  is 
fully  formed  on  the  s abject,  I  think  I  may 
venture  to  say  on  behalf  of  the  Liberal  Party 
as  a  whole  that  they  will  be  prepared  to  deal 
with  the  question  as  a  whole  without  regard 
to  other  considerations." 

I  am  sorry  the  noble  Lord  is  not  in  his 

place.      I  think    it    mnst  be  held  that 

Scottish  opinion  is  fully  proved  on  this 
subject  when,  13  years  after  the  noble 
Lord's  utteranee/the  total  vote  at  two  suc- 
cessive elections  of  all  sections  of  Liberal 
Members  from  Scotland,  including  that 
over  which  the  noble  Marquess  himself 
presides,  was  on  the  first  occasion  as  four 
to  one,  on  the  second  five  to  one  in  favour 
of  my  Motion.  Not  only  so,  but  the 
bye-elections  since  1886  show  that  out  of 
12  Liberals,  orthodox  and  heterodox,  re- 
turned to  this  House  by  Scotch  con- 
stituencies, 11  support  the  Disestablish- 
ment of  the  Church  of  Scotland.  The 
noble  Lord  has  such  a  reputation  for 
courage  and  straightforwardness  that  I 
am  certain,  when  these  facts  are  brought 
to  his  notice,  I  may  rely  upon  him  for 
his  support.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  at  the  time 
to  which  I  refer,  was  not  the  official 
leader  of  the  Liberal  Party ;  but  since 
he  has  resumed  his  natural  position  as 
its  leader  he  has  always  expressed 
his  adhesion  to  the  doctrine  laid  down 
in  the  words  of  the  noble  Lord.  Very 
recently  he  made  a  speech  at  St. 
Austell,  and  from  what  he  said  in  that 
speech  I  think  I  may  confidently  rely 
upon  his  support.  Then  there  is  another 
statesman  in  this  House — one  of  emi- 
nence— I  refer  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  In  the  last  Parliament  he 
sat  for  a  Division  of  Edinburgh,  and  he 
was  naturally  cross-examined  as  to  his 
views  upon  this  question.  His  replies  on 
the  occasion  were  oracularly  ambiguous. 
But  time  has  unriddled  the  oracle,  and 
I  now  claim  his  vote.  I  do  not  want  to 
misrepresent  his  position,  and,  therefore, 
I  will  describe  it  not  in  my  own,  but  the 
words  of  one  of  his  supporters — Lord 
Wemyss — who  thus  spoke  of  it  in  a 
meeting  which  he  addressed  at  Glasgow, 
in  October,  1885.  After  paying  a  high 
tribute  to  him,  and  speaking  of  him  as 
one  to  whom  Cross- Bench  men  looked 
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forward  with  hope,  the  noble  Lord  went 
on  to  say — 

"Mr.  Gosohen  came  to  be  heckled  and 
collared  on  the  question  of  Disestablishment, 
and  what  was  his  answer — not  in  a  speech.  In  a 
speech  a  man  says  50  things  which  he  would 
rather  not  see  in  print.  But  when  you  come 
to  be  heckled  you  have  time  to  think  what 
you  are  going  to  say,  and  you  answer  care- 
fully. Well,  what  was  Mr.  Gosohen's  careful 
answer  to  this  question  of  the  Established 
Church  ?  '  My  convictions.'  Well,  what  are 
his  convictions  ?  I  read  it  in  the  Daily  Review, 
so  I  Buppose  it  must  be  all  right,  '  My  con- 
victions,' replied  Mr.  Gosohen,  '  are  the  wishes 
of  the  people  of  Scotland.'  " 

[*'  Hear,  hear ! "]  An  hon.  Member  says, 
*'  Hear,  hear ! "  So  say  I,  when  the 
Scottish  Members  in  two  successive 
Parliaments  have  twice  expressed  the 
wishes  of  the  Scottish  people  upon  my 
Motion  in  the  only  manner  in  which 
those  wishes  can  be  unequivocally  and 
constitutionally  expressed,  namely,  by 
an  overwhelming  majority  of  their  votes, 
in  support  of  my  proposition.  Knowing 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  con- 
victions are  the  wishes  of  the  Scottish 
people  I  have  a  right  to  claim  his 
support.  I  only  regret  that  he  no  longer 
occupies  a  seat  for  a  Scottish  constituency, 
so  that  greater  local  weight  might 
attach  to  the  expression  of  his  opinions 
in  the  shape  in  which  events  have  at 
length  consolidated  them.  But  though 
the  enormous  preponderance  of  the  Scot- 
tish vote  ought,  in  my  opinion,  to  be 
sufficient  to  convince  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  it  has  not 
been  sufficient  to  convince  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Glasgow,  whose  views  of  everything 
which  concerns  the  Church  of  Scotland 
are  cast-iron  and  adamantine,  and  proof 
alike  against  the  teachings  of  experience 
and  the  logic  of  facts.  That  the  hon. 
Member  for  Partick  and  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Ipswich  have  adopted 
his  words,  speaks  more  for  the  heartiness 
of  their  approval  than  for  the  fertility 
of  their  resources.  These  hon.  Gentle- 
men declare  that  there  is  no  reason,  either 
as  regards  the  present  position  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  or  the  position  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  why  a  proposal 
should  be  entertained  for  the  Dis- 
establishment and  Disendowment  of  that 
Church.  The  Representatives  of  the 
people  of  Scotland,  selected  in  successive 
Parliaments  under  the  widest  franchise. 
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and  with  the  protection  of  the  Ballot, 
may  record  their  votes  as  they  please ; 
the  bye-elections  can  afford  what  addi- 
tional indication  they  may  of  the  feelings 
of  Scotland,  but  to  the  impenetrably 
armour-clad  mind  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
these  facts  afford  not  the  smallest  reason 
why  any  attention  should  be  paid  to  the 
matter.  There  is,  according  to  him,  ab- 
solutely no  reason,  so  far  as  regards  the 
wishes  of  the  people  of  Scotland,  why  the 
proposal  should  be  entertained,  not  even 
after  the  results  of  the  bye-elections,  and 
the  unequivocal  expression  of  opinion  by 
the  large  majority  of  Members  in  this 
House.  Such  a  position  seems  to  me  so 
obviously  to  constitute  either  a  libel  upon, 
or  a  treason  to,  our  whole  system  of 
Parliamentary  representation,  and  I  do 
not  think  it  is  necessary  to  waste  further 
time  in  endeavouring  to  refute  it.  I  can 
only  express  my  astonishment  that  a 
doctrine  which  is  so  utterly  subversive  of 
the  whole  of  the  fundamental  principles  of 
our  Constitution  should  be  advanced 
in  identical  terms  by  three  Members, 
who  claim  to  belong  to  the  Constitutional 
Party,  without  calling  for  condign  and 
summary  reproof  and  repudiation  from 
their  Colleagues.  But,  says  the  hon. Mem- 
ber for  the  Glasgow  University  and  his 
supporters,  there  is  no  reason,  as  regards 
the  present  position  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland,  why  the  proposal  should  be 
entertained.  He  does  not  qualify  his 
assertion.  He  does  not  say  there  is  no 
adequate  reason.  He  says,  "There  is 
absolutely  no  reason  whatever."  That  is 
an  assertion  which,  I  venture  to  say,  is 
as  unblushingly  audacious  and  untenable 
as  that  which  I  have  just  characterised. 
What  is  the  position  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland?  Now,  Sir,  prior  to  the  dis- 
ruption of  1843,  the  Established  Church 
embraced  the  majority  of  the  population 
of  Scotland.  At  various  dates,  com 
paratively  small  bodies  had  lived  off  from 
it,  but  prior  to  the  Disruption  the 
Established  Church  of  Scotland  embraced 
the  vast  majority  of  the  Presbyterian 
population.  Between  1832  and  1842  the 
Established  Church  of  Scotland  entered 
into  a  historical  and  momentous  struggle 
with  the  Civil  Courts  of  the  country.  The 
struggle  arose  out  of  the  rights  of 
patrons  to  intrude  unacceptable  ministers 
on  .  unwilling  congregations ;  but  in  the 
course  of  the  struggle  a  number  of  most 
important  points  of  ecclesiastical  polity 
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evolved  themselves  on  which  the  decisions 
of  the  Civil  Courts  were  at  direct 
variance  with  the  most  cherished  doctrines 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland.  To  give  one 
single  example.  One  of  the  most 
cherished  doctrines  of  the  Church  is  the 
headship  of  Christ — that  is  to  say,  that 
the  Church  derives  its  spiritual  juris- 
diction direct  from  our  Saviour.  In  one 
of  his  judgments  the  President  of  the 
Court  of  Session,  referring  to  the  doctrine, 
said — 

"  That  our  Saviour  is  the  head  of  the  Kirk 
of  Scotland  in  any  temporal  or  judicial  sense, 
is  a  position  which  I  can  dignify  by  no  other 
name  than  absurdity." 

Now,  Sir,  the  result  of  this  long  struggle 
was  that,  in  the  year  1842,  the  strain 
between  Church  and  State  became  very 
great,  and  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
Established  Church  drew  up  a  protest 
and  claim  of  right.  In  that  document 
12  principles  were  laid  down,  which 
the  Established  Church  considered  of 
most  vital  importance,  but  which,  in 
their  opinion,  had  been  contravened  by 
the  decisions  of  the  Civil  Courts,  which,  to 
quote  the  words  of  the  protest,  in  deter- 
mining these  points  against  the  Church — 

"Had  exercised  powers  not  conferred  on 
them  by  the  Constitution— had  invaded  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Courts  of  the  Church,  had 
subverted  its  Government  in  opposition  to 
God's  Word,  in  violation  of  the  Constitution, 
and  in  disregard  of  divers  express  enactments 
of  the  Legislature." 

The  General  Assembly  drew  up  £bj* 
protest  and  claim  of  rights  for  submis- 
sion to  the  Sovereign  and  the  Legislature, 
and  wound  up  with  an  appeal  to  all 
office-bearers  and  people  of  the  Church 
who  were  willing  to  suffer  for  their  ador- 
able King  and  Head,  to  stand  by  the 
Church,  and  to  unite  in  supplication  that 
He  would  turn  the  hearts  of  their  rulers 
to  redress  their  grievances,  "or  other- 
wise"— I  ask  the  House  to  note  these 
words — 

"  Or  otherwise  that  He  would  give  strength  to 
this  Church,  office-bearers  and  people,  to  endure 
resignedly  the  loss  of  the  temporal  benefits  of 
the  establishment  and  the  personal  sufferings 
and  sacrifices  to  which  they  may  be  called,  and 
would  inspire  them  with  zeal  and  energy  to 

Sromote  the  advancement  of  His  Son's  King- 
om  in  whatever  condition  it  may  be  His  will 
to  place  them." 

Well,  here  we  have  formulated  by  the 
entire  Established  Church  of  Scotland  a 
number  of  points  in  which  the  law,  as 
interpreted  by  the  Civil  Courts,  was  sub 
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Torsive  of  the  doctrines  of  that  Church. 
You  have  a  demand  made  for  the  redress 
of  these  grievances  by  legislation,  and 
the  position  taken  up  was  that  unless 
the  grievances  were  remedied  there 
was  no  alternative  but  to  shake 
off  the  trammels  imposed  by  State 
connection,  and,  at  whatever  cost,  to 
assert  the  spiritual  freedom  of  the 
Ohurch.  That  protest  came  before  the 
government,  and  the  Legislature,  and  the 
Ohurch  was  informed  that  its  claims 
were  incompatible  with  the  position  of 
the  Established  Church.  And,  thereupon, 
those  of  its  people  who  adhered  to  the 
doctrines  of  the  National  Church  as  laid 
•down  in  its  solemn  protest — those  men  in 
whose  mouths  the  words  "  suffering  "  and 
u  sacrifice  "  were  more  than  idle  wind  pro- 
ceeding from  the  teeth  outward — those 
who  were  willing  to  undergo  suffering 
-and  sacrifice  for  conscience  sake — these 
men  went  forth  from  the  Establishment 
*  claiming  that  they  were  the  rightful 
Representatives  and  heirs  of  the  tradi- 
tions of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  which 
they  said,  and  rightly  said,  was  national, 
not  because  it  was  established,  but 
because  it  was  free.  Now,  those  who 
were  thus  driven  forth  from  the  National 
Church  did  not  at  once  demand  Disestab- 
lishment and  Disendowment  of  the 
Ohurch  of  Scotland,  but  when  they  did 
make  the  demand,  the  circumstances 
under  which  itwas  made  rendered  it  vastly 
more  weighty.  They  did  not  make  it,  as 
might  have  been  expected,  when  smarting 
under  a  sense  of  injustice  and  embittered 
by  the  sacrifices  they  had  to  make.  They 
endured  those  things  patiently.  They 
worked  on  for  something  like  40  years, 
during  which,  at  the  cost  of  incredible 
.  labour  and  sacrifice,  in  many  instances, 
in  the  face  of  every  obstacle  which  bigotry 
and  intolerance  could  suggest,  at  the  cost 
of  a  pecuniary  expenditure  of  close  on  11 
millions  sterling,  they  reared  an  ecclesias- 
tical system  which  extended  over  Scot- 
land, and  which  rivalled  the  Establishment 
in  its  influence  and  importance.  During 
those  40  years  nothing  was  done  to 
remedy  their  grievances  or  to  render  pos- 
sible the  return  to  the  Establishment  of 
those  who  had  gone  forth  from  it,  until, 
;at  length,  at  the  instance  of  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Establishment,  Mr.  Disraeli 
brought  in  and  carried  his  Patronage 
Act ;  not  with  the  object  of  re-incorporat- 
ing the  Free  Church,  but  for  the  purpose 
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of  inducing  desertions  from  other  Scotch 
Churches  by  which  the  Establishment 
might  be  strengthened.  There  was  no  pre- 
tence that  the  Act  would  lead  to  a  re-union 
of  the  Church.  "  I  have  always  said," 
stated  the  Duke  of  Argyll,  "  there  is  no 
hope  whatever  for  the  re-union  of  *the 
Free  and  Established  Churches  except  on 
the  ground  of  Disestablishment.7'  The 
object  of  the  Act  was  to  induce  large 
numbers  of  lay  members  of  the  other 
Churches  to  return  to  the  Establishment 
under  the  pretext  that  the  most  substantial 
of  the  grievances  that  had  been  alleged 
should  be  redressed.  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  described  it  was  "an 
attempt  to  steal  back  piece-meal  what 
had  been  driven  forth  wholesale,"  and 
resented  accordingly.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances the  Free  Church  was  at 
length  compelled  to  admit  that  an  Estab- 
lishment so  identified  with  a  policy  of 
antagonism  and  aggression,  backed  up  in 
that  policy  "by  a  powerful  political  Party 
and  State  Endowment,  constituted  a 
standing  menace  to  its  usefulness  in  the 
great  sphere  of  Christian  work  which, 
at  such  great  cost,  it  had  opened  up. 
The  Free  Church  was  at  length  com- 
pelled to  admit  that  under  the  altered 
circumstances  the  maintenance  of  the  Es- 
tablishment was  unjust  and  inexpedient, 
and  since  then,  by  constantly  increasing 
majorities,  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
Free  Church  of  Scotland  has  voted  in 
favour  of  the  proposition  now  before  the 
House.  And  yet  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  Llniversity  sees  no  reason  why 
this  proposal  should  be  as  much  as  enter- 
tained. Why,  in  reply  to  an  argument 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  it  was 
pointed  out,  in  1886,  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
that  there  was  not  another  example  in 
Christendom  of  a  Church  enjoying  the- 
advantages  of  State  Endowment  and 
State  Establishment  existing  alongside 
two  other  Churches  of  almost  equally 
numerous  membership,  adhering  to  the 
same  doctrine,  more  strict  in  the 
enforcement  of  its  discipline  than  the 
Established  Church,  which,  having 
been  driven  forth  from  the  Establish- 
ment, in  consequence  of  their  uncom- 
promising adhesion  to  its  principles,  now 
found  themselves  subjected  to  the  dis- 
advantage of  State  prestige  and  State 
Endowments  being  used  by  the  Estab- 
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lishment  as  a  lever  for  their  disintegra- 
tion. There  is  no  reason,  forsooth,  in  the 
present  condition  of  the  Church  in  Scot- 
land!    It  is  admittedly  the  Church  o£ 
the   minority    of  the    Scottish    people. 
It   does  not  claim  more  than  46|  per 
cent,    of  the  people  of    Scotland,    and 
we    altogether    repudiate    that    claim; 
still  we  will  take  it  at  their  own  figure 
as  46£  per  cent.    They  do  not,  on  their 
own  figures,  embrace  more  than  56£  per 
cent,  of  the  Presbyterians  of  Scotland. 
That  leaves  43£  per  cent,  of  the  Presby- 
terians belonging  to  other  Churches.     Is 
that  a  minority  which  can  be  utterly  dis- 
regarded in  the  discussion  of  a  question 
of  this  sort  ?    The  number  of  Established 
churches,     although    there    was    some 
quibble  about  mission  stations — is  less 
than  the  number  of  other  Presbyterian 
places  of  worship ;  and  there  can  be  no 
question   that    the    attendance   at    the 
dissenting    Churches    is   greater    than 
at  the  Established  Church.    Its  revenues 
are    less    than    half    the    revenues    of 
the      other      Presbyterian      Churches. 
What     right,     then,      has     this    one 
portion    of    the     Presbyterian    Church 
to    exclusive    privileges — to    exclusive 
State    support—especially    when    those 
advantages     are      usod      for      aggres- 
sion    against    the    other    Presbyterian 
Churches?    I  do  not  complain    of  the 
Established    Church  being    aggressive. 
If  it  were  not  aggressive  it  would  show  a 
lack  of  vitality ;  but  I  ask  why  should  the 
State  aid  one  portion  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church,  and  enable  it  to  extend  its  bounds 
at  the  expense  of  the  Presbyterian  and 
other  Churches,  which  are  as  pure  and  as 
zealous  in  the  work  they  have  to  perform? 
We    used  to  have  the  Act  of  Union 
thrown  at  us,  and  to  be  told  that  the 
Established  Church  was  guaranteed  by 
that  Act ;   but  hardly  was  the  ink  dry 
on    the   Act,   than  its   most  important 
provision  with  regard  to  the  freedom  of 
the  Scottish  Church  was  thrown  over- 
board by  the  passing  of  the  Patronage 
Act  of  Queen  Anne.      Only  last  year, 
too,    the     provision    which    exacted  a 
theological  test  from  every  Professor  in 
a. Scottish  University  was  swept  away. 
That,  perhaps,    explains   why  the  old 
stalking-horse  of  the    Union    did    not 
appear  in  the  Amendment  to  his  Motion. 
We  are  told  that  the  Established  Church 
of  Scotland  is  doing  good  work.  Will  hon. 
Gentlemen  deny  that  the  other  Churches 


are  doing  equally  good  work?    We  are 
told  that  without  State  aid  the  spiritual 
wants  of  the  poor  of  Scotland  must  be 
neglected.     I  hold  that  to  be  a  libel  on  all 
the  other  Churches  of  Scotland.     The 
Free  Church  provides  almost  exclusively 
for  the  wants  of  the  poor  in  the  Highlands 
of  Scotland,  and  the  United  Presbyterian 
Church  in  Orkney  and  Shetland.  In  many 
of  the  Highland  parishes  the  position  of . 
the  Established  Church  is  almost  as  great 
a  scandal  as  almost  anything  that  could  be 
picked  out  of  the  history  of  the  old  Irish 
Establishment.   In  a  statement  which  has 
been  distributed  amongst  hon.  Members 
will  be   found  a  list  of   13   Highland 
parishes,  embracing  a  population  of  over 
1 3,000  souls,  and  in  not  one  of  the  parishes 
are  there  to  be  found  more  than  10  Com- 
municants of  the  Established  Church, 
whilst  in  the  whole  of  them  that  Church 
claims  only  63  Communicants.     I  could 
quote  scores  of   instances  of  the  same 
kind.     Even  in  counties  like  Caithness, 
or  Boss  and  Cromarty,  where  the  State 
subsidy  amounts  to  £6  or  even  £10  per 
head  of  the  Communicants,  the  position 
of    the    Established    Church    is    most 
wretched  and  deplorable.      We  are  told 
that  the  Established  Church  is  rapidly 
enlarging    its    boundaries.      We  claim 
that  the  other  Churches  are  doing  the 
same.      But  if    it  is    increasing    more 
rapidly    than    the    other    Churches*  in 
Scotland  it  must  be  in  consequence  of 
the  legislation   which  has  been  under- 
taken by  this  House  against  the  vote 
of  the  vast  majority  of  the  Scotch  Bepre- 
sentatives.      If  any  disproportionate  in- 
crease has  taken  place  in  the  Established 
Church,    it    must    have    been    at    the 
expense  of  the    sister  Churches.      But 
we  do  not  admit  that  the  Patronage  Act, 
or    the    policy    since    pursued,  has    in 
any  way   strengthened  the  Established 
Church.      On  the  contrary,  we  believe 
it  has  been  a  source  of  weakness  to  her 
by  embittering  the  relations  between  the 
Established     Church     and    the     other 
Presbyterian  Bodies,    and  it  has   con- 
vinced a  large  majority  of  the  people  of 
Scotland  that  the  continued  maintenance 
under  present  circumstances  of  the  Estab- 
lishment,  so  far  from  being  a  boon  to  their 
religion  is  a  curse.     The  endowments  of 
the  Established  Church  amount  to  about 
£350,000    or    £400,000.      This,    it    is 
said,  is  the  patrimony  of  that  Church, 
but    it    is    not    the    patrimony    of    a 
D  2 
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Church.  It  is  the  patrimony  simply  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Establishment  for  the 
time  being.  The  endowments  are  the 
remnant  of  the  patrimony  of  the  old 
Roman  Catholic  Establishment — the 
patrimony  of  the  Episcopal  Establish- 
ment. Then  they  formed  the  patrimony 
of  the  pre-Disruption  Presbyterian 
Establishment,  and  then  of  the  post- 
Disruption  Erastian  Establishment. 
They  are  as  much  the  patrimony 
of  the  Establishment  as  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Board  of  Works  or  the 
Post  Office  may  be  said  to  be  the  patri- 
mony of  those  Departments,  and  they  are 
as  much  the  property  of  the  nation  as 
that  property.  In  their  history  and  origin 
they  are  inhnitely  more  clearly  the  property 
of  the  nation  than  certain  educational  en- 
dowments, the  destination  of  which  has 
recently  been  altered  with  such  ruthless 
hands  by  a  Hoy  al  Commission,  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  University 
(Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell)  and  Lord  Balfour 
of  Burleigh  were  prominent  Members. 
I  say  it  comes  with  a  very  bad  grace 
from  that  hon.  Gentleman  and  that  noble 
Lord  to  accuse  us  of  spoliation  after  the 
very  active  part  they  have  taken  in 
putting  in  force,  on  much  more  debate- 
able  ground  than  we  propose  to  invade, 
the  doctrines  we  advocate,  and  especially 
when,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Madras 
College,  St.  Andrews,  they  have  some- 
times carried  out  their  policy  with  a 
cruel  disregard  of  the  vested  rights  of 
individuals,  who  had  earned  those  rights 
by  life-long  service  of  the  public,  and  who, 
owing  to  the  decrees  of  the  Commission, 
have  been  thrown  upon  the  world 
to  live  as  best  they  may.  An 
attempt  has  been  made  to  drag  a  red 
herring  across  the  trail  by  suggesting  that 
the  endowments  should  be  distributed 
amongst  the  Presbyterian  Bodies.  That 
proposal  has  had  no  practical  support  and 
has  already  been  denounced  by  the  lead- 
ing Representatives  of  the  Free  Church 
and  the  United  Presbyterian  Church. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Inver- 
ness (Mr.  'Finlay),  when  he,  a  few  years 
ago,  introduced  a  scheme  for  the  re-union 
of  the  different  Churches,  spoke  of 
bringing  in  a  subsequent  Bill  dealing 
with  this  branch  of  the  subject,  but 
nothing  more  has  been  heard  of  it,  pro- 
bably owing  to  the  difficulty  being  re- 
cognised of  making  this  suggested  adjust- 
ment of  the  endowments.  But  it  is  no. 
Dr.  Cameron 


scheme  of  that  kind  that  the  people  of 
Scotland  want.  What,  through  their  Re- 
presentatives in  this  House  they  have 
twice  decided  that  they  want  is  not  any 
more  tinkering  with  the  Establishment. 
What  is  wanted  is  the  severance  of  all 
connection  between  Church  and  State, 
perfect  religious  equality  among  the 
people,  and  the  appropriation  of  the  en- 
dowments, now  monopolised  by  one  sect,  to 
public  useB,  careful  regard  being  had  to 
all  vested  interests.  And,  Sir,  with  the 
view  of  again  testing  the  feelings  of  this 
House,  and  especially  of  the  Scottish 
Members,  on  that  question,  I  beg  to 
move  the  Resolution  that  stands  in  my 
name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Church  of 
Scotland  ought  to  be  disestablished  and  dis- 
endowed,"— (Dr.  Cameron,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

*(9.40.)  Me.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen, 
E.)  :  I  rise  with  some  diffidence  to  second 
the  Resolution  which  has  just  been 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
College  Division  of  Glasgow.  It  is  not 
to  some  of  us  a  new  subject.  It  so 
happens  I  was  one  of  a  deputation  which 
waited  on  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Rossendale  (The  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)  when  he  visited  Scotland  and  made 
the  first  official  declaration  in  regard  to 
Disestablishment,  and  it  may  not  be  out 
of  place  that,  as  the  proposer  represents 
one  of  the  largest  cities  in  Scotland,  the 
seconder  should  be  the  Representative  of 
one  of  the  largest  counties.  Now,  I 
claim  to  approach  this  subject  very  dis- 
passionately. It  so  happens  that  in  my 
own  constituency  there  is  a  large  majority 
of  electors  belonging  to  the  Church  of 
Scotland,  and  it  is  quite  a  mistake  to 
believe  that  the  feeling  in  the  Church  of 
Scotland  is  unanimous  against  Disestab- 
lishment. I  have  the  honour  to  have 
among  my  strongest  supporters  elders 
and  office-bearers  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land. But  although  we  approach'  this 
subject  dispassionately,  we  approach  it 
none  the  less  earnestly.  It  is  not  my 
intention  to  go  into  statistics...  Were  we 
to  go  into  statistics,  and  were  we  to  prove 
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that  there  is  in  Scotland  a  large  majority 
in  favour  of  religions  inequality,  it  would, 
in  my  opinion,  be  a  stronger  argument 
against  that  majority  imposing  on  the 
minority  their  religion,  or  any  liabilities 
in  regard  to  it.  I  have  all  my  life 
belonged  to  a  denomination  which  dates 
back.  150  years,  and  has  always  held  that 
the  religions  vitality  of  the  Chnrch  itself 
i&  a  perfect  security  for  its  temporalities. 
We  can  depend,  and  do  depend,  on  our 
•most  resolute  faith  in  the  goodwill  and 
ieelings  of  the  people  to  maintain  the 
Christian  communities  to  which  they  are 
Attached.  On  the  present  occasion  we 
are  asked  to  make  merely  a  pious  declara- 
tion of  our  opinions,  and  are  not  entering 
upon  legislation.  But,  in  our  view,  that 
is  both  necessary  and  right.  A  subject 
of  this  kind  ought  to  be  approached  with 
caution.  We  ought  to  look  at  the  in- 
terests of  all  concerned,  and  I  believe  it 
would  be  in  the  interests  both  of  those  in 
favour  and  those  against  Disestablish- 
ment that  we  should  have  the  fullest 
and  freest  discussion  of  this  subject 
before  we  come  to  legislation.  It 
is  '  to  some  of  us  a  matter 
of  very  great  interest  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  to  whom  we  look  as  a 
Scottish  Member  to  give  us  some  declara- 
tion on  the  subject,  has  already  in  the 
Parliament  of  1885  given  it  as  his 
opinion  that  at  that  time  this  subject 
was  not  ripe  for  legislation.  But  that 
is  no  reason  why  we  should  not  discuss 
it  at  the  present  time,  in  prospect  of 
legislation  in  .the  future.  Now,  although 
we  have  several  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  they  are  all  the  same  in  substance. 
The  Member  for  the  Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities  declares  in  his 
•Amendment  that  there  is  no  reason,  as 
.regards  either  the  present  position  of 
^the  Church  of  Scotland  or  the  wishes  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  which  calls  for 
•our  interference.  I  put  this  proposition 
to  my  hon.  Friend :  that  it  is  not  for  us 
to  show  that  there  is  any  call  on  our 
part  to  interfere  ;  but  it  is  for  my  hon. 
Friend  to  show  that  a  minority 
of  the  people  of  Scotland  should  have 
for  their  own  disposal  large  funds 
whioh  belong  to  the  whole  people. 
There  is  one  fthing  to  which  I  think 
attention  should  be  called.  Before  the 
Disruption  the  Church  of  Scotland  came 
to  the  Legislature  and  called  their  atten- 


tion to  the  growing  population  in  the 
cities,  for  which  there  was  no  temporal 
provision  made  in  that  Church.  The 
Legislature  said  to  them,  even  so  long 
ago  as  1838,  that  they  were  not  prepared 
to  extend  these  ecclesiastical  privileges 
in  Scotland.  Having  this  stated  to  them, 
it  was  necessary  that  provision  should 
be  made  for  those  for  whom  the  Church 
of  Scotland  in  the  disposal  of  her  endow- 
ments made  no  provision ;  and  when  the 
Church  of  Scotland  send  out  their  statis- 
tics— as  they  are  doing  now — they 
always  conceal  from  the  public  the  im- 
portant fact  that  where  there  have  been 
two  or  three  Chapels  of  Ease  or  quoad  sacra 
churches  established,  the  central  churches 
have  never  gone  the  length  of  what 
they  declare  to  be  their  own  convictions, 
and  which  I  think  they  would  do  if  they 
had  their  own  convictions  as  deeply  as 
they  profess  to  have.  If  it  is  essential 
for  the  cause  of  religion  in  Scotland  that 
the  parish  churches  should  be  endowed, 
why  does  not  the  Church  recognise  the 
principle  of  distributing  the  endowment 
with  the  other  Churches  belonging  to 
their  own  denomination?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Peebles  (Mr!  Thorburn) 
brings  forward  a  somewhat  different 
Amendment,  in  which  he  says'  that— 

*  •       •    • 

"  As  the  disestablishment,  and.  disendow- 
ment  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  has  not  been 
put  before  tbe  people  of  Scotland  as  a  test 
question,  this  House  declines  fundamentally  to 
disturb  the  present  ecclesiastical  arrangements 
in  that  country." 

Now,  what  does  my  hon.  Friend  mean 
by  that  ?  Do  the  upholders  of  the  Scot- 
tish Establishment  really  seriously  pro- 
pose to  this  House  that  any  other  means 
should  be  taken  to  ascertain  the  wishes 
of  the  people  of  Scotland  than  by  going 
to  the  ballot-box?  If  seems  to  me  if 
our  friends  are  prepared  to  say  that  we 
should  take  some  exceptional  plebiscite 
different  from  the  ballot-box,  they  give 
up  their  whole  case  because  they  fear 
the  tribunal.  I  do  not  propose  to  follow 
the  arguments  used  in  the  Amendments 
any  further ;  but  I  do  notice  that  it  is 
being  constantly  stated,  and  those  who 
favour  Disestablishment  are  reproached 
by  being  told,  that  we  '  have  no 
mandate  from  our  constituents.  ["Hear, 
hear ! "]  In  response  to  the  feeble  cheers 
I  hear  from  the  benches  opposite',  I 
would  ask,  have  the  Party  "opposite  any 
mandate?     What  is  the  mandate  ?    Was 
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it  not  the  whole  argument  at  the  recent 
Election  that  this  matter  should  be  left 
alone  during  the  present  Parliament? 
["Yes"  and  "T$o"  from  the  Ministerial 
Stenches.]     There  seems  to  be  a  difference 
of  opinion  on  the  point  among  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Establishment,  which  I 
leave  them  to  settle  among  themselves. 
Who  is  to  blame  for  breaking  the  truce  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Inverness  was  the 
first  to  introduce  a  Bill  on  this  subject, 
while  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sities of  Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  is  every 
year  bringing  in  fresh  legislation.   What 
right,  then,  have  our  friends  to  say  that 
those  who  now  favour  Disestablishment 
disturb  the  peace  of  Scotland  and  break 
the  solemn   promise  given  at  the  last 
Election  ?     I  claim,  however,  some  con- 
sideration for  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Universities  of  Glasgow  and  Aberdeen, 
whom  I  have  frequently  followed  into 
the  Lobby  on  educational  questions.    My 
hon.  Friend  was  elected  by  the  University 
vote   :and  although  the  ministers  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  are  constantly  telling 
us  that  they  approach  this  subject  from 
no  Party  point  of  view,  out  of  310  clerical 
votes  only  15  were  given  for  the  Liberal 
candidate.     Does  my  hon.   Friend  ask 
that  the  endowment  and  establishment 
of  the  Church  ought  to  continue  on  the 
ground  of  its  being  the  Church  of  the 
majority  ?     If  that  is  the  argument,  what 
have  we  to  Bay  to  the  Roman  Catholics 
in  Ireland,  who  are  in  a  majority  in  that 
country?     If  we   are   not   to  take  the 
numerical  strength,  are  we  to  take  the 
purity  and  true  religion  of  the  Church  ? 
If  so,  who  are  to  be  the  judges  ?    Is  the 
House  of  Commons  to  be  the  dictator, 
and,   if  so,   where  is  the  spiritual  in- 
dependence which  has  been  the  glory  of 
the  Presbyterian  Church  in  ages  past  ? 
Now,    take    another    argument.       Our 
opponents  say  if  there   is  no  endowed 
Church  the   people   in  certain  districts 
will  be  destitute  of  religion.     What  is 
the  ground  for  saying  that  ?    The  poor- 
est districts  of  Scotland  are  the  High- 
lands.   Voluntary  churches  support  the 
whole   of    the   Highlands    almost,    and 
the  .Church  of  Scotland  spend  £40,000 
a  year  on   congregations,    the  average 
membership  of  which  is  5|.     It  is  not 
true   that    those    who    want    the    Dis- 
establishment of  the  Church  desire  to 
divert  the  endowments.     The  claim  is 
that  the  money  belongs  to  the  Church, 
Mr.  Esslemont 


and  that  the  Church  is  the  Church  of 
the  people.     The  Established  Church  is 
upheld  by  Parliament  out  of  public  funds, 
and    every    one  is  agreed  that  not    a 
penny  of  that  money  should  be  diverted. 
All  we  want  is  that  the  money  shall  be 
applied  to  some  universal    purpose,  of 
which  all  parties  may  partake  alike.     On 
a  previous  occasion  the  Lord  Advocate 
said  that  the  question  was  merely  one  of 
envy  and  personal  jealousy.     I  am  not 
sure  upon  what  foundation  this  state- 
ment is  based  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, because  our  claim  is  that  the  envy 
and  jealousy  is  largely  created  by  the 
disunion  which  exists  in  the  Presbyterian 
Churches  of  Scotland,  and  the  only  means 
of  uniting  that  Church  is  by  the  Dis- 
endowment  and  Disestablishment  of  the 
Established    Church.      Instead   of  this 
attitude  being  assumed  in  a  spirit  of 
jealousy  and    envy,   I  claim  that  it  is 
assumed  in  the  interest  of  true   union, 
and  to   put    an  end  to    all    feeling  of 
jealousy.     The  learned  Lord  Advocate 
made  another  statement,  which  was  very 
remarkable.     He  said  the  temporalities 
of  the    Church  of  Scotland    were   "an 
increment  of  spiritual  means."     I  confess 
I  have  not  been  able  to  come  to  any  con- 
clusion as  to  the  meaning  of  that  state- 
ment.    I  have  got  it-from  Hansard,  and 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   has  been 
misreported  I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  any 
correction.     Dr.  Chalmers,  in  a  remark- 
able utterance,  has  said  that  the  Church 
might  cease  to  be  an  Establishment,  but 
that  in  all  the  high  matters  of  sacred  and 
spiritual  jurisdiction  she  would  be  the 
same  as  before.     I  put  the  opinion  of  the 
great  leader  formerly  of  the   Church  of 
Scotland,  and  later  of  the  Free  Church, 
against  the  opinion  of  the  Lord  Advocate 
on  this  point.     We  are  asked  whether 
Disestablishment  would  promote  union. 
We  are  aware  that  two  proposals  have 
been  made — one  of  levelling  up,  and  the 
other  of  levelling  down.     The  first  pro- 
posal has  been  found  to  be  impracticable, 
and  union  on  that  basis  has  been  declared 
impossible.     It  is,  therefore,  left  to  us 
to  seek  union  on  the  basis  of  Disestab- 
lishment and  Disendowment.     I  appeal 
to  the  House  to  give  serious  considera- 
tion to  a  subject  which  is  causing  great 
irritation  and  great  injustice  in  Scotland. 
I  would  ask  whether  the  present  is  not 
a  great  opportunity  of  effecting  Christian 
union  among  the  religious  denominations 
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of  Scotland.  At  no  previous  period  has 
there  been  such  a  disposition  to  meet  the 
Church  of  Scotland  fairly,  and  to  con- 
sider her  great  history  and  her  good 
work.  We  are  ready  to  meet  the  Church 
of  Scotland  on  any  terms  which  may  be 
considered  fair  and  just  in  the  interests 
of  Scotland,  and  I  beseech  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  who  have  been  bound  so 
long  to  the  temporalities  of  that  Church 
to  trust  to  the  free-will  offerings  of  the 
people,  having  no  fear  that  the  Church 
will  not  maintain  its  cause  without  State 
connection  and  without  State  or  patron- 
age endowment.  I  have  great  pleasure 
in  seconding  the  Motion. 
*(10.6.)  Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL 
(Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  Universities)  :  I 
must  oppose  the  Motion  just  moved  and 
seconded.  I  recognise  the  friendly 
spirit  in  which  my  Friends  opposite  have 
referred  to  me ;  and  I  hope  that,  though 
I  shall  be  obliged  to  speak  somewhat 
decidedly  on  the  opposite  side,  I  shall  not 
be  less  friendly  in  my  remarks  than  they 
have  been.  I  must  demur  altogether  to 
the  account  given  by  the  Mover  of  the 
Motion  of  the  nature  and  causes  of  the 
Disruption  movement  in  1843.  The 
controversy  at  that  time  was  not  as  to 
whether  there  was  or  was  not  a  spiritual 
Headship  of  Christ,  but  whether  or  not 
it  had  been  invaded  by  the  Courts  of 
Law ;  and  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
majority  of  the  Church  was  confirmed  by 
decisions  in  the  Courts  of  Law  afterwards 
in  quieter  times,  which  fully  established 
the  spiritual  independence  of  the  Church 
within  its  own  province.  Then  my  hon. 
Friend  gave  a  somewhat  fanciful  account 
of  the  nature  of  the  Church's  action  in 
regard  to  the  passing  of  the  Act  for  the 
abolition  of  patronage.  That  Act  was  not 
passed  for  the  purpose  of  inducing 
desertions  from  the  Free  Church,  but  in 
order  to  relieve  the  Church  of  Scotland 
from  a  defect  under  which  it  had  long 
suffered.  The  Church  had  always  pro- 
*  tested  against  the  system  of  patronage. 
The  controversy  was  not  as  to  whether 
there  should  be  patronage,  but  how 
patronage  was  to  be  modified  or  got  rid 
of.  Parliament  never  said  that  the 
Church,  in  passing  what  was  called  the 
Veto  Act,  had  done  a  thing  that  was  in 
itself  wrong  or  inexpedient  or  objection- 
able, but  simply  that  it  had  done  a  thing 
it  had  no  power  to  do.  I  claim  that, 
the     Church    of    Scotland    has    never 


said  anything  against  the  work  of  its 
neighbours,  or  attempted  to  interfere 
with  that  work  or  refused  to  recognise 
the  good  work  of  its  neighbours.  My  hoa. 
Friends  have  both  twitted  me — [  "  No !"  ] 
— well,  they  have  referred  in  a  facetious 
and  not  altogether  flattering  manner  to 
what  they  regard  as  inconsistency  on 
my  part  in  two  different  lines  of 
action — firstly,  in  opposing  this  Motion ; 
and  secondly,  in  carrying  through  the 
work  of  the  Educational  Endowments 
Commission.  With  regard  to  extending 
the  benefits  of  her  endowments,  the 
Church  of  Scotland  has  repeatedly  and  in 
the  most  generous  and  decided  manner 
invited  the  other  Churches  to  suggest 
some  way  in  which  they  might  unite  with 
her,  consistently  with  her  character  as  a 
National  Church,  to  share  in  the  work  of 
the  National  Church,  and  share  in  the 
endowments  of  the  National  Church. 
My  hon.  Friend  said  that  the  Educational 
Endowment  Commissioners  have  inter- 
fered with  existing  arrangements,  and 
introduced  new  systems  We  did  so 
because  we  were  commissioned  to  re- 
organise the  endowments,  so  as  to  carry 
out  better  the  intentions  of  the  founders 
and  to  make  the  endowments  more  use- 
ful considering  the  changed  circum- 
stances of  the  time.  On  the  same 
principle  the  Church  has  also  sought  to 
make  her  endowments  more  useful ;  but 
if  she  gives  up  the  principle  of  a  National 
Church,  she  will  be  going  directly  in 
the  teeth  of  the  intentions  of  the  pious 
founders  of  these  endowments.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Esslemont)  has  asked  me  whether 
I  would  continue  the  endowment  and 
establishment  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land on  the  ground  of  it  being  the 
Church  of  the  majority  of  the  people,  and 
if  so,  whether  I  would  extend  the  same 
principle  to  Ireland  and  other  places. 
The  Church  of  Scotland  has  come  to  us 
with  obligations  with  regard  to  her  and 
in  connection  with  the  other  parts  of 
the  Kingdom.  We  have  in  the  Church 
of  Scotland  a  branch  of  the  same  great 
Protestant  Church  as  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. We  have  in  Scotland  a  Chureh 
not  out  of  sympathy  with  the  Church  of 
the  majority  in  England,  but  represent- 
ing in  Scotland  the  same  sentiment  as 
the  latter  represents  in  England.  ["  Oh, 
oh !"  ]  I  mean  the  Christian  Protestant 
sentiment  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
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people.    The  hon.  Member  (Dr.  Cameron) 

has  quoted  the  opinion  of  Dr.  Chalmers 

four  or  five  years  before  the  Disruption. 

I  will  quote  a  sentence  uttered  by  Dr. 

Chalmers  four  years  after  the  Disruption. 

V*l  can  afford,"   said    Dr.   Chalmers,  a 

few  days  before  his  death  in  1847, 

"  To  Bay  no  more  than  that  my  hopes  of  an 
extended  Christianity  from  the  efforts  of 
voluntaryism  alone  have  not  been  brightened 
by  my  experience  since  the  Disruption.  We 
rejoice,  therefore,  in  Vie  testimony  of  the  Free 
Church  for  the  principle  of  a  national  Establish- 
ment, and  most  sincerely  do  we  hope  that  she 
will  never  fall  away  from  it." 

I  do  not  wish  to  tax  the  attention  of  the 
House  any  more  than  is  necessary  with 
statistics;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  may  be 
inevitable  that  some  statistics  should  be 
referred  to.     The  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  College 
Division    (Dr.    Cameron)    is   a  serious 
proposal    It  is  one  which  will,  if  earned, 
involve  a  greater  change  than  has  been 
experienced  in  Scotland  since  the  Union. 
He  referred  by  anticipation  to  the  objec- 
tions   that  might  be   adduced    on  the 
ground  of  the  Treaty  of  Union.     I  will 
not  dwell  on  the  Treaty  of  Union.     No 
doubt  it  has  been  interfered   with   in 
many  respects,  but  I  do  not  know  that 
on    that    account    anything  that    is   a 
prominent  feature  of  the  Treaty  of  Union 
is  not  deserving  of  serious  consideration. 
The  maintenance  of  .the  Church  as  by 
law  established  is  a  prominent  provision 
of  the  Treaty  of  Union.     It  has  a  pro- 
minent place  in  the  Coronation  Oath  of 
the  Sovereign  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  I  say  that  any  proposal  to  abolish 
tho    Church  as  an  Established  Church 
under  such  circumstances  ought  to  be 
approached  with  consideration  and  care. 
I  hold  that  to  justify  this  Motion  there 
ought  to  be  distinct  proof  that  the  people 
of  Scotland  wish  the  Church  to  be  Dis- 
established and  Disendowed,   and   that 
there  is  something  in  the  position  of  the 
Church  to  justify  such  a  wish.     I  deny- 
that  there  is  any  proof  of  either.     As  to 
the  wish  of  the  people  of  Scotland,  we 
had  an  indication  of  it  a  few  years  ago, 
when  shoals  of  Petitions  were  sent  in  to 
this  House  against  Mr.   Dick   Peddie's 
Disestablishment  Bill.     There  has  been 
no  change  of  sentiment  in  Scotland  since 
that  time.     I  may  also  refer  to  the  very 
significant    declaration     made    by    the 
electors  of  Mid  Lothian,    who,    to  the 
number  of  67  par  cent.,  signed  a  declara- 
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tion  that  they  were  opposed  to  the  Dis- 
establishment of  the  Church  of  Scotland. 
The   Disestablishment  Council  of  Scot- 
land have    circulated,    to  some  extent, 
a    printed    statement    in    this    House. 
Neither   I  nor  any  of  my  Friends  re- 
ceived  a  copy  of  it,   and  it  was  only 
through  the  courtesy  of  an  hon.  Friend 
opposite  that  I  now  have  a  copy  of  it. 
That  document  states  that,  "  The  people 
of  Scotland  have  long  demanded  redress," 
from    having    an    Established    Church. 
When    and     where    have    the     people 
of    Scotland    spoken     to    that     effect? 
Proofs  are  adduced  in  the  statement,  but 
they  are  from  ecclesiastical  and  political 
sources  alone.     The  Synod  of  the  United 
Presbyterian   Church   and  the   General 
Assembly  of  the  Free  Church  are  cited 
as  having  passed  resolutions  in  favour  of 
Disestablishment,    but     these     Church 
Courts  are  not  the  people  of  Scotland. 
Nor  do  they  represent  all  the  members 
of  their  Churches.     We  know  that  many 
Free  Churchmen   are   strongly  opposed 
to  Disestablishment ;  and  as  to  the  United 
Presbyterian     Church,    although  votes 
have  been  carried   unanimously  in  its 
Synod,  those  who  have  personal  acquain- 
tance with  its  ministers  and  members 
have  been  aware  that  there  are  many  in 
that  denomination  who  have  no  sympathy 
with   the  Disestablishment    movement. 
We   now   have    proof    of    this,  for   on 
the    16th   ult.   a   large   and   influential 
meeting  of  lay  members  of  the  United 
Presbyterian  Church  was  held  at  Glas- 
gow to  memorialise  the  Synod  against  the 
existence  and  action  of  the  Synod's  Com- 
mittee on  Disestablishment  and  Disen- 
dowment.     It  was  declared  at  that  meet- 
ing that  the  Memorialists  held  "  various 
opinions/'  as  by  the  constitution  of  their 
Church  they  were  at  liberty  to  do  "  as 
to  the  wisdom  of  the  policy  of  Dises- 
tablishment and  Disendowment ;  but  that 
they  were  "at  one  in   the  belief  that 
agitation  in  support  of  that  policy  by  a 
Committee    acting    under    ecclesiastical, 
authority  "  was  "  inexpedient."    Another 
proof  given    in    the  printed  statement 
that   the  people  wish  for   Disestablish- 
ment,    is      that      at     a     meeting    of 
400    Home     Rule     Liberal     delegates, 
held    in    Glasgow    in    November    last, 
it    was    agreed    that     Disestablishment 
in  Scotland  "  must  be  kept  in  the  front 
rank  of  the  Liberal  Programme."    There 
hhas  thus  been  a  resolution  in  favour  of 
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Disestablishment  by  a  certain  political 
organisation  and  by  certain  Church 
Courts.  But  these  are  not  *'  the  people  of 
Scotland."  To  say  so  is  an  error  of  the 
same  nature,  though  not  of  the  same 
degree,  as  that  of  the  historical  tailors  of 
Tooley  Street,  who  represented  them- 
selves as  the  people  of  England.  I  would 
ask,  where  have  there  been  any  public 
meetings  in  Scotland  in  favour  of  Dis- 
establishment, for,  say,  the  last  five 
years?  But  as  to  the  wishes  of  the 
people  of  Scotland,  what  do  we  know? 
Last  year  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  speaking 
at  St.  Austell,  expressed  himself  to  the 
effect  that  "  The  sense  of  Scotland  had 
now  been  sufficiently  and  unequivocally 
declared  "  by  two  votes  in  this  House. 
But  what  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
previously  said?  In  November,  1885, 
addressing  his  constituents  in  answer 
to  a  question  "whether  he  would 
would  take  the  vote' on  the  Resolution  of 
the  Member  for  the  College  Division  as 
indicative  of  the  state  of  Scottish 
opinion/'  he  said — 

"  If  I  am  right  in  saying  that  every  Liberal 
voter  ought  to  support  a  competent  Liberal 
'candidate,  whatever  be  his  opinions  on  the 
Church  qaestion,  then,  of  coarse,  it  folio ws  that 
no  such  resolution  can  be  accepted  as  conclu- 
sive, because,  as  I  said,  the  men  were  elected 
on  the  general  grounds  of  Liberalism  and  were 
not  elected  on  the  Church  question." 

So  much  for  the  Parliament  then  sitting. 
What  of  the  present  Parliament?  It 
was  elected  on  the  question  of  the 
government  of  Ireland  and  not  on  the 
Church  question.  At  the  elections  in 
Scotland  the  Church  question  was  scarcely 
mentioned.  It  follows,  therefore,  that  a 
vote  on  the  Resolution  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber can  no  more  be  accepted  in  this 
Parliament  than  in  last  as  conclusive  of 
the  opinions  on  this  question  of  the 
people  of  Scotland.  And  what  were  these 
two  votes?  In  1886,  out  of  72  Scotch 
Members,  25  voted  for  the  Motion,  and 
in  1888  38  voted  for  it.  On  a  subject 
upon  which  the  Representatives  had  no 
mandate  'from  their  constituents,  the 
vote  of  a  bare  majority  is  held  to  be  an 
unequivocal  declaration  of  the  sense  of 
Scotland  !  But  it  seems  to  me  we  have 
a  somewhat  better  criterion  of  the  opinion 
of  Scotland  than  can  be  got  from  any 
vote  in  this  House  taken  in  that  way.  I 
refer  to  what  happened  at  the  last  two 
bye-elections,  where  the  candidates  who 


advocated  Disestablishment  were  un- 
successful, and  the  candidates  who  were 
opposed  to  Disestablishment  were  re- 
turned. So  far,  then,  as  the  evidence  of 
elections  goes,  the  most  recent  informa- 
tion gives  the  sense  of  Scotland  against 
this  Motion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  in  address- 
ing his  constituents  in  1879,  put  aside 
the  idea  that  there  was  any  danger  of 
this  question  being  disposed  of  without  a* 
fair  trial  and  a  full  consideration  of  the 
case  by  the  peop'e  of  Scotland.  Such  a 
fair  trial  and  full  consideration  is  exactly 
what  the  Church  demands.  The  Com- 
mittee on  Church  Interests,  who 
are  authorised  to  speak  for  the 
Church  in  this  matter,  have  said  that 
they  would  acquiesce  in  any  method  in 
which  a  decision  of  the  people  could  be 
taken  on  the  question  by  fair  and  honour- 
able means,  and  as  a  distinct  and  separate 
issue.  The  Disestablishment  Council  in 
their  statement  have  objected  by  antici- 
pation to  8;  plebiscite.  The  Church  is 
not  afraid  of  a  plebiscite.  It  has  never 
asked  for  one.  It  does  not  demand  any 
particular  way  of  taking  the  decision. 
But  it  claims  that  if  the  opinion  of  the 
people  is  to  be  taken,  it  must  be  taken 
on  this  as  a  separate  question,  and  not 
mixed  up  and  entangled  with  questions 
of  Party  politics.  As  to  the  position  of 
the  Church,  there  is  no  warrant  for  such 
a  Motion  as  this  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  College  Division.  The  numerical 
strength*  of  the  Church  is  undoubtedly 
of  some  importance  in  a  question  of  this 
kind,  but  it  is  not  the  only  thing  to  be 
considered.  The  question  is  not  how 
many  members  there  are  in  the  Church 
of  Scotland,  but  what  proportion  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  have  any  wish  that 
the  Church  should  be  disestablished. 
The  Church  has  many  ardent  defenders 
who  do  not  belong  to  its  communion. 
The  Petitions  the  other  year  to  which  I 
have  already  referred  had  the  signatures 
of  150,000  persons  who  were  nojb  in  the 
communion  of  the  Church.  Still,  the 
number  claiming  the  Church  as  theirs 
is  a  question  of  importance,  and  hpw  is 
the  information  to  be  obtained?  [An 
hon.  Member:  "Census."]  A  Census 
would  give  us  most  valuable  information 
on  that  point,  and  I  hope  it  is  not  too 
late  yet  to  have  a  column  in  the  forth- 
coming Census  giving  religious  denomina- 
tions.    But  it  is  not  the  fault  of  the 
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friends  of  the  Church  that  such  a  Census 
was  not  taken  on  the  last  occasion.  But 
in  the  absence  of  that,  some  approxima- 
tion to  precise  information  may  be 
obtained  from  the  statistics  of  the 
Registrar  General.  From  these  it  ap- 
pears that  47  per  cent,  of  the 
marriages  in  Scotland  are  solemnised  in 
connection  with  the  Church  of  Scotland. 
Deducting  Roman  Catholic  marriages 
and  irregular  marriages,  the  proportion 
of  Protestant  marriages  solemnised  by 
the  Church  of  Scotland  is  53  per  cent. 
The  communicants  of  the  Church 
number  581,568,  and  those  of  all  the 
other  Protestant  denominations  520,730, 
showing  a  majority  for  the  Church  of 
Scotland  of  60,800.  In  the  statement 
which  they  have  issued,  the  Disestab- 
lishment Council  venture  to  say  that 
there  are  good  grounds  for  calling  in 
question  the  large  membership  claimed 
by  the  Established  Church.  This 
serious  charge  of  misrepresentation 
is  made  upon  the  ground  that  taking  the 
statistics  of  congregations  of  the  churches 
in  Perthshire,  the  numbers  connected 
with  the  various  churches  would  ex- 
ceed the  whole  population  of  the  county ; 
and,  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  there 
must  be  a  mistake  somewhere,  in  the 
Church  of  Scotland  or  the  Free  Church 
or  the  United  Presbyterian  Church 
statistics,  they  assume  that  the  fault 
must  be  with  the  Church  of  Scotland ! 
The  Church  of  Scotland  challenges  scru- 
tiny of  her  statistics.  The  membership 
in  the  different  parishes  is  published  in 
the  Year  Book,  and  the  accuracy  of  the 
figures  can  easily  be  inquired  into ;  and 
as  this  case  has  been  so  directly  men- 
tioned in  statements  by  our  opponents,  I, 
holding  the  position  of  Convener  of  the 
Church  Committee  on  Statistics,  under- 
take to  make  inquiry  in  any  case  where 
it  is  thought  by  any  of  our  friends  that 
explanation  is  required.  The  Disestablish- 
ment statement,  which  has  been 
circulated,  refers  to  the  fact  that  the 
increase  of  Church  membership,  as  re- 
ported last  year,  was  not  so  great  as  in 
previous'years ;  but  no  mention  is  made 
of  the  mot  that  this  difference  is  due 
to  stricter  rules  having  been  introduced 
in  revising  communion  rolls.  The  state- 
ment compares  the  increase  in'  the 
different  Churches  in  the  last  year,  but 
avoids  the  comparison  of  the  last  two 
or  four  years,  which  would  have  shown 
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the  following  increase — for  the  last  two 
years,  for  the  Church  of  Scotland, 
10,539  ;  for  the  Free  Church,  5,129  ;  and 
for  the  United  Presbyterian  Church, 
900 ;  or  for  the  last  four  years,  for  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  25,946 ;  for  the 
Free  Church,  9,199  ;  and  for  the  United 
Presbyterian  Church,  2,981.  I  may 
mention  that  the  statistics  which  will 
shortly  be  published  will  show  an 
increase  for  the  Church  of  Scotland 
in  the  past  12  months  of  about  7,000. 
No  one  with  any  acquaintance  with 
Scotland  can  doubt  that  the  Established 
Church  is  steadily  and,  in  many  places, 
rapidly  increasing  throughout  the 
country.  The  Disestablishment  state- 
ment calls  attention  to  its  position  in  the 
Highlands,  and  gives  statistics  with 
reference  to  12  parishes  in  which 
the  Church  membership  is  very 
small.  Ever  since  the  Disruption  of 
1843  the  Church  has  been  weak  in  some 

• 

parts  of  the  Gaelic  Highlands,  and  the 
1 2  parishes  mentioned  are  the  worst, 
that  is,  the  weakest,  of  the  weak  places. 
Yet  the  case  is  not  so  bad  as  it  is  repre- 
sented to  be.  Let  it  be  remembered 
that  these  are  12  parishes  out  of  1,330. 
Then,  they  are  all  what  are  called 
Parliamentary  Churches,  in  remote  parts 
of  the  Highlands — churches  for  which 
it  was  very  difficult  for  many  years  to 
get  ministers,  and  several  of  them 
remained  closed  for  some  years  after 
1843.  It  must  be  remembered,  too, 
that  the  figures  quoted  represent  the 
number  of  communicants  in  each  parish, 
not  the  number  of  the  congregation.  The 
significance  of  the  distinction  between 
communicants  and  congregation  will  be 
understood  by  all  who  know  anything  of 
Church  life  in  the  Gaelic  Highlands.  It 
must  not  be  supposed  that  there  is  no 
Church  work  done  where  membership  or 
even  congregations  are  very  small.  The 
Church  of  Scotland  is  admittedly  weak 
in  numbers  in  the  four  northern  counties. 
But  even  in  those  counties  its  position 
has  been  steadily  improving  for  some 
years  past.  Turning  again  to  the 
Registrar  General's  statistics,  the 
marriages  during  the  last  year  for 
which  a  Report  is  published,  connected 
with  the  Church  of  Scotland  in  Caith- 
ness were  63  out  of  a  total  of  187,  in 
Sutherland  26  out  of  72,  in  Ross  and 
Cromarty  44  out  of  285,  and  in  Inver- 
ness  112  out  of  362.     In  Argyleshire 
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and  Perthshire  the  Church  of  Scotland 
is  more  influential  and  numerous  than 
the   Free  Church.      And  it   is    to  be 
remembered  with  respect  to  the  High- 
lands that,  however  small  the  congrega- 
tions of  the  Church  of  Scotland  may  still 
be  in  some  places,  there  is  no  sympathy, 
or  very  little  sympathy,  in  the  Highlands 
with  this  movement  for  Disestablishment 
and  Disendowment.     The  United  Pres- 
byterian Church,  which  claims  to  be  the 
most    thorough-going  representative   of 
the  voluntary  principle,  has  almost  no 
place  whatever  in  the  Gaelic  Highlands. 
I  make  out  only  six  congregations  in  the 
North    Highlands     belonging    to     that 
Church.     The  Free  Church  is  the  strong 
Church  in  that  district,  but  it  is  the  Free 
Church  as  founded  by  Dr.  Chalmers  and 
others,  holding  the  principle  of  National 
Establishment ;  and  the  Marquess  of  Lome, 
when  a  Member  of  this  House,  presented 
a  Petition  signed  by  51,000  persons  be- 
longing to  the  Free  Church  in  the  High- 
lands against  Disestablishment  and  Disen- 
dowment. Now,  to  have  done  with  this 
question  of  statistics,  I  must  notice  the 
extraordinary  error,  which  is  unaccount- 
able   in    a   paper    emanating    from    a 
Council  sitting  in  Edinburgh,  as  to  the 
number  of  churches    belonging  to  the 
various  Religious  Denominations.     The 
Church  of  Scotland    is    represented  as 
having  only  1,325  churches  ;  but  the  fact 
is  that  it  has  1,330  parish  churches  alone, 
174  non-parochial  churches,  and  146  mis- 
sion stations,  or  a  total  of  1,650.  Then  this 
statement  makes  a  more  serious  charge 
against  the  Church  than  any  I  have  yet 
mentioned,  with  regard  to  the  appropria- 
tion of  money  belonging  to  the  poor.  This 
charge  refers  to  the  ordinary  church- 
door  collections.     These  are  now  applied, 
since  the    Poor  Law  Act  was  passed, 
by  the  Kirk  Sessions — the  office-bearers 
of    the    different     parishes — to   aiding 
poor  persons,  so  far  as  they  see  fit,  and 
to  the  general  expenses  of  the  Parish 
Church,  so  far  as  not  met  by  the  assess- 
ment on  heritors.      A  Report  by  each 
Kirk  Session  is   annually  sent  to  the 
Board  of  Supervision,  as  is  required  by 
statute,  but  the  Board  does  not  interfere 
with  the  discretion   of   Kirk'  Sessions. 
The   congregations,   who    give  the    col- 
lections,    know     perfectly     well     how 
the  money  is  expended  by  the    Kirk 
Sessions,  and  we  know  that  if  it  were 
ordered  to  be  expended  in  the  relief  of 


the  poor  rate  there  would  immediately 
be  an  end  to  the  collections.  There  is 
no  misappropriation  of  money  where  it  is 
applied  as  the  donors  understand  and 
intend.  This  "flagrant  misappropria- 
tion," as  the  statement  calls  it,  is  a 
gigantic  mare's  nest.  The  Established 
Church  is  the  Church  of  the  poor.  The 
parish  minister  is  there  for  the  purpose  of 
givingTiis  services  to  rich  and  poor  alike, 
and  the  poorest  in  the  congregation  have 
the  same  claim  upon  him  as  the  richest. 
Reference  has  been  made  to  the  public 
endowments  of  the  Church,  and  the 
question  has  been  raised  as  to  whose 
patrimony  these  are.  They  are  not  the 
patrimony  of  the  Church,  but  of  the 
people,  but  for  a  particular  purpose — for 
the  maintenance  of  religious  ordinances. 
They  represent  what  has  been  saved  of 
the  endowments  of  the  old  pre-Refor- 
mation  Church,  and  they  are  not 
given  now  at  the  expense  of  anyone. 
They  almost  all  had  their  origin 
in  private  religious  gifts,  but  they  are 
now  given  at  the  cost  of  no  one.  The 
stipends  are  paid  by  the  heritors  not  out 
of  their  own  pockets,  but  from  the  teind, 
which  is  a  burden  upon  their  lands;  and  so 
also  for  the  maintenance  of  the  ecclesiastical 
buildings  there  is  an  assessment  on  the 
heritors,  but  it  is  no  grievance  to  the 
heritors  to  pay  this,  for  they  inherited 
or  bought  their  property  subject  te 
these  burdens.  It  is  the  land  which  provides 
these  endowments.  These  endowments 
are  not  the  property  of  the  country  as  a 
whole — they  are  the  property  of  the 
several  parishes  ;  and  it  would  be  an  in- 
justice to  propose  to  take  the  endow- 
ments of  the  different  parishes  andpu  t  them 
into  a  general  fund.  The  endowments  of 
a  parish  belong  to  that  parish  alone. 
But  it  has  been  asked  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Aberdeenshire  (Mr. 
Esslemont)  why  have  not  the  holders  of 
these  endowments — why  have  not  the 
parish  ministers  —  divided  the  endow- 
ments with  the  ministers  of  new  churches 
built  within  their  parishes?  The  answer  is 
because  the  money  is  not  sufficient ;  the 
old  parish  endowment  is  not  more  than  is 
necessary  for  the  support  of  one  man. 
Instead  of  asking  the  parish  minister  to- 
give  assistance  out  of  his  stipend,  the 
Church  has  erected  new  parishes 
an£  endowed  them  by  voluntary  sub- 
scription. Since  1843  there  have  been 
366  parish  churches  added  where  they 
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were  needed.  In  most  cases  new  churches 
have  been  built ;  but  where  there  was  a 
church  already  existing  it  had  to  be 
cleared  from  all  debt,  and  an  endowment 
found  for  it.  This  the  Church  of  Scotland 
has  done  by  voluntary  effort  without  one 
farthing  of  State  assistance.  It  is  said 
this  is  an  argument  for  voluntaryism,  but 
it  is  nothing  of  the  kind.  This  liberality 
was  evoked  because  of  the  establishment 
and  endowment  principle ;  because  these 
-churches  were  to  be  in  connection  with 
the  Established  Church  they  were 
founded,  and  subscribers  bestowed  their 
favour  on  them,  and  they  have  given 
their  favour  in  the  form  of  permanent 
endowments.  Aggression  on  the  part 
of  the  Church,  then,  has  been  not  aggres- 
sion against  its  neighbours,  but  against 
irreligion.  It  is  said  that  the  Church 
Interests  Committee  under  my  noble 
Friend  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh  is 
forcing-  Disestablishment  to  the  front, 
but  what  the  Church  Interests  Committee 
is  doing  is  only  to  urge  Churchmen  to 
make  sure  of  the  sentiments  of  candidates 
•on  this  particular  question,  what- 
ever  may  be  their  position  as  to  poli- 
tical parties.  Is  it  not  time  to 
do  this  ?  Is  it  not  necessary  when  Home 
Rule  Liberal  leaders  have  agreed  that 
Disestablishment  "  must  be  kept  in  the 
front  rank  of  the  Liberal  programme  "  1  I 
suppose  a  reference  to  giving  "a  new 
lease  of  political  life  to  the  Tory  Party  " 
may  account  for  this  Papar  not  being 
circulated  among  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  yet 
I  suppose  we  must  not  say  this 
is  a  political  movement — this  cry  for 
Disestablishment !  The  plea  of  religious 
equality  is  put  forward ;  and  here  we 
leave  the  field  of  Scotland  for  that  of 
the  wide  world,  and  come  upon  really 
what  is  the  main  argument  of  the 
opponents  of  the  Church — an  argument 
which  is  aimed  against  having  an  Es- 
tablished Church  anywhere.  I  hope  our 
English  friends  will  take  not3  of  this 
fact.  Now,  I  grant  that  there  cannot  be 
absolute  religious  equality  with  an 
Established  Church — because  there  is  ne- 
cessarily a  distinction,  whatever  it  may 
amount  to,  between  a  Church  that  is 
recognised  and  a  Church  that  is  not 
recognised  by  the  SUte,  as  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  But  this  inequality, 
although  it  is  inevitable,  need  not  be 
serious  or  amount  to  a  grievarce  to  any 
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one.  It  does  not  amount  to  a  grievance 
to  any  one  in  Scotland.  If  there  are 
privileges  connected  with  the  Church 
that  press  unfairly  on  non-Established 
Churches  and  amount  to  an  injustice, 
let  them  be  removed  by  all  means; 
but  I  know  of  no  such  injustice 
in  Scotland.  The  only  thing  in 
Scotland  that  is  a  grievance  in  con- 
nection with  the  Established  Church 
which  I  can  think  of  at  the  moment,  is 
the  incidence  of  the  ecclesiastical  assess- 
ment for  Church  and  Manse  buildings 
upon  feuars.  It  is  a  grievance,  because 
feuars  did  not  expect  to  be  made  liable 
to  the  assessment.  It  is  only  by  a 
comparatively  recent  decision  it  is  found 
it  must  be  so.  An  effort  has  been  made 
to  relieve  them  of  that  grievance,  without 
injury  to  any  one,  but  assistance  has  not 
been  received  from  the  Opposition. 
From  the  way  in  which  the  subject  of 
religious  equality  is  sometimes  spoken  of 
it  would  almost  appear  as  if  dissenters 
from  the  Established  Church'  think  it  a 
hardship  to  be  recognised  as  Dissenters. 
Now,  I  do  not  understand  this.  They 
dissent  because  they  are  more  scrupulous 
than  members  of  the  Church,  in  their 
view  of  some  points  of  doctrine  or 
practice,  and  they  ought  not  surely  to 
object  to  this  being  known.  They  glory 
in  their  position,  in  one  sense,  and  yet  we 
find  them  sometimes  resenting  the  re 
cognition  of  their  position.  But  if 
we  are  to  have  absolute  religious 
equality,  a  good  deal  mora  will  have 
to  be  done  than  the  Disestablishment  and 
Disendowment  of  the  Church  of  Soot- 
land.  We  have  a  Protestant  Monarchy 
and  a  Protestant  Constitution.  We  recog- 
nise our  National  Protestantism  as  a 
guarantee  to  us  of  our  civil  and 
religious  liberty.  Even  our  Roman 
Catholic  fellow-countrymen  are  pro- 
tected in  their  liberties  by  our  Protes- 
tantism. It  is  in  their  interest  as  well 
as  in  that  of  others  that  our 
Protestant  Constitution  be  maintained. 
Our  laws,  our  State,  our  public 
life  are  based  on  the  recognition  of  the 
Christian  religion  ;  but  all  this  will  have 
to  be  surrendered  if  absolute  religious 
equality  is  to  be  our  guiding  principle. 
If,  then,  we  are  not  prepared  to  dispense 
with  an  Established  Church  as  connecting 
the  State  with  Christianity,  how  does  the 
case  stand  in  Scotland  ?  I  put  aside,  for 
the  moment,   all  arguments  connected 
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with  the  past — with  the  historic  past— 
and  ask  attention  to  present  circum- 
stances alone.  This  Church  has  the 
largest  membership  of  any  in  Scotland. 
It  represents,  both  as  to  religions 
creed  and  as  to  Church  government,  the 
opinions  of  some  80  per  cent,  of  the 
Scottish  people;  and  it  enjoys  the 
acquiescence  and  goodwill,  in  its  posi- 
tion as  an  Established  Church,  of 
the  great  body  of  the  people.  It  is, 
therefore,  not  a  Church  to  be  disestab- 
lished and  disendowed.  We  have  arrived 
this  year  at  the  bi-centenary  of  what 
is  known  in  Scottish  Church  history  as 
the  Revolution  Settlement;  surely  the 
occasion  is  not  to  be  celebrated  by  passing 
such  a  Resolution  as  the  one  now  before 
the  House ! 

C10.55.)  Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE 
(Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  The  hon- 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  has 
thought  it  worth  while  to  refer  to  a 
declaration  of  mine  which  I  will  pre- 
sently allude  to.  He  has  already  re- 
ferred to  a  declaration  made,  as  he 
stated,  by  the  electors  of  Mid  Lothian 

showing  the  majority  of  constituents  in 
that  county,  which  he  stated  at  67  per 
cent.,  to  be  adverse  to  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Scotch  Church.  If  my 
memory  serves  me,  that  declaration  did 
not  embrace  all  the  parishes  of  the 
county;  but  certain  of  those  parishes 
were  left  out  on  principles  which  no 
doubt  approved  themselves  to  the  pro- 
moters of  the  declaration.  I  will  not 
enter  upon  a  discussion  of  that  declara- 
tion, because  an  attempt  to  appreciate  it 
with  exactitude  might  lead  me  into  in- 
vidious remarks.  What  I  say,  in  answer 
to  my  hon.  Friend,  is  that  I  shall  be  most 
happy  to  answer  the  electors  of  Mid 
Lothian  for  my  conduct  in  respect  to 
that  declaration,  and  for  the  vote  I  am 
about  to  give  to-night ;  and  not  only  so, 
but  I  shall  be  thankful  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  to  the  hon.  Member  if 
he  uses  his  influence  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  that  direction,  if  they 
will  give  me  that  opportunity  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment.  Then  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  receive  the  fullest  satis- 
faction, I  have  no  doubt,  at  all  events 
with  regard  to  that  portion  of  his  speech. 
The  speech  of  the    hon.  Member   has 


suggested,  to  my  mind,  this  question — 
Upon  what  ground  of  principle  is  the 
Established  Church  of  Scotland  defended? 
The  whole  of  his  speech  has  consisted  of 
observations  in  detail,  showing  how  re- 
spectable and  creditable  the  Church  of 
Scotland  is,  in  the  activity  and  devotion 
of  its  members,  which  no  one  will 
dispute,  or  showing  that  some  par- 
ticular piece  of  evidence  alleged  by 
the  promoters  of  this  Motion  is  of 
smaller  value  than  they  have  esteemed 
it  to  be.  In  point  of  fact,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  looked  at  the  crop  in 
the  field,  but  at  the  gleanings  he  could 
pick  up.  He  has  endeavoured  to  con- 
struct a  case  out  of  almost  infinitesimal 
particulars  on  which  to  justify  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  national  establishment. 
It  was  stated,  I  think  well,  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Aberdeen- 
shire, that  the  burden  of  proof  in  a  case 
of  this  kind  rests  with  those  who  main- 
tain the  principle  of  establishment. 
["  Oh,  oh."]  Is  it  not  so  ?  ["  No,  no."] 
Is  it  not  so?  (""No."]  Then  it  is  con- 
tended that,  when  one  religious  body  out 
of  a  number  is  invested  with  exclusive 
possession  of  national  treasure  for  the 
purposes  of  religious  worship,  that  one 
privileged  religious  body  is  under  no 
obligation  whatever  to  show  reasons  for 
the  preference.  That  is  the  doctrine  of 
those  Gentlemen  who  cry  "  No."  I  am 
not  saying  whether  they  show  reasons  or 
not ;  but  I  am  saying  it  is  their  duty  to 
show  reason.  What  are  the  reasons 
upon  which  the  maintenance  of  a  religious 
Establishment  may  be  defended  ?  I  am 
not  going  to  argue  this  question  on 
abstract  principles.  Many  Members  of 
this  House  lay  it  down  as  a  first  principle 
of  politics  that  in  no  case  can  the  main- 
tenance of  a  religious  establishment  be 
defended.  I  do  not  intend  to  argue  the 
question  upon  that  ground,  and  I  leave 
that  principle  apart,  without  either 
affirming  or  denying  it.  I  look  at  this 
case  as  a  case  to  be  decided  upon  its  own 
merits  with  reference  to  the  wants  and 
the  circumstances  of  Scotland.  Now, 
Sir,  I  ask  what  are  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  existence  of  a  religious 
establishment  can  be  pleaded  ?  As  far 
as  1  know  they  have  always  been  these 
four — either  that  the  religions  establish- 
ment was  performing  some  special 
religious     work     in    the    country — for 
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instance,  such  as  the  care  of  the  poor — 
which  no  other  body  could  perform,  or 
that  it  was  testifying  to  the  maintenance 
of  certain  truths  and  doctrines  which  no 
other  religious  body  could  so  effectually 
maintain,  or  that  it  was  the  Church  to 
which  the  decided  majority  of  the  people 
belonged,  or,  finally,  that  it  was  the 
Church  to  which  either  the  decided 
majority  of  the  people  belonged,  or,  even 
without  belonging  to  it,  yet  wished  to 
maintain  in  the  position  of  the  National 
Church  Establishment.  Those  are  the 
arguments  which  have  often  been 
pleaded,  and  which  possibly  might  pre- 
vail with  a  majority  of  this  House  for 
the  maintenance  of  our  interest  in  a 
religious  establishment.  But  how  can 
any  of  those  four  arguments  be  main- 
tained in  the  case  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  ?  That  is  the  question  which  I 
propose  to  try.  It  is  idle  to  say  that  the 
Church  of  Scotland  is  doing  good  work. 
It  is  a  body  composed  of  men  who,  as  far 
as  the  laity  are  concerned,  may,  I 
believe,  bear  a  fair  comparison  with  the 
members  of  other  religious  communions, 
and  as  far  as  their  clergy  are  concerned, 
everybody  acknowledges  the  merits 
of  their  devotion  to  their  duties; 
but  those  qualities  the  Church  of 
Scotland  shares  with  all  the  other 
religious  bodies  known  to  exist  in  Scot- 
land, and  consequently  they  are  qualities 
which  form  no  ground  whatever  for  the 
preference  of  an  exclusive  position.  As 
far  as  the  poor  are  concerned,  in  my 
opinion  it  would  be  idle  to  contend  that 
the  Established  Church  of  Scotland  was 
concerned  with  the  poor  of  that  country 
in  any  sense  except  in  that  important 
sense  in  which  every  religious  com- 
munion of  the  country  is  concerned  with 
them  by  exercising  a  most  beneficial 
influence,  so  that  that  ground  for  pre- 
ference for  the  Established  Church  does 
not  exist.  Well,  Sir,  as  regards  the 
question  of  testimony  to  particular 
truths,  which  I  refer  to  rather  as  what 
has  been  historically  available  in  other 
times  than  as  a  topic  which  would  very 
much  avail  at  the  present  period.  It 
was  greatly  urged  in  the  case  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland  that  it  was  necessary 
to  maintain  it  as  a  protest  against  the 
real  or  supposed  influence  or  the  possible 
influence  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
in  that  country.  Now,  Sir,  is  the 
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Established  Church  of  Scotland  to  be 
maintained  upon  the  ground  that  it  is 
the  only  and  the  e  ential  defender  of 
the  principles  of  the  Presbyterian  religion 
in  Scotland?  Why,  Sir,  it  would  be 
ludicrous  to  adopt  such  a  plea  in  defence 
of  the  Established  Church  of  Scotland. 
If  there  are  in  Scotland  to  be  found 
those  who  in  a  peculiar  and  pre-eminent 
sense  are  the  representatives  of  the 
Scottish  Reformation  and  its  principles, 
they  are  to  be  found;  not  in  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Scotland,  but  in  the 
Free  Church  of  Scotland  and  in  the 
United  Presbyterian  body.  These  are 
the  persons  among  whom  the  distinctive 
principles  of  the  Scottish  Reformation 
are  maintained  ;  and  I  was  surprised 
when  I  heard  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  quietly  stating  that  the  Church 
of  Scotland  was  really  in  substantial 
correspondence  with  the  Church  of 
England  as  to  the  position  it  occupied  in 
the  religious  world  of  that  country.  The 
hon.  Member  seems  to  blot  out  from  his 
recollection  everything  that  happened 
between  the  time  of  Mary,  Queen  of  Scots, 
and  the  time  of  the  Scottish  Union. 
What  were  the  relations  between  the 
Presbyterians  of  Scotland  and  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  English  Church  in 
Scotland  during  the  reign  of  Charles  II., 
at  the  period  of  the  Revolution  and  at 
the  period  of  the  Union  ?  Why,  Sir,  the 
history  of  this  country  —  a  highly 
honourable  history  in  many  respects  of 
free  and  courageous  assertion  of  con* 
scientious  convictions — utterly  contra- 
dicts the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  testifies  to  the  sharp  antagonism 
which  at  that  period  prevailed  between 
the  representatives  of  the  Church  of 
England  and  the  genuine  and  thorough- 
going Presbyterians  of  Scotland.  I  will 
not  enter  into  the  question  whether  in 
every  case  the  existence  of  an  Established 
Church  is  a  grievance  to  those  who  do 
not  belong  to  it ;  but  I  am  inclined  to 
think  it  is  not  altogether  unreasonable  if 
the  members  of  the  Free  Church  of 
Scotland  and  of  the  United  Presbyterian 
body  regard  it  as  a  grievance  in  Scotland ; 
and  on  these  two  specific  grounds.  In 
the  first  place,  it  is  they  who  went  out 
into  the  desert,  so  to  speak,  relinquishing 
all  the  temporal  advantages  of  Establish- 
ment, and  undertaking  all  the  responsi- 
bility at  a  moment's  notice  of  provision 
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for  themselves,  not  because  they  differed 
from  the  historical  basis  of  that  Presby- 
terian Church,  but  because  they  were 
anxious  to  maintain  it  intact  in  its  full 
force  and  integrity;  and,  secondly, 
because  in  1874  a  measure  was  passed  in 
relation  to  Church  patronage  the  whole 
effect  of  which  could  only  be — and  I  am 
bound  in  honesty  to  say  that  in  my 
belief  the  intention  only  was — to  draw 
back  piecemeal  and  man  by  man  as  far 
as  possible  from  the  Free  Church  and 
the  United  Presbyterian  body — and  from 
the  Free  Church  particularly — those 
whom  in  1843  they  had  compelled  to 
undertake  the  responsibility  of  provision 
for  themselves.  According  to  modern 
principles,  perhaps  the  fairest  of  these 
arguments  to  which  I  have  referred  for 
an  Established  Church  is  that  it  is  the 
Church  of  the  decided  majority  of  the 
people  of  the  country.  But  is  the  Presby- 
terian Church  of  Scotland  the  Church  of 
the  decided  majority  of  the  people  1  ■ 

•Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL :  Certainly. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Then  you 
maintain  that'  it  is  certainly  the  Church 
of  the  decided  majority  ? 

•Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL :   Yes. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :   I  admire 

the  boldness  of  that  assertion.     I  hope 

the  hon.  Member  will  have  an  opportunity 

of  producing  his  arguments  and  proofs ; 

but  what  1  have  observed  is  this :  that  as 
we  have  heard  of  those  who  are  more 
Royalist  than  the  King  and  more 
Popish  than  the  Pope,  so  here  is  a 
Gentleman,  sitting  on  the  benches  of 
this  House,  who  claims  for  the  Esta- 
blished Church  of  Scotland,  and  who 
offers  to  prove  a  great  deal  more  than 
the  representatives  of  that  Established 
Church  claim  for  themselves. 

Sib  A.  CAMPBELL  (Renfrew,  N.) : 
The  Presbyterian  Church. 

Mb.  W.  E,  GLADSTONE  :  I  beg  your 

pardon,  I  said  the  Established  Church. 

Surely  no  hon.  Gentleman  supposes  I 

am  saying  the  Presbyterian  Church  is 

not  the  Church  of  the  majority.  On  the 
contrary,  it  has  been  urged  that  if  you 
accede  to  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
you  will  lay  the  foundation  for  re- 
uniting   in    one    religious    communion 


three-fourths  of  the  people  of  Scotland. 
Then  it  is  admitted  that  the  Established 
Church  of  Scotland  is  in  a  minority. 
["No."]  If  it  is  not  admitted  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  it  is  admitted  by  the 
representatives  of  the  Established 
Church,  who  have  circulated  among  us 
for  our  information  a  statement  which 
represents  their  case,' a  as  it  was  very 
natural  they  should  represent  it>  in 
the  most  favourable  form.  What  is 
that  statement?  It  is  a  statement 
of  the  number  of  marriages  according 
to  the  rites  of  the  different  religious 
communities  in  Scotland,  and,  according 
to  that  statement,  themarriages  performed 
according  to  the  rites  of  the  Established 
Church  of  Scotland  are  a  trifle  under  47 

per  cent,  of  the  whole.  I  understand 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  maintain  that 
according  to  the  laws  of  his  arithmetic 
47  per  cent,  is  more  than  53  per  cent. 
Because,  unless  that  is  so,  by  the  asser- 
tion of  the  champions  of  the  Established 
Church  it  is  the  Church  of  the  minority 
of  the  population.  I  am  bound  to  say 
that,  in  my  opinion,  these  statistics 
represent  the  case  too  .favourably  for 
the  Established  Church.  If  the  same 
figures  were  taken  for  England  I  think 
you  would  find  that  between  three* 
fourths  and  four-fifths  of  the  population 
appeared  by  the  marriage  statistics 
to  belong  to  the  Established  Church. 
Every  one  knows  that  marriage  statistics 
represent  on  behalf  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  more  than  is  her  due. 
It  is  admitted  that  the  Established 
Church  of  Scotland  is  the  Church  of  the 
minority.  How  is  it  with  regard  to  the 
fourth  of  the  grounds  I  have  referred  to 
— namely,  that  although  it  may  not 
represent  the  religious  convictions  and 
associations  of  a  majority  of  the  popula- 
tion, yet  it  does  represent  the  wish  of 
a  majority  of  the  population  that  it 
should  be  maintained  as  the  Established 
Church  of  the  country  1  In  my  opinion, 
that  is  a  question  which  we  ought  most 
carefully  to  examine  and  probe  to  the 
bottom.  My  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  Rossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)  was  the  leader  of  the  Liberal  party 
in  1877,  when  he  used  these  words  in 
this  House,  and  was  received  with  cheers 
when  he  used  them : — 

44  All  I  can  say  is  that  whenever  Scotoh 
opinion,  or  even  Scotoh   Liberal  opinion,  is 
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fully  formed  on  this  subject  I  think  I  may 
venture  to  say  on  behalf  of  the  Liberal  Party  as. 
a  whole,  that  they  will  be  prepared  to  deal 
with  the  question." 

After  my  noble  Friend  had  made  that 

declaration  I  took  an  early  opportunity 

of  expressing  my  full  concurrence  with 

him  in  the  spirit  of  that  declaration.    In 

the  spirit  of  that  declaration  I  waited 

until  the  evidence  in  the  case,  according 

to  the  best  of  the  powers  I  had  of  testing 

it,  should  come  to  be  clear  and  con- 
clusive. I  think,  Sir,  we  have  now 
reached  that  point.  I  cannot  doubt  that 
the  declarations  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
on  this  question  are  sufficient  to  leave 
no  doubt  in  the  minds  of  Members 
of  this  House,  if  they  believe  in 
the  Parliamentary  representative-  system 
under  which  the  country  is  governed. 
It  is  all  very  well  for  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  to  refer  to 
Petitions  presented,  and  to  pass  by 
entirely  the  question  what  is  the  sense 
of  the  regularly  chosen  Representatives 
of  the  people  of  Scotland ;  but  I  contend 
that  the  greatest  weight  is  due  to  the 
opinion  of  Scotland,  Constitutionally  ex- 
pressed. It  appears  to  me  that  whatever 
view  Gentlemen  may  take  of  the  move- 
ment, be  it  a  great  or  a  small  one,  that 
now  exists  in  Scotland  with  the  view  of 
establishing  what  is  termed  Home  Rule 
in  that  country,  whatever  may  be  the 
view  each  individual  takes  upon  it,  it 
ought  not  to  bear  upon,  and  hardly  can 
have  a  bearing  adverse  to  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.  Friend.  If  we  are  favourable 
to  the  establishment  of  Home  Rule  in 
Scotland  we  will  vote  for  my  hon.  Friend, 
but  if  anyone  be  opposed  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  Home  Rule  in  Scotland,  or 
if  anyone  desires  to  suspend  his 
judgment,  at  any  rate  until  he  has  full 
evidence,  if  he  does  not  desire  to  stimu- 
late unnaturally  and  fictitiously  the  pro- 
gress of  this  Home  Rule  movement  in 
Scotland,  the  wisest  thing  he  can  do  is 
to  give  large  scope  and  large  weight  and 
influence  to  the  answer  the  Scotch  people 
give  in  deciding  Scotch  questions.  I  am 
glad  to  see  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land in  his  place,  because  I  wish  to  make 
an  observation  or  two  upon  a  speech  he 
made  upon  this  subject  on  a  former 
occasion.  He  then  brought  forward  and 
paraded  before  us  what  he  thought  would 
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be  a  very  effectual  bugbear  to  deter  us 
from  the  course  we  wished  to  pursue - 
He  said — 

"Ifyouaro  prepared  to  urge  that  Scotch 
questions  shall  be  decided  according  to  Scotch 
opinion,  you  must  be  prepared  to  urge  that 
English  questions  shall  be  decided  according 
to  English  opinion.  And  if  you  act  on  that 
principle,  where  will  you,  the  Liberal  Party,  be 
then  F  For  since  1868,  you  have  never  had  a 
Liberal  majority  in  England." 

Such  is  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — a  most  imposing  and  terri- 
fying statement,  most  effectual  and  ad- 
mirable if  it  had  had  the  slightest  basis  in 
fact     It  is  the  practice  of  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman  to  assume  to  be  true  that  which 
he  wishes  to  be  true,  unless  he  happens  to 
know  it  is  false.  This  is  entirely  false. 
He  paraded  before  us  this  most  ^.Tna.gfng 
proposition — that  from  1868  onward 
there  had  been  a  majority  of  English 
Members  opposed  to  the  Liberal  cause. 
How  does  that  stand  ?  It  stands  thus. 
Whenever  we  have  had  a  Liberal  ma- 
jority in  the  aggregate,  we  have  had  a 
Liberal  majority  in  England  also.  There 
have  been  five  elections  since  that  date. 
In  three,  there  have  been  Liberal  ma- 
jorities ;  and  in  two,  Tory  majorities.  In 
the  Parliament  of  1868  there  was  a 
Liberal  majority,  and  there  was  a 
Liberal  majority  in  England  of  42  voices. 
In  the  Parliament  of  1880  there  was  a 
Liberal  majority,  and  there  was  a 
Liberal  majority  in  England  taken  alone 
of  79  voices.  In  the  Parliament  of  1885 
again,  there  was  a  Liberal  majority, 
and  there  was  a  Liberal  majority  in 
England  of  47  voices.  Therefore,  Sir, 
I  may  say  two  things.  In  the  first 
place,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  little 
knows  the  material  of  which  the  Liberal 
Party  is  made  if  he  thinks  that  through 
fear  of  damage  to  their  Party  interests 
in  England  they  are  prepared  to  impose 
false  principles  on  Scotland  adverse  to 
the  fair  consideration  of  their  claims. 
This  was  an  assertion  which,  if  it  had 
been  a  fact,  would,  no  doubt,  have  been 
very  telling,  but  it  is  pure  fiction 
invented  in  the  ingenious  .brain  of  the 
right  hon  Gentleman.  Well,  that  was 
the  case  with  regard  to  Liberal  opinion 
in  England.  What  is  now  the  state  and 
what  has  been  the  progress  of  recent 
opinion  in  Scotland  ?  The  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  says  that  on 
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account  of  two  Divisions  in  this  House  I 
intend  now  to  cease  from  the  course  of 
abstinence  which  I  pursued  in  1886  and 
1888,  and  vote  in  favour  of  Disestablish- 
ment. It  is  quite  true  that  I  do  so 
intend  to  vote,  but  it  is  not  true  that  I 
look  simply  at  the  fact  that  there  have 
been  two  Divisions  in  this  House.  Let 
me  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
there  is  a  great  deal  more  in  the  circum- 
stances before  us  than  the  mere  occurrence 
of  two  Divisions.  What  were  these  two 
Divisions,  and  what  are  the  other  signs 
now  before  us  as  to  the  movement  of 
opinion  in  Scotland  ?  In  the  first  place 
I  will  say  it  is  quite  true  that,  in  1885,  a 
kind  of  truce  was  established,  and  it  was 
understood  in  the  Parliament  of  that 
year — so  far,  at  least,  as  the  Metropolis 
and  the  metropolitan  county  were  conT 
cerned — it  was  quite  understood  that 
the  Returns  that  might  be  made  were  not 
to  be  taken,  so  far  as  some  of  us,  at  least, 
thought,  as  giving  decisive  indications 
in  regard  to  the  question  of  Disestablish- 
ment in  Scotland.  That  truce  was 
brought  to  an  end.  at  least,  in  my 
judgment,  and  I  believe  in  the  judgment 
of  many  others,  by  the  able  action  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Inverness,  who  declined  to  recognise 
the  status  quo,  and  brought  in  a  Bill 
regarded  by  us  as  of  an  aggressive 
character,  thus  entirely  putting  an  end 
to  any  understanding  of  that  kind. 
However  that  may  be,  with  the  Parlia- 
ment of  1885  the  whole  matter  passed 
away.  Since  then,  it  is  true,  we  have 
had  two  Divisions,  and  are  to  have  the 
third  Division  to-night.  But  have  we 
nothing  before  us  but  the  fact  that  there 
have  been  two  Divisions  ?  In  the  first 
place  we  have  .this — that  in  both  those 
Divisions  a  majority  of  Scotch  Members 
voted  in  favour  of  Disestablishment. 
How  do  the  figures  stand?  They  are 
capable  of  being  presented  shortly  and 
simply.  In  the  Division  of  1886  the 
Scotch  Members  voting  for  Disestablish- 
ment were  24,  those  voting  against  it  16, 
and  32  were  absent.  That  is  to  say,  that 
three  to  two  of  Scotch  Members  voted  in 
favour  of  Disestablishment,  and  nearly 
one-half  were  absent  from  the  Division. 
That  is  my  case,  because  my  point  is  this 
— not  only  that  the  opinion  of  the  Con- 
stitutional Representatives  of  Scotland  is 
in  favour  of  Disestablishment,  but  that 
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it  is  increasingly  in  favour  of  it ;  that 
there  is  a  regular  and  steady  movement 
in  Scotland,  the  evidence  of  which 
cannot  be  mistaken,  all  tending  in  that 
direction.  That  was  in  1886.  What 
happened  in  1888  ?  There  declared  for. 
Disestablishment  in  the  Division  of  that 
year  40  Scotch  Members,  against  it  20, 
and  there  were  absent  12.  Instead  of 
there  being  three  to  two,  the  numbers 
voting  in  favour  of  Disestablishment 
were  two  to  one,  aud  instead  af  one-half, 
or  nearly  one-half,  of  the  Scotch  Members 
being  absent,  we  had  exactly  only 
one-sixth  of  them  absent.  And  then 
what  was  the  case  with  the  gross 
majority  in  this  House,  composed,  I  need 
not  say,  of  English  Members,  voting 
down  the  sense  impressed  on  behalf  of 
Scotland,  supported  by  Wales  and  by 
Ireland?  The  gross  majority  in  1886 
was  112 ;  in  1888  it  sank  to  a  majority 
of  52.  Was  there  no  other  indication  of 
opinion  in  Scotland  at  that  time  ?  We 
have  seen  that  the  Scottish  majority 
increased,  that  the  number  of  Scottish 
absentees  diminished,  and  that  the 
aggregate  majority  diminished.  Are 
there  no  other  indications?  Yes,  the 
current  elections.  The  hon.  Member 
says  there  were  two  elections  in  Scot- 
land, and  desires  us  from  those  two 
Divisions  to  understand  what  was  the 
opinion  of  Scotland.  Let  him  enlarge 
his  vision.  Instead  of  keeping  in  view 
the  two  elections  which,  as  he  truly  says, 
have  taken  place  in  Scotland,  let  him 
take  into  view  the  14  elections  which, 
excluding  one  or  two  Ministerial  re- 
elections,  constitute,  I  believe,  the  whole 
of  the  Scottish  elections  since  1886.  Out 
of  these  14  elections,  three  persons  have 
been  returned  to  vote  against  Dis- 
establishment and  1 1  to  vote  in  favour 
of  it,  and  not  accidentally  returned  to 
vote  in  its  favour,  but  when  the  question 
has  been  fully  ventilated  and  discussed 
and  brought  in  every  possible  and 
imaginable  form  before  the  Constituencies. 
1  must  own  that  it  does  appear  to  me 
that  there  is  no  doubt  at  all,  either  about 
the  condition  of  opinion  in  Scotland,  if 
we  are  to  adopt  the  usual  constitutional 
practice  of  ascertaining  what  that  opinion 
is,  or  as  to  the  direction  in  which  that 
opinion  is  moving.  I  think  it  quite 
worth  while  to  mention  another  indica- 
tion which  is   to  be   drawn  from   the 
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action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
themselves,  or,  at  any  rate,  from  the 
action  of  the  body  which  the  Govern- 
ment has  appointed.  It  will  be  remem- 
bered that  we  made  an  endeavour  last 
year  to  obtain  in  the  Scotch  Universities 
Bill  a  change  in  the  law  with  respect  to 
theological  tests  ;  that  change  in  the  law 
was  refused  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment,  who,  notwithstanding,  so  far 
recognised  the  circumstances  of  the  time 
that  they  made  an  arrangement  under 
which  a  Royal  Commission  was  to  be 
appointed  for  the  consideration  of  the 
subject.  That  Royal  Commission  has 
sat,  and  I  believe  that  it  has  taken  the  bulk 
of  the  evidence  that  it  is  to  take.  I 
believe  I  am  not  wrong  in  stating  that  in 
Scotland  the  confident  anticipation  pre- 
vails that  the  Commission  will  recom- 
mend the  abolition  or  the  essential 
alteration  of  the  theological  tests.  I 
mention  that,  because  I  do  not  intend  to 
quote  prejudiced  opinion  on  the  subject. 
1  only  quote  what  I  understand  to  be 
the  general  opinion  in  Scotland  with 
respect  to  this  question.  I  only  mention 
that  as  another  indication  of  the  move- 
ment in  Scotland  and  the  state  of  Liberal 
oonviction  upon  this  subject.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  says,  "  Oh,  no,  there  ought 
to  be  a  dissolution  on  the  question. 
There  ought  to  be  a  specific  reference  of 
this  question,  unmixed  with  other  ques- 
tions." Now,  Sir,  is  that  a  rational  state- 
ment? That  is  a  demand  for  a  dissolution  of 
Parliament,  and  for  an  election  at  which 
the  people  are  to  consider  nothing  except 
the  question  of  Establishment  in  Scot- 
land; 40,000,000  of  people  inhabiting 
these  islands  are  to  elect  a  new  Parlia- 
ment and  grant  a  new  lease  of  power  for 
seven  years,  in  order  to  determine 
whether  in  a  country  in  which  the 
voluntary  system  is  more  perfectly 
organised  than  in  any  other  country, 
except,  perhaps,  America,  18,000  people 
are  or  are  not  to  continue  to  enjoy  two  or 
three  hundred  thousand  a  year  1  I  do 
not  think,  when  the  hon.  Gentleman 
sees  his  own  proposal  described  in 
the  light  of  fact,  he  can  suppose  it  is  to 
be  entertained  for  a  moment.  We  know, 
perfectly  well,  'Sir,  what  the  opinion  of 
the  people  in  Scotland  is  ;  and  if,  we 
believe  in  Parliamentary  Government,  if 
we  believe  in  the  representative  system — 
and  I  do  not  think  there  can  be  any 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone 


serious  doubt  as  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
belief  in  them — we  must  take,  and  can 
^only  take,  the  deliberate  and  repeated 
acts  of  the  legitimately-chosen  Representa- 
tives of  the  people  as  conclusively 
showing  the  conviction  entertained  by 
the  people.  I  do  not  believe  there  ever 
was  a  country  where  the  question  of 
Disestablishment  is  so  simple  as  in 
Scotland,  or  where  it  could  be  introduced 
so  entirely  without  shock  or  serious 
trouble.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  it 
would  be  the  greatest  change  since  the 
Union.  Now,  Sir,  I  join  issue  with  him 
on  that  point,  and  I  claim  his  assent  as  a 
fair-minded  man  to  this  proposition — that 
it  would  not  entail  one-tenth  of  the 
violence  of  change  that  was  entailed  by 
the  disruption  of  1843  ;  700,000  people 
in  the  Church  of  Scotland,  and  the 
majority  of  ministers  at  that  time,  at 
once  abandoned  the  advantages  of  Es- 
tablishment, gave  up  their  churches, 
gave  up  their  schools,  gave  up  their 
colleges  and  their  manses  that  sheltered 
their  wives  and  children,  and  walked  out 
trusting  in  Providence  to  find  a  substi- 
tute for  them  where  they  could.  What 
violence  of  change  at  all  to  be  com- 
pared with  that  would  take  place  in  this 
instance  1  There  may  be  differences  of 
view  as  to  the  spirit  in  which  changes  of 
this  kind  should  be  carried  into  effect, 
and  I  have  a  very  decided  opinion  that 
they  ought  to  be  carried  into  effect  with 
a  considerate  and  tender  hand.  I  may 
refer  here,  I  think,  to  the  Disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church.  I  do  not 
refer  to  the  Act  of  Disestablishment  as  it 
finally  passed,  because  that  Act  contained 
concessions  to  the  action  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  which  certainly  upon  their  own 
merits  I  could  not  then  pretend  to 
justify ;  but  I  take  the  Act  as  it  passed 
this  House  originally,  and  I  say  that  that 
was  an  example  of  fair  and  considerate 
treatment;  and  I  hope  when  the  time 
comes,  when  in  some  other  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  the  same  principle 
may  be  applied,  it  may  be  applied 
in  a  similar  temper  and  in  a  similar 
spirit.  I  think  equity  dictates  that 
method  of  procedure,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  that  policy  strongly  and  powerfully 
recommends  it.  It  is  easy  to  show  in 
abstract  argument  that  those  enjoying 
an  exceptional  privilege  do  not  derive 
from  that  enjoyment  any  claim  for  the 
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future ;    but  in  this  country  we  have 
acted  in  ecclesiastical   matters  and  in  all 
civil    matters,  in    every  detail  of   the 
Public  Service,  on  the  opposite  principle, 
and  the  possessors  of  a  privilege,  when 
that  privilege  is   recognised  as  unjust  or 
impolitic,  and  when  accordingly  a  legis- 
lative sentence  has  been  pronounced  upon 
it,   have  always  been  considerately  and 
generously  treated.     What  is  the  case 
of  the   Church  of  Scotland  ?      I  believe 
there  is  no  case  so  simple  as  the  case  of 
that  Church.     People  talk  of  separator  g 
disestablishment  and  disendowment ;  but 
without  disendowment*  disestablishment 
would  be  an  actual  shadow.      There  is 
no  secular  power,  there   is  nothing  that 
can  be  grasped,  belonging  to  the  Church 
of  Scotland  except  the  advantages   of 
stipend.      I  make  no  doubt  that  private 
endowment  would    be   recognised.      It 
would,  perhaps,  be  a  generous  thing  on 
the   part  of  the  Free  Church  and  the 
United  Presbyterians,  if  they  consented 
to  forego  a  share  in  the  private  endow- 
ments, given  in  great  part  by  members 
of  their  own  body  before  the  Disruption. 
Although  they  might  in  argument  make 
a  very  fair  and  legitimate  claim  to  them, 
I  nevertheless  believe  that  the  liberal 
and  generous  sentiments   in  favour  of 
actual  possession  would  remain.      Then 
there  is  another  question — the  question 
of   the   manses  and    fabrics — and  that 
question  is  the  only  one   known  to  me 
with  respect  to  which  even  the  difficulty 
of  a  couple  of  hours'  discussion  would  be 
entailed  in  order    to    determine  what 
should  be   done.      The  House  is  aware 
that  in  Scotland  the  fee-simple   of  the 
manses  and  ecclesiastical  fabrics  does  not 
lie  with  the  corporation  sole,  the  parish, 
or    the   cathedral.       The  heritors  now 
possess  them,  but  they  can  only  use  them 
for  the  purposes   of  the  Church,  and  if 
you  take  them  from  the  heritors  it  may 
fairly  be  said,  I  think,  that  the  heritors 
would  obtain  an  immediate  and  fortunate 
relief  from  the  contingent  demands  which 
are  made  upon  them  from  time  to  time  for 
the  enlargement  of  the  parochial  stipends. 
That  would  be  a  benefit  to  the  heritors, 
^nd  it  might  not  be  inequitable  that  they 
should  be  called  upon  to  surrender  their 
title  to  the  manses  and  fabrics.      If  that 
were   done,  it  might  happen,   I   think, 
that   the  House  would  do   in   this  case 
what  was  done  in  the  case  of  Ireland,  and 


award  compensation  for  these  ecclesias- 
tical fabrics  to  the  Church  when  disestab- 
lished, and  with  regard  to  the  manses,  at 
any  rate,  some  fair  and  equitable   pro- 
vision should  be  adopted.    There   is  no1 
sign  that  a  change  of  this  kind  would  be 
attended  with  any   difficulties.     On  the 
contrary,  when   it  comes  it  will  come 
through  the  recognition  in  this  House 
of    what    is    due     to     the     claims     of 
Scotland — through    the   recognition    of 
the  principle  laid   down   by   my  noble 
Friend  near  me,  with  regard  to  which  I 
have  no  indication  as  to  his  intention  to 
act  upon  it  or  to  cast  it  behind  him.    On 
that  subject  I  have  no  information,  but 
the  principle  is  a  sound,  just,  and  good 
principle,  and  I  hold  myself ,  indebted  to 
my  noble  Friend  for  having  uttered  it. 
I   need    only  follow  him    on  the  path 
which  he  has  opened  for  me,  and,  on  the 
unquestionable  evidence  which  has  now 
been  placed  before  us  in   the  most  Con- 
stitutional form,  I  shall  be  acting  upon 
a  moderate  application  of  this  principle 
both  of  good    sense    and    of    justice,  to 
which  we  must  look  for  the  satisfaction 
and  peace  of  the  country  and  the  per- 
manence of  its  institutions! 

(1 1 .42.)  The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr, 

J.  P.  B.  Robebtson,  Bute) :  It  is  impossible 

to  exaggerate  the  importance  of  the  stage 

which  has    now  been    reached   in  this 

question.      The    right  hon.  Gentleman 

has  put  an   end  to  that ,  long  .period  of 

doubt  and  suspense  during  which  it  was 

thought    possible    to    keep    the    peace 

between  Radicals  and  good  Churchmen. 

He  has  now  put  an  end  to  that  period  of 

balanced  ambiguity  which  was.  the  state 

of  the  Liberal  Party  in  the  last  10  years. 

He  has  now  taken  a  step  which  is  irre- 
vocable and  irretrievable,  and  we  shall 
hold  him  to  it.  This  is  no  vague  and 
rhetorical  attachment  to  the  principle  of 
Disestablishment ;  he  has  shown  that  it 
is  all  cut  and  dried,  and  that  we  should 
be  the  most  unreasonable  people  in  the 
world  if  we  thought  that  so  plain-sailing 
a  question  required  a  dissolution.  He 
said  that  those  enormous  masses  of 
people  had  other  things  to  deal  with  at 
an  election  than  such  eatey  operations  as 
this.  It  is  cut  and  dried,  and  he  has 
told  us  that  he  has  so  far  worked  out  the 
E  2 
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problem — worked  it  out  in  the  dark — 
that  it  is  a  question  which  would  take  a 
couple  of  hours'  discussion,  and  accord- 
ingly the  people  of  Scotland  have  notice 
to-morrow    morning    that    their  affairs 
have  been  settled  for  them,  and  that  this 
great  question,  which  would  require  the 
most  earnest  consideration  of  the  nation, 
is  now  merely  to  be  put  in  train  when  that 
happy  opportunity  shall  arise.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  discussed  the   ques- 
tion of  Scotch  disestablishment  for  the 
first  time  for  a  great  many  years  on  its 
merits,  and  he  proceeds  to  call  upon  the 
supporters  of  Scotch   Establishment  to 
show  cause  for  the  continuance   of  its 
existence.      Why  was  not  that  method 
of    argument    adopted   until    to-night? 
He  has  put  a  number  of  questions  as  to 
whether  the  Scotch  Establishment  occu- 
pies a  peculiar  position  as  to  the  care  of 
the  poor,  as  to  whether  it  bears  testi- 
mony to  particular  truths,   and  as   to 
whether  it  is  the  Church  of  the  majo- 
rity.    All  these  are  old-standing  ques- 
tions.      They    were     present     in     the 
General  Election  in   1880,    in  which  he 
took  so  large  a  part ;  they  were  again 
present  in  1885,  and  not  once  was  this 
aspect  of   the  question  mooted.      But, 
further,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
had  occasions  for  telling  the  people  of 
Scotland  what  his  views  were  as  to  his 
duty  and  their  duty  on  the  subject.     In 
1885   he   went   down  to  Scotland,   and 
with  the  greatest  amplitude  and  exact- 
ness he  defined  his  position,  and  I  must 
recall  his  attention  to  what  he  said  on 
that  occasion  in  reference  to  the  man 
date  which  the  Parliament  of  1885  was 
to  receive  on  the  subject.     He  says  now 
that  he  founds  upon  the  legitimate  and 
responsible    position   of    Parliament  as 
constitutionally  representing  the  people 
of  this  counntry  on  all  subjects.     Bat 
in  1885  he  told  the  people  of  Scotland 
that  they  were   safe   in    sending    sup- 
porters  of    Disestablishment   to  Parlia- 
ment,   because     Disestablishment    was 
not  to  count  in  Parliament.     In  those 
days  the  Liberal  Churchmen  took  serious 
alarm,  and  so  many  opponents  of  the 
Church  were  being  accepted  as  Liberal 
candidates    that  there    was    a    serious 
revolt  in  the  Church.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  down  to  Edinburgh  and 
announced  that  his  errand  was  to  procure 
union  in  the   Liberal  Party,   and  pro- 
Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson 


ceeded  to  point  out  that  there   was  no* 
reason  for  the  supporters  of  the  Church 
to  feel  apprehension  on  account  of  the 
supporters  of   Disestablishment  getting 
into  Parliament,  because  it  was  part  of 
the  contract   that   that  question  would 
not  come  on  in  that  Parliament.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  a  Liberal 
Churchman  need  not  feel  that  in  voting 
for  a  Liberal  candidate  he  was  in  any 
way  voting  for  the  Disestablishment  of 
the   Church ;  and  accordingly  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  responsible  for  having 
taken  away  the  authority  of  that  Parlia- 
ment upon  this  particular  question,  and 
he  is  responsible  for  having  made  it  im- 
possible  to  quote   the  opinion   of   that 
Parliament  on  the  question  of  Scotch 
Disestablishment  as  showing  the  wish  of 
the  people.      But  this  was  no  abstract 
thesis,  because  that  speech  of  the  11th  of 
November,  1885,  is  practically  a  manual 
of   the    ethics    and    rationale    of    Dis- 
establishment.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proceeded  to  discuss  the  question 
of  abstract  Resolutions,  and  to  discuss,  if 
I  may  use  the  paradoxical  expression, 
the  concrete  case  of  the  present  abstract 
Resolution.     He  said  that  in  this  Parlia- 
ment, which  was  thus  to  be  packed  with 
persons  who,  being  themselves  Disestab- 
lishment Members,   were   at  the   same 
time  to  represent  the  Church,  he  must 
protest  against  the  idea  that  he  could 
support    an    abstract    Resolution    in    a 
Parliament  so  constructed,  and  would 
repeat  the  words  which  he  had  applied 
on  another  occasion  to  this  question  of 
abstract  Resolutions — 

"  Until  I  am  prepared  with  a  plan,  and  until 
I  see  public  opinion  reach  such  a  point  that  I 
can  make  myself  responsible  for  the  plan 
proposed,  and  support  that  plan,  I  decline  to 
raise  false  expectations  by  committing  myself 
to  an  abstract  Resolution." 

[Cheers.]  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ap- 
plaud that  sentiment.  Do  they  appre- 
ciate the  point  of  it  ?  The  very  reasons 
which  show  the  importance  and  signi- 
ficance of  supporting  an  abstract  Resolu- 
tion precluded  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  friends  from  having  anything  to 
do  with  an  abstract  Resolution  in  that 
Parliament.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  the  state  of  truce  and  suspense 
came  to  an  end  with  the  Parliament  of 
1885.  That  is  a  most  astounding  pro- 
position.    Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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say  that  any  of  his  candidates  in  the 
election  of  1886  stood  upon  the  question 
of  Disestablishment?  If  so,  let  him 
name  them.  Bat  he  has  not  only  said 
that  the  aspect  of  affairs  was  altered  in 
the  Parliament  of  1886  from  what  it  was 
in  1885.  He  has  put  his  finger  on  an 
extraordinary  reason.  He  says  that 
when  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Inverness  brought  in  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  Spiritual  independence  of 
the  Established  Church  of  Scotland, 
that  terminated  the  truce  and  set 
free  the  forces  of  Disestablishment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  himself 
referred — and  I  make  no  apology  for 
again  referring  to  it — to  the  remarkable 
representation  which  came  from  the  con- 
stituency he  honours  by  representing. 
The  electors  of  Mid  Lothian — I  shall 
not  cavil  as  to  whether  the  per- 
centage was  57  or  67 — approached 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  1885  and 
memorialised  him  against  Disestablish- 
ment. He  went  down  for  election  in 
1886  by  these  men.  Did  he  tell  them 
that  the  Bill  of  the  Member  for  Inver- 
ness had  put  an  end  to  his  obligation  1 
Never  was  there  a  whisper  in  the  County 
of  Mid  Lothian,  or  in  any  part  of  Scotland, 
of  that  most  extravagant  and  too  subtle 
theory.  Why,  if  I  am  right,  therefore, 
in  saying  that  no  change  has  taken  place 
in  1886  in  the  relations  of  Parliamentary 
Representatives  to  their  constituents, 
am  I  not  right,  again,  in  saying  that  this 
Parliament  stands,  in  point  of  authority 
in  respect  to  Scottish  Disestablishment, 
precisely  as  its  predecessor  did  ?  Bat  I 
go  a  little  further.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  have  defied  any  Gentleman  to  point  out 
that  he  stood  in  1886,  as  contra-distin- 
guished from  1885,  on  the  principle  of 
Establishment. 

Mb.  DONALD  CRAWFORD  :  I  did, 
Sir. 

Mb.  J.  P.  R  ROBERTSON :  Well,  the 
exception,  I  almost  think,  in  this  case  will 
prove  the  rule.  But  my  challenge  is 
this.  Were  the  constituencies  apprised 
that  the  great  event  brought  about  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Inver. 
ness  had  altered  the  relation  of  Members 
to  their  constituencies;  and,  if  so,  can 
Any  meeting  or  demonstration  be  pointed 
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to  where  that  was  brought  home  to  the 
intelligence  of  the  country?  There  is 
another  reason  which  I  should  like, 
although  it  may  seems  invidious,  to 
press  on  the  attention  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  In  1886  I  did  not  think  it  was 
likely  that  any  fresh  test  or  any  fresh 
trial  would  be  required  of  the  faithful- 
ness or  credulity  of  the  constituencies* 
I  think  in  1886  it  was  quite  enough  that 
they  had  their  work  cut  out  for  them  to 
conciliate  opinion  in  Scotland  without 
adding  this  further  crux  of  insisting  on 
Disestablishment.  But  I  turn  from  the 
consideration  of  these  facts  to  the 
position  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  now  taken  up.  He  says  that  he 
proceeds  upon  the  clear  and  unequivocal 
declaration  of  opinion  by  the  Scottish 

people  which  he  has  now  derived.  My 
answer,  so  far  as  that  goes  on  the  two 
Divisions  in  this  House,  is  contained  in 
what  I  have  said.  Neither  the  Parlia- 
ment of  1885,  nor  that  of  1886,  had  any 
authority  to  pronounce  upon  that  ques- 
tion. Nay,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  deprived  them  of  that 
authority.  But  the  right  hon  Gentleman 
says  he  does  not  go  only  on  these  two 
Divisions.  Look  at  the  other  evidence. 
It  is  of  the  most  microscopic  character. 
He  says  the  Parliamentary  majority  has 
increased.  I  will  tell  you  why.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  and  his  Friends  did  not 
vote  in  1886.  Accordingly,  the  absentees 
of  1886,  released  in  1888,  to  a  large 
extent  account  for  the  change.  If  we 
are  going  to  examine  all  this  so  closely 
let  me  point  to  a  significant  part  of  the 
increased  majority.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Berwickshire 
voted  against  Disestablishment  in  1886, 
but  for  it  in  1888.  It  was  thought  by 
the  wicked  and  sceptical  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  a  sort  of  pilot 
balloon  sent  up  to  indicate  or  ascertain 
the  current  of  opinion,  and,  perhaps,  to 
come  down  and  be  credited  with  its 
direction.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  says,  as  a  reason  for  the  change — 
"Look  at  your  own  proceedings  about 
religious  tests  in  the  Act  of  last  year." 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Divi* 
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sion  of  Glasgow  mast  have  heard  that 
with  a  pang,  because  one  of  his  com- 
plaints was  that,  by  reason  of  the  tests, 
adherents  of  the  Church  of  Scotland 
enjoyed  a  monopoly,  and  now  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  hears  on  good 
authority  that  they  are  to  be  done  away 
with,  says  rt  Here  is  another  reason  for 
the  change  of  my  opinion."  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  another  state- 
ment which  deserves  the  serious  con- 
sideration of  the  people  of  Scotland. 
He  has  said  that  a  dissolution  is  not 
required  for  the  determination  of  ques- 
tions of  this  kind.  I  would  like  to  ask 
what  is  the  reason  for  the  passing  of  an 
abstract  Resolution  if  there  is  not  going 
to  be  action  taken  upon  it.  Is  this 
question  intended  to  have  precedence  of 
the  Irish  question  ?  Are  the  people  of 
Scotland  who  have  pronounced  in  its 
favour  to  be  deprived  of  its  benefit  until 
the  Irish  question  is  settled  ?  If  so,  how 
long  is  that  to  take  ?  Does  he  think  he 
can  do  it  without  a  dissolution,  beyond  the 
one  to  which  he  is  looking  so  anxiously  1 
I  protest  against  political  methods  which 
have  entangled  the  people  of  Scotland 
into  the  election  of  men  warranted  not 
to  touch  this  question  of  Disestablish- 
ment, and  1  protest  against  the  opinion 
of  Scotland  being  derived  from  men 
whose  only  right  as  Members  is  to 
express  their  own  opinion  on  this  ques- 
tion, and  not  the  opinion  of  their  con- 
stituents. Now,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  discussed  this  question  on  its 
merits.  May  I  ask  the  House  what  im- 
pression the  arguments  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  have  made  upon  those 
who  have  considered  this  question  time 
out  of  mind,  and  who  want  to  know 
whether  anything  new  has  occurred  to 
warrant  this  great  propossd  change  in 
the  State  ?  Take  any  date  you  like.  I 
will  take  that  which  the  right  hon. Gentle- 
man has  so  often  referred  to,  namely, 
the  date  of  the  Disruption  in  1843.  If 
ever  the  Church  of  Scotland  was 
weakened  to  a  point  at  which  its  con- 
tinued existence  as  an  Establishment 
might  well  be  questioned,  that  was  the 
time.  But  every  decade  has  added  to 
its  strength  and  popularity.  Reference 
has  been  made  to  the  Highland  counties, 
.and  figures,  often  before  paraded,  have 
once  more  done  duty  to  show  the  small- 
ness  of  the  congregations  of  the  Establish 
i       Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson 


ment   in   those  districts.     But  in  these 
counties  there  is  no  grievance,  because  the 
people  are  all  in  favour  of  the  Establish- 
ment,  and   resist  and   resent  proposals 
such  as  are  being  made  to-night.      More- 
over, thes3  counties  do  not  represent  the 
main  current  of  life  and  energy  in  Scot- 
land.    In  the  places  to  which  you  would 
turn  for  the  tests  and  signs  of  national 
preference — places  such  as  Glasgow  and 
the  towns  around  it — you  ftnd  the  Estab- 
lished Church  accommodating  itself  to  the 
requirements  of  the  people,  enjoying  their 
confidence,  and  obtaining  their  increased 
support.   Let  me  raise  another  test.  What 
is  the  attitude  of  the  Established  Church 
towards  other  Religious  Bodies,  and  the 
attitude  of  the  people  generally  towards- 
the  Church  ?  The  ministers  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  are  popular  and  leading 
men,  well  received  by  their  coadjutors 
in  the  Dissenting  Bodies,  and  it  must  be 
a  keen  nose  for  jealousy  and  ecclesiastical 
rivalry  which  would  discover  in  Scotland 
anything    like     a    standing     grievance 
arising  from  the  usefulness  or  influence 
of    the    ministers    of    the    Established 
Church.     Thess   are  all    subjects  upon 
which  it  would  be  easy  to  dilate.     I  do 
not  think  it  necessary  to  do  so,  but  I  ask 
the    House   to    consider    one    question 
which  is  of  paramount  importance.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  speak  of  money  being  con- 
fined   to  one   denomination  instead    of 
being  devoted    to  purposes    of    public 
utility.     But  what  are  the  purposes  of 
public  utility  which  the  people  of  Scot- 
land would  prefer  to  the  present  applica- 
tion of  these  funds  ?  The  Church  never 
occupied  a   better  position  for  defence 
than  at  the   present   time.     The   right 
hon.    Gentleman  the   Member  for  Mid 
Lothian    is  a    profoundly    experienced 
politician,  and  he,  no  doubt,  knows  what 
are  the  political  interests  and  probable 
results  of  his  present  move,  but  if  the 
Church  of  Scotland  is  to  be  made  one  of 
the  objects  of  his  threats  like  the  edu- 
cated class,  or   like  those  other  enemies- 
whom  he  has  made  for  himself,  then  I 
think  he  will  find  a  large  and  substantial 
decline  from*  the  sympathy  and  admira- 
tion which  have  hitherto  been  given  to 
him.     The  people  of  Scotland   have  so 
high  an  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  they  think  he  may  be  safely 
trusted  with  a  matter  of  Home  Rule  for 
Ireland,   about  which  they  know  com- 
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paratively  little,  but  I  do  not  believe  that 
he  will  find  in  Scotland — and  he  has  not 
found  in  his  own  constituency — people 
who  are  so  credulous  as  to  think  that  he 
knows  more  about  the  Church,  of  Scot- 
land than  they  do.  That  is  one  of  the 
subjects  upon  which,  as  he  has  himself 
said,  the  people  of  Scotland  have  thought 
much  and  have  their  own  strong  opinions. 
He  must  take  the  consequence  of  the 
move  which  has  been  made  to-night.  So 
far  as  we  are  concerned,  we  shall  welcome 
the  opportunity  of  taking  charge — now 
the  sole  charge — of  the  defence  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland.  We  shall  be  able 
to  point  out  to  the  people  of  Scotland 
that  if  they  choose  to  support  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  candidates  they 
are,  with  their  eyes  open,  assisting  in 
the  destruction  of  their  own  Church. 
And  the  question  which  they  will  prefer, 
when  it  comes  to  that,  is  one  that  will  bd 
seen  at  the  next  election  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  take  great  pains  to  em- 
ploy as  much  of  his  eloquence  and  his 
energy  in  pressing  that  question  upon 
the  attention  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land as  he  does  the  Irish  question. 
As  I  have  said,  we  will  accept  most 
cheerfully  the  defence  of  the  Church'  of 
Scotland.  We  will  do  so  not  because  it 
requires  political  or  partisan  support,  but 
merely  because  in  this  instance  we  shall 
identify  ourselves  with  one  of  the 
deepest  and  most  permanent  attachments 
of  the  Scottish  people.  For  my  own 
part,  speaking  not  only  to  this  House, 
but,  as  far  as  I  can,  to  the  people  of  Scot- 
land, I  denounce  the  manoeuvre  which 
we  are  witnessing  as  an  attempt  to 
destroy  the  Scottish  Church  behind  the 
backs  of  the  Scottish  people. 

•(12.12.)  Mr.  HALDANE  (Hadding- 
ton) :  I  do  not  think  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate 
has  in  the  least  exaggerated  what  has 
taken  place  to-night.  '  The  gauntlet  has 
been  thrown  down  and  it  has  been 
taken  up,  and  the  Lord  Advocate  will  find 
at  the  next  General  Election  that  when 
wecome  to  fight  this  battle  there  will  be 
no  defection  or  division  in  the  Liberal 
ranks.  I  will  tell  him  what  may  explain 
the  change  in  things  which  has  occasioned 
him  so  much  surprise.     There  has  been 


a  distinct  advance  in  the  position  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  because  the  Tory  Party 
has  made  the  question  of  the  Establish- 
ment the  stalking-horse  on  which  to 
fight  political  battles.  In  Scotland  the 
Tory  Party  and  membership  of  the 
Established  Church  are  by  no  means  con- 
vertible terms.  One  of  the  most  remark- 
able features  in  the  history  of  the  Scottish 
Church  is  that  so  many  persons  of  the 
greatest  social  distinction  have*  passed 
from  the  Church  of  their  forefathers 
over  to  the  alien  creed  of  this  country. 
In  Scotland  we  know  a  good  deal  about 
each  other.  It  is  a  small  country,  and 
we  know  that  many  of  the  most  pro- 
minent defenders  of  the  Established 
Church  in  the  Conservative  Party  have 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  Rumour  would  even 
have  it  that  in  that  ecclesiastical  edifice 
of  which  the  Lord  Advocate  to-night  has 
proved  himself  so  powerful  a  prop, 
even  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self occupies  the  position  of  a  but- 
tress rather  than  of  a  pillar.  The  Lord 
Advocate  laughs  at  the  notion  that 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  In- 
verness has  had  anything  to.  do  with 
the  change  which  has  taken  place  in  the 
action  of  Scotch  Members  on  this  ques- 
tion between  1885  and  1886.  Well,  I 
will  give  him  an  illustration  with  which 
I  am  most  familiar.  I  will  take  the  case 
of  my  own  constituency — and  I  refer  to 
it  not  because  of  anything  striking  or 
peculiar  there,  but  because  it  illustrates: 
the  course  I  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lanarkshire  found  ourselves  compelled 
to  take  in  the  election  of  1886. 
In  1885  we  of  the  Liberal  Party  were 
desirous  to  avoid  raising  this  question,  and 
to  reserve  our  energies  for  other  purposes* 
I,  for  one,  stood  as  distinctly  for  Dis- 
establishment as  at  the  present  time,  but 
I  was  willing  to  accept  the  suggestion  of 
the  leader  of  my  Party  that  the  question 
should  be  put  out  of  the  range  of  practical 
politics  for  the  time  being.  But  I  and 
other  Members  of  the  Party  found  that 
the  Tory  Party  were  pushing  this 
question  to  the  front.  In  Haddington- 
shire  there  are   25  Established  Church 
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ministers.     Of  those  I  had  the  distin- 
guished honour  to  receive  the  genuine 
opposition    of   23  in    1885.       In    1886 
things  had  progressed.     There  were  still 
25  ministers  of  the  Established  Church 
there,  but  instead  of  having  the  deter- 
mined opposition  of  23  in  this  county, 
which    embraces    a    large   number     of 
supporters  of  the  Established  Church, 
and  is,  or  was,  largely  Liberal,    I  had 
the  determined  opposition  of  the  whole 
25,      The    constituency    was   still    one 
in   which    there    was  a    large    Liberal 
majority.      I  found  it  was  no  use  trying 
to  keep   this  question  out  any   longer. 
Therefore,  I  did  what  20  others  of  my 
Colleagues  did  in  Scotland,  I  declared 
that  I  would  have  no  more  parleyings 
about  this  question,  and  would  stand  as 
an  out  and  out  opponent  to  the  principle 
of  Establishment  in  Scotland.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  asks 
what  it  was  in  the   Parliament   which 
was  elected  in    1885  and  sat  in   1886 
which  brought  this  question  on.     Does 
the  righthon.  Gentleman  forget  that  in  the 
debate  during  that  Session,  on  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Divi- 
sion, the  action  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Inverness    was     alleged     as  a     reason 
for  raising  the  question?    The  change 
is    due    almost    entirely    to   the    exer- 
tions  of    the     Tory    Party,    who  have 
sought  to  make  political  capital  out  of  a 
cause  they  have  not  really  at  heart.     I  do 
not  desire  to  approach  this  question  in 
any  sense  of  hostility  to  the  Church  of 
Scotland.     I  come  to  debate  it  on  general 
grounds.      We    sit    in    Parliament    as 
politicians,   and  we    are    here    to    say 
whether  or  not,  in  the  existing  state  of 
things  in  Scotland,  there  is    a  title  to 
maintain  the   Established   Church  any 
longer.     It    is    not    enough    to    sup- 
port     the      proposition     with      which 
the  Lord  Advocate  has  associated  himself 
to-night,  to  show,  as  the  hon.  Members  for 
the  Universities  of  Glasgow  and  Aber- 
deen sought  to  show,  that  the  Church  of 
Scotland  is  in  a  prosperous  and  flourishing 
condition.     It   is  not  even   enough    to 
show  that  it  has  increased  in  its  Member- 
ship and  vitality,  because  it  may  well 
happen  that  there  has  been  a  change  of 
mind  amongst  the  people  which  makes 
an   Establishment    a    thing    which    no 
longer  requires  to  be  maintained.   There 
is  a  difference  between  different  cases. 
Mr.  Haldane 


There  is  no  analogy  between  the  circum- 
stances of  England  and  Scotland,  because 
in  Scotland  the  Established  Church  is 
after  all  but  a  sect ;  and  the  proposition 
which  I  maintain  is,  that  there  has  been 
such  an  advance   in    the   condition  of 
affairs  in  Scotland,  that  there  have  been 
such  changes  in  the  circumstances  of  the 
country,  that  the  Established  Church  is 
not  only  no  longer  needed  there,  but  has 
become  an  anachronism.     There  are,  at 
least,  two  other  Religious  Bodies  in  Scot- 
land on    the   same    level,  socially,   in- 
tellectually,  and  spiritually   influential 
as  the  Church  of  Scotland — putting  out 
of  question  the  large  and  growing  body 
of  Episcopalians.     There  are  the  United 
Presbyterian  and  the  Free  Church  de- 
nominations,  which   are    in    the  same 
position  as  regards  their  ministers  and 
members  as    the    Established    Church. 
No  one  knows  Scotland  better  than  the 
Lord  Advocate,  and  I  challenge  him  to 
rise  and  say  whether  there  is  a  difference 
between  the  status  of  those  who  belong 
to  the  Established  Church  and  those  who 
belong  to  the  other  two  Churches  of 
Scotland?    Take   the  case  of   Glasgow. 
There  the  wealthiest  citizens  are  United 
Presbyterians.     In    Edinburgh  a  large 
proportion    of    influential    citizens    are 
members  of  the  Free  Church.     Then  as 
to  intellectual  status,  the  United  Presby- 
terian and  Free  Churches  occupy  positions 
in  no  way  different  from  that  of  the 
Establishment;    and  we  cannot   forgot 
that    they  have    had    their    Chalmers, 
Cunninghames,    Candlishs,    and     hosts 
of   other  great  men.     You  can  match 
every  great  name  in  the  Establishment, 
with    one    as    great     from     either    of 
the  other  two  bodies.     Men  go  indiffer- 
ently into  either  of  the  three  Churches, 
and  it  has  been  so  for  years  past.     Then, 
as  to  the  spiritual  question,  does  anyone 
who  knows  the  work  that  the  United 
Presbyterian    and    Free  Churches    are 
doing  maintain  that  it  is  less  spiritual 
than  that  of  the  Establishment  ?    There 
is,  at  least,  as  great  earnestness  in  what 
are  technically  the  Dissenting  Bodies  of 
Scotland  as  in  the  Established  Church. 
We  have  been  told  we  ought  to  lay  great 
stress  on  the  fact  that  numerically  the 
strength  of  the  Established  Church  is 
greater  than  that  of   the  other  bodies. 
Deducting  the  Highland  population,  and 
that  very  large  and  fluctuating  body  of 


113     Disestablishment,  <&c,  of       {May  2,  1890}         the  Church  of  Scotland.      114 


persons  who  belong  to  the  Established 
Church  because  it  is  more  convenient  to 
call  themselves  something  than  to  call 
themselves  nothing,  there  is  no  numerical 
majority  of  the  Church  of  Scotland.  I 
say  that  in  the  circumstances  which 
exist  in  Scotland  there  is  nothing  to 
warrant  the  continuance  of  the  present 
state  of  things.  We  are  asked  to  take 
some  plebiscite  of  the  people  of  Scotland. 
T  know  nothing  of  plebiscites,  and  they 
are  un-Constitutional.  We  have  heard 
to-night  from  the  lips  of  the  leader  of 
the  Liberal  Party  what  are  the  proper 
means  to  be  pursued  to  ascertain  the 
wishes  of  the  people  of  Scotland.  This 
question,  we  have  been  told,  will  be  put 
in  the  fore  front  of  the  programme  of 
the  Liberal  Party,  and  by  that  declaration 
we  mean  to  stand  or  fall. 

•(12.20.)  The  Mabquess  op  HART- 
INGTON  (Lancashire,  Rossendale) : 
Perhaps,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) has  referred  to  a  declaration 
which  I  made  on  this  subject,  and  given 
some  prominence  to  it,  1  may  be  allowed 
to  say  a  few  words.  I  entirely  concur 
with  previous  speakers  that  it  is  very 
difficult  to  overrate  the  importance  of 
the  declaration  which  has  been  made 
this  evening.  I  look  upon  it  as  impor- 
tant from  many  points  of  view,  and  not, 
perhaps,  as  most  important  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  future  position  of 
the  Scotch  Church.  Although  the 
question  has  entered  to-night  on  a  new 
phase,  I  think  that,  as  far  as  the  fortunes 
of  the  Scotch  Church  are  concerned,  it 
will  be  extremely  probable  that  many 
years  may  elapse  and  many  Parliaments 
may  come  and  go  before  the  Liberal 
Party,  committed  as  it  has  been  to-night 
by  the  majority  of  the  Liberal  Party  to 
the  principle  of  Disestablishment,  will 
find  their  time  sufficiently  unoccupied  to 
permit  them  to  deal  with  the  question. 
But  although  I  do  not,  therefore,  think 
it  is  a  matter  of  very  urgent  and  press- 
ing importance  as  regards  the  future  of 
the  Scottish  Church,  it  is,  no  doubt,  .a 


matter  of  much  more  urgent  importance 
concerning  the  position  of  a  considerable 
number  of  Scotch  Members.  And, 
although,  no  doubt,  the  Party  managers 
of  the  majority  of  the  Liberal  Party 
have  charitably  supposed  that  this 
change  of  front  will  place  the  Liberal 
Unionist  Party  in  a  most  embarrass- 
ing position,  still,  from  information 
which  has  reached  me,  I  do  not  think  it 
is  altogether  impossible  that  even 
some  Members  belonging  to  the  majo- 
rity of  the  Liberal  Party  representing 
Scottish  counties  may  find  their  own 
position  somewhat  more  embarrassing. 
Therefore,  it  is  not  altogether  exclusively 
from  a  Party  point  of  view  that  I  regret 
the  new  position  which  has  been  taken 
up  in  this  matter  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  During  the  short  period  when 
I  had  the  honour  of  being  the  leader,  or, 
at  all  events,  the  nominal  leader,  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  although  I  gratefully 
acknowledge  the  kind  and  generous  and 
abundant  assistance  which  on  many 
occasions  I  received  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  it  cannot  be  any  matter  of 
surprise  that  occasionally  upon  some 
subjects  I  found  him  a  somewhat  unruly 
follower.  On  some  questions  of  con- 
siderable importance,  such  as  the  question 
of  Foreign  Policy  which  arose  at  that 
time,  we  sometimes  found  some  difficulty 
in  reconciling  our  opinions,  but  upon 
this  question  of  Disestablishment  in 
Scotland  up  to  the  present  moment  I 
have  found  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
most  exemplary  follower.  The  statement 
which  I  publicly  made,  now,  I  think,  12 
years  ago,  and  which  has  been  repeated 
to-night  with  perfect  accuracy  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  has  been  found  by  the 
Liberal  Party  in  Scotland  to  be  a  most 
convenient  declaration.  I  must  admit  it 
was  somewhat  wanting  in  completeness, 
because  when  we  professed,  as  we  did 
honestly  profess,  that  our  sole  desire  was 
to  be  guided  in  this  matter  by  the 
opinion  of  a  majority  of  the  Scottish 
people,  we  did  not  accurately  define  how 
the  opinion  of  that  majority  was  to  be 
ascertained.  I  have  always  thought 
myself,  and  I  think  that  up  to  a  very 
recent  time  my  right  hon.  Friend  agreed 
with  me,  that  if  a  large  Scottish  majority 
formed  a  very  strong  and  decisive  and 
resolute  opinion  upon  this  subject  they 
would  find  in  some  manner  or  another 
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the  means  of  expressing  that  opinion, 
and  of  communicating  it  to  a  British 
Parliament.  Those  means  have  not 
been  found,  and  if  it  is  still  a  subject  for 
discussion,  a  subject  open  to  doubt  or 
even  to  argument,  whether  the 
majority  of  the  Scottish  people 
are,  or  are  not,  in  favour  of  the 
principle  of  disestablishment,  I  think, 
that  fact  in  itself  shows  that  up  to  the 
present  time  there  is  no  strong  opinion 
on  the  part  of  a  large  majority  urgently 
demanding  the  Disestablishment  of  the 
Scottish  Church.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
has  told  ns  to-night  that  he  has  found 
the  answer  to  the  question  as  to  the 
opinion  of  the  Scottish  people  in  the 
votes  given  from  time  to  time  upon  this 
Resolution  by  the  Members  for  Scottish 
constituencies. 

Mb.     W.    E.     GLADSTONE:     And 
otherwise. 

♦The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON : 
Well,  the  main  test  has  been  the 
votes  given  on  this  Resolution.  I  admit 
that  is  one  test,  but  it  is  not  altogether 
a  completely  satisfactory  test,  and  could 
not  be  under  any  circumstances.  Above 
all,  it  could  not  be  a  satisfactory  test 
unless  the  hon.  Members  who  gave  their 
votes  were  elected — I  will  not  say  exclu- 
sively, but  to  a  very  considerable  extent 
— with  a  view  to  the  consideration  of 
this  question.  I  do  not  say  that  it  was 
necessary  that  the  elections  Bhould  have 
turned  exclusively  upon  the  question  of 
the  Disestablishment  of  the  Church,  but 
what  I  do  say  is  that  to  render  the  test 
of  any  value  whatever  it  is  necessary 
.that  this  question  should  have  been  dis- 
tinctly and  prominently  placed  before 
the  constituencies  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers whose  opinions  are  to  influence  the 
judgment  of  this  House  were  elected. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  done  the 
very  utmost  that  lay  in  his  power  to 
prevent  this  question  from  being  placed 
in  a .  definite  manner  before  the  people 
of  Scotland,  so  as  to  render  their  votes 
at  the  last  election  a  test  with  regard  to 

it.     Reference  has  been  made  to-night 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington 


to  the  speeches,  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  Mid  Lothian  campaign.  I 
have  referred  to  them  myself  to-day, 
and  I  find  in  them  the  most  pas- 
sionate appeal  8  to  the  Liberal  portion  of 
the  Scotch  constituencies  not  to  permit 
this  question  of  Disestablishment  to 
exercise  any  prominent  influence  on  the 
decision  which  they  were  going  to  form* 
but  that  Liberal  candidates  should  be 
elected  altogether  irrespective  of  the 
opinions  for  or  against  Disestablishment. 
If  that  be  the  case,  and  if  the  advice  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  any 
effect,  as  I  suppose  it  had,  on  the  election 
of  1885,  can  it  be  argued  that  the 
election  of  1886  turned  more  than  that 
of  1885  upon  the  subject  which  we 
are  now  discussing  1  We  know  that  in 
1886  there  was  one  subject  brought 
prominently  before  the  constituencies  of 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  to  the 
exclusion  of  any  other,  and  it  is  idle  to 
suppose  that  the  advice  given  to  the 
electors  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
1885  was  absolutely  disregarded  in  1886 
in  the  face  of  the  more  pressing  and 
important  question  that  was  placed 
before  them.  I  do  not  find,  therefore, 
in  either  of  the  elections,  or  in  any  of 
the  votes  that  have  been  given  in  this 
House  upon  this  question  any  satisfactory 
reason  why  we  should  suddenly  abandon 
the  position  which  I  ventured  to  take  up 
more  than  10  years  ago,  when  I  was 
supported  by  my  right  hon.  Friends 
near  me,  as,  indeed,  I  was  only  five  years 
ago.  I  do  not  pretend  to  have  any 
strong  opinion  upon  this  question  my- 
self. I  do  not  profess  to  have  even  a 
superficial  acquaintance  with  the  most 
elementary  of  the  arguments  which  can 
be  used  upon  the  subject  on  its  merits, 
because  I  have  not  given  it  any  careful 

attention,  but  I  am  as  ready  now  as  1 
was  12  years  ago  to  do  the  best  I  can  to 
carry  into  effect  the  strong  wishes, 
plainly  expressed,  of  the  majority  of  the 
Scotch  people,  whenever  we  can  ascer- 
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tain  authoritatively  what  those  wishes 
are.       It   has  seemed  to  me,  however, 
from  the  very  slight  attention  that  I  have 
been  able  to  give  to  the  subject,  that  the 
difference  between  the  various  divisions 
of  the  Churches  in  Scotland  are  so  comr 
paratively  slight,  that   the  attachment 
felt  to  the  Established  Church  of  Scot- 
land is  so  strong,  and  that  the  conscien- 
tious objections  which  are  felt  to  endow- 
ment or  to  State  connection  are  in  com- 
parison so  weak,  that  it  is  a  somewhat 
extraordinary  thing  that  some  method 
has  not  yet  been  discovered   by  which  a 
re-construction  and  reform  of  the  Scotch 
Established  Church  might   be  devised, 
which    might    bring    together    all  the 
sections  of  the  Scotch  Religious  Bodies 
without  resorting  to  the  extreme  method 
of  Disestablishment.      Bearing  in  mind 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, which  has  been  referred  to  to-night, 
with  regard  to  abstract  Resolutions,  we 
are    bound  to    assume    that    the  right 
hon.     Gentleman,      before      expressing 
the  opinion  which    he    has    expressed 
to-night,  has  not  only  satisfied  himself 
that  the  majority  of  the  Scotch  people 
are  ardently  in  favour  of'  Disestablish- 
ment; hut  has  also  satisfied  himself  as  to 
the  means  by  which  that  Disestablish- 
ment is  to  be  carried  out,  and  also  that 
he   has  satisfied  himself  that  no  other 
method  of  reform  and  re-construction  is 
possible  short  of  the  extreme  method  of 
Disestablishment.     Well,  Sir,  my  right 
hon.  .Friend  has   satisfied  himself  of  all 
these   things,  but  we   do  not  know  by 
what  process    he    has    arrived    at    his 
opinion  ;  we  do  not  know  in  detail  what 
are  the   conclusions  at    which  he    has 
arrived.     We   have   only  been  told  to- 
night that  the  Disestablishment  of  the 
Scotch  Church  is  a  comparatively  simple 
matter,  and  there  is  only  one  question 
that  would  give  rise  to  any  protracted 
consideration  ;  but  I  venture  to  say  that 
there  are  very  few  Members  on  this  side 
of  the   House  who  have   the   slightest 
conception  what  would  be  the  lines  on 
which   a  measure  of    Disestablishment 
and   Disendowment   would   be   framed. 
Before  we  are  asked  to  commit  ourselves 
finally  to  a  policy  of  Disestablishment  and 
Disendowment  I  say  it  would  be  decent, 
at  all  events,  that  we  should  know  upon 
what  lines  a  measure  is  to  be  framed. 
Perhaps  my  right    hon.   Friend    takes 


a  somewhat  less  exalted  view  of    the. 
character  of  an  abstract  Resolution  than 
he  did  a  few  years  ago.     perhaps .  these, 
abstract  Resolutions,  after  all)  are  only  a 
mode  of  arriving  at  that  which  we  all 
want  to  know — namely,  the  opinion  of 
the  Scotch  constituencies.      They  have 
been  so  used  on  the  occasion  of    two 
previous  Divisions.     This  Division  will 
probably  be  another  proof  of  the  growt 
ing  opinion  of  Scotland  upon  this  subject. 
If  that  is  the  view  we  are  to  take  of  the 
votes  given  upon  these  abstract  Resolu- 
tions, what  is  the  position  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  in  that  case  1    These  abstract 
Resolutions,  we  are  told,  are  a  means  Of 
arriving  at  the  opinions  of  Scotch  con- 
stituencies.    What,  1  ask,  is  the  opinion 
of   Mid  Lothian?    The  opinion  o£   the, 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has, 
been  given  to-night,  not  on  account  of 
any  knowledge  which  he  has    of    the 
opinions  of  the  voters  of  Mfd  Lothian, 
but  because,  he  has  told  us  so  himself  to- 
night, a  majority  of  Scotch  Members  for 
other  constituencies    have  on    previous 
occasions  voted  for  this  Resolution.     It 
has  been  said  to-night,  and  I  have  heard 
it  previously,  that  a  requisition  was  pre- 
sented— [Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  :  No,  not  a 
requisition"] — well,  that  a  representation, 
signed    by  a    considerable    number — I 
have  been   told   by  a  majority — of  the 
constituents  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
was  presented  to  him  begging  him  not  to 
vote  for  the  Resolution  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow.     Has  my  right  hon. 
Friend  arrived  at  any  opinion,  formed 
any  judgment — has  he  been  able  to  form 
any  judgment  whether  the  opinion   of 
his  Mid  Lothian  constituents  has  changed 
on  this  subject  ?    If  the  opinion  of  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  carries  no  more 
authoritative  representation  of  the  views 
of  his  constituents  than  it  has  been  shown 
to  do,  on  what  grounds  are  we  to  assume 
that  the  votes  of  other  Scotch  Members 
indicate  the  views  of  their  constituents  ? 
I    will    only    say     that     in     the     vote 
I     shall     give      to-night,     and     which 
I    believe    some    of     my    friends    will 
give,  we  shall  not  be  asserting  that,  in 
our  opinion,  the  Scotch  Church  requires 
neither  re-construction  nor  reform.  Many 
of    us  believe   that  it  does    eminently 
require  reform,  and  some  of  us  believe 
that    a    re -construction  of    the    Scotch 
Church,    which    should    include    other 
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sections  that  are  now  outside  its  pale,  is 
not  beyond  the  limits  of  possibility.  We 
shall  certainly  not  be  voting  that  an 
indefinite  continuance  of  the  present 
state  of  things  is  either  requisite  or 
desirable.  We  shall  not  be  voting 
against  a  reform  of  the  Scotch  Establish- 
ment, and  above  all  we  shall  not  be 
asserting  that  it  is  necessary  permanently 
to  maintain  the  Scotch  Establishment  if 
it  should  be  found  that  reform  of  that 
Establishment  and  re-construction  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church  of  Scotland  is  an 
impossibility,  and  that  no  other  solution 
will  satisfy  the  settled  desires  and  wants 
of  the  majority  of  the  Scottish  people. 

(12.45.)      Mb.     A.    ELLIOT    (Rox- 
burgh), (who    was    received  with  loud 
cries  of  "  Order,  order ! ") :  I  rise  to  say  a 
few  words  on  this  question,  which  may  be 
of    no   importance    to     hon.    Members 
who  sit  below   the  Gangway  \Cries  of 
"  Divide  ! "]     When  I  rise  to  say  a  few 
words   upon    a    question    which    is    of 
supreme    importance     to    the    Scottish 
people  I  am  met  with  the  jeers  of  hon. 
Members.     I  mean,  however,  to  protest, 
not  merely  against  the  decision  that  is  to 
be    arrived    at,    but    also    against   the 
method  in  which  the  decision  is  being 
arrived  at.     At  the  last  General  Election 
in  Scotland  the  right   hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  declared  over 
and  over  again    that    the  question    of 
Scottish    Disestablishment   was    hardly 
ripe   for  Parliamentary  discussion ;  but 
now  he  comes  down  to  the  House  and 
supports    the     Resolution    of    my  hon. 
Friend      (Dr.      Cameron),     [Cries     of 
"  Divide  !  "]     I  am  determined  to  have 
my  say  on  this  question.     I  am  here  as 
a    Scottish    Member    entitled    to    take 
part  in  this  Debate.     I  maintain  that 
the  manner  in  which  the   subject  has 
been    brought  forward   shows  that  no 
consideration  has  been  paid  to  public 
opinion  in  Scotland.     Hon.  Members  are 
invited  to  arrive  at  a  momentous  deci- 
sion upon  a  matter  which  if  taken  in 

hand  at  all  ought  to  be  taken  in  hand  by 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington 


the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  do  leave 
the  Chair.     The  question  has  not  been 
discussed    by    anything  like   a   proper 
number  of  Scottish  Members  ;  and  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  says  that  the  feeling  of 
the  Scottish  people  is  in  favour  of  Dis- 
establishment, and  when  he  founds  that 
statement   upon  the   fact  that  on  one 
occasion  in  this  House  a  Resolution  in 
favour  of  Disestablishment  was  carried,  I 
ask  him  to  considar  his  own  remarks  in 
reference  to  the  weight  attaching  to  that 
very  Resolution.     In  November,   1885, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
Resolution  then  proposed,  which  was  the 
same  as  that  now  brought  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division, 
would  not  be  accepted  as  conclusive  with 
regard  to  the   possible  opinion  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  on  the  question.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say 
that  a  long  series  of  such  Resolutions 

would  be  necessary,  and  yet  he  now  sup- 
ports the  proposal  on  Party  grounds  and 
without  discussing  its  merits.  Liberals 
in  Scotland  have  in  the  past  been  decided 
on  this  question,  and  they  will  remain 
decided.  Many  people  in  Scotland  who 
a  few  years  ago  were  in  favour  of  Dis- 
establishment are  now  animated  by  a 
desire  to  re-construct  and  reform  the 
Church  for  the  benefit  of  the  Scottish 
people. 

(12.50.)  The  House  divided :— Ayes 
256 ;  Noes  218.— (Div.  List,  No.  69.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  "That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

It  being  after  One  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Question  put. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes  after  One 

o'clock  till  Monday  next. 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Monday,  5th  May,  1890. 


The  Lord  Bishop  of  Exeter — Took  the 
Oath  for  the  first  tine. 


SWEATING  SYSTEM. 
Message  from  the  Commons  for  Fifth 
Report,  <fcc,  of  the  Select  Committee : 
Ordered  to    be    communicated    accord- 
ingly. 

METROPOLITAN  HOSPITALS,  &c. 
The  evidence  taken  before  the  Select 
Committee  from  time  to  time  to  be 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  Members  of 
this  House :  but  no  copies  thereof  to  be 
delivered  except  to  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee until  further  order.     (No.  69.) 

HERRING  FISHERY  (SCOTLAND)   ACT 
(1889)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  56.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN :  My 

Lords,  this  Bill  has  reference  to   one 

matter,  and  one  matter  only,  namely, 
the  amount  of  the  penalties  which  are 
exigeable  under  the  Herring  Fisheries 
Acts  for  breaches  of  the  bye-laws 
of  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board.  This 
Bill  proposes  to  restore  the  amounts  of 
those  penalties  to  the  same  figure  at 
which  they  stood  prior  to  the  Act  of 
1 889.  The  Herring  Fisheries  Act  (Scot- 
land), 1889,  made  certain  enactments 
with  reference  to  penalties,  but  in  the 
same  clause  reserved  all  powers  relating 
to  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board.  But  in 
construing  the  various  Acts,  the  Scotch 
Judges  have  held,  notwithstanding  the 
proviso  that  the  amount  of  the  penal- 
ties exigeable  has  been  affected  by 
the  Act  of  1889.  This  Bill  has,  there- 
fore, been  introduced  for  restoring  the 
powers  which  existed  under  the  Act  of 
1885,  and  which  were  supposed,  until 
the  decision  which  I  have  referred  to, 
■till  to  exist.  The  words  are  identical 
with  the  language  of  the  Act  of  1885, 
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and  I  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  :  To 
which  Committee  does  the  noble  Earl 
propose  that  it  should  be  referred  ? 

♦The  Earl  of  CAMPERDO WN :  To  the 
General  Committee. 

Bill  read  2a  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  General  Bills. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  five  minutes 

before  Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday,  6th  May,  1890. 


Q  U EST  10  NS. 

LEAD  POISONING. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire,  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
the  attention  of  the  Board  has  been 
directed  to  the  extensive  prevalence  of 
lead  poisoning  in  Sheffield  and  the  sur- 
rounding districts,  due  to  the  drinking 
water,  and  affecting  about  1,000  persons, 
as  reported  in  the  British  Medical 
Journal  of  April  26th  ;  and  whether  he 
proposes  to  order  an  inquiry  by  the  Board 
into  the  circumstances,  and  the  best 
means  of  remedying  them  9 

•The    PRESIDENT   of    thb  LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 

Tower  Hamlets,  St.   George's) :  I  have 

received  a  communication  from  the  Town 
Clerk  of  Sheffield,  from  which  it  appears 
that  a  Committee,  which  included  Pro- 
fessor Dewar,  Dr.  Bristowe,  and  Mr. 
Hawkesley,  was  appointed  by  the  Town 
Council  to  consider  the  extensive  preva- 
lence of  lead  poisoning  in  Sheffield  and  the 
surrounding  districts  due  to  the  drinking 
water,  #and  that  the  remedy  recommended 
by  that  Committee  has  been  adopted  by 
the  Town  Council.  The  results  as  regards 
the  improvement  of  the  water  supply  are 
stated  to  have  been  decidedly  beneficial, 
and  the  Town  Council  hope  that  a 
complete  remedy  will  be  provided. 
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THE  TOWER  ARMOURY. 
Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London): 
1  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  he  can  explain  why  the  armour 
in  the  Tower,  which  is  at  present  crowded 
into  so  small  a  space  as  to  interfere  with 
its  being  seen,  has  not  been  moved  into 
the  two  large  halls  which  have  been 
decorated  and  prepared  to  receive  part  of 
it  for  a  very  long  time ;  and  whether,  if 
the  delay  is  due  to  want  of  money,  he 
will  consider  the  advisability  of  em- 
ploying the  money  paid  by  visitors  in 
defraying  the  expense  necessary  to  do 
justice  to  the  collection  ? 

♦The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  To  carry  out  the  improve- 
ment referred  to  would  involve  an 
expenditure  of  £1,000  at  least ;  and  the 
money  has  not  hitherto  been  available. 
To  divert  to  this  purpose  the  fees  paid 
by  visitors,  which  are  now  taken  in  aid 
of  the  Vote,  would  merely  have  the 
effect  of  adding  the  amount  to  the  Vote 
required.  I  shall  be  exceedingly  glad 
when  it  is  possible  to  carry  out  this 
national  work,  because  I  regard  it  per- 
sonally as  one  of  great  interest  and  im- 
portance. 

APPEALS  FROM  SCOTCH  COURTS. 

Mr.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  (Inver- 
nessshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate by  what  authority,  statutory  or 
otherwise,  the  House  of  Lords,  subse- 
quent to  the  passing  of  "  The  Appellate 
Jurisdiction  Act,  1876,"  changed  their 
previous  uniform  practice  of  not  allow- 
ing costs  to  appellants  from  the  Scottish 
Courts? 

♦The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute)  :  I  understand 
this  question  to  be  put  to  me  as  to  a 
matter  of  fact  regarding  Scotch  practice, 
and  I  answer  it  upon  that  footing.  There  is 
no  statute  upon  the  subject,  the  present 
practice,  like  the  former,  being,  of  course, 
referable  to  the  inherent  jurisdiction  of 
the  House.  The  modern  practice  is  in 
accordance  with  that  of  all  other  Courts. 

NEYLAND  STATION,  PEMBROKESHIRE. 

Mb.  BOWEN  ROWLANDS  (Cardigan- 
shire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  on  12th  April  in  this  year,  a 
telegraph     boy     named    Mackan     was 


knocked  down  and  injured  by  an  engine 
on  the  sidings  near  the  fish  stage  on  the 
premises  of  the  Great  Western  Railway 
Company  at  their  station  at  Neyland, 
Pembrokeshire;  whether  this  accident 
happened  at  or  near  to  the  place  at 
which,  on  22nd  April,  1887,  a  boy 
named  Rees  was  run  over  by  an  engine 
and  killed ;  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  Report  of  Colonel  Rich 
(dated  22nd  July,  1887),  after  an  inquiry 
held  by  him  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  into  the  circumstances  which  at- 
tended the  death  of  Rees,  in  which  he 
states  that  the  railways  and  station  yard 
of  the  Great  Western  Railway  Company 
at  Neyland  were  in  a  most  dangerous 
state,  and  recommended,  amongst  other 
things,  that  the  Company  be  urged  to 
build  a  footbridge  for  the  safety  of  their 
own  servants  and  of  the  numerous 
labourers  employed  at  the  station,  as  well 
as  of  the  public  at  large ;  whether  there 
are  now  several  hundreds  of  persons  em- 
ployed, at  the  fish  stage  at  Neyland; 
whether  the  Railway  Company  hare 
neglected  or  refused  to  carry  out  Colonel 
Rich's  recommendations ;  and  whether 
the  Board  of  Trade  will  take  any  steps 
for  the  protection  of  life  and  limb  at  this 
station,  and  in  furtherance  of  the 
measures  urged  on  the  attention  of  the 
Company  by  Colonel  Rich  ? 

Thb  PRESIDENT  of   thh   BOARD 

op    TRADE     (Sir    M.    Hicks    Beach, 

Bristol,  W.) :     I  have  received  from  the 

Company  a  statement  signed  by  the  boy 
MacKeen,  from  which  it  appears  that  he 
was  not  struck  by  the  engine,  but  having 
crept  under  the  ticket  platform  in  taking 
a  short  cut  across  the  Neyland  Station 
Yard,  he  drew  back  suddenly  on  seeing 
the  approaching  engine  and  struck  his 
forehead  against  the  woodwork  of  the 
platform,  slightly  cutting  his  face.  This 
occurred  about  50  yards  from  the  spot 
where  the  fatal  accident  happened  in 
April,  1887.  The  Board  of  Trade  have 
no  power  to  compel  the  Company  to 
erect  a  bridge ;  but  negotiations  with  this 
object  are  being  conducted,  which  I  hope 
will  end  in  the  removal  of  the  danger  at 
present  existing,  and  I  understand  that 
the  Company  are  making  considerable 
alterations  in  their  Neyland  Station, 
which  will,  I  hope,  when  completed,  go 
far  to  meet  the  other  recommendations 
contained  in  Colonel  Rich's  Report. 
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SERGEANT-    MAJOR     HOLMES. 

Me.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tho  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  with  regard  to  a  reply 
given  by  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  to  a  question  asked  on  6th  Septem- 
ber, 1886,  respecting  the  circumstances 
attending  the  death  of  Troop  Sergeant 
Major  Holmes,  of  the  7th  Hussars, 
whether,  when  the  charge  of  dishonesty 
was  brought  for  ward  against  the  late  Troop 
Sergeant  Major  Holmes,  the  books,  which 
would  hive  substantiated  such  charges 
were  found  to  have  been  destroyed,  and 
could  not  be  produced  to  satisfy  his  widow 
and  other  relatives  as  to  his  indebtedness ; 
why  it  is  that,  when  the  late  Sergeant 
Major  Holmes  died  with  a  clean  de 
faulter's  sheet,  together  with  the  high- 
est testimonials  as  to  efficiency,  sobriety, 
and  honesty  from  his  Commanding 
Officers,  and  the  War  Office  Authorities 
having  officially  stated  that  no  debts  could 
be  proved  against  him,  the  charges  of 
drunkenness,  inefficiency,  and  dishonesty 
have  not  been  publicly  withdrawn  ;  and 
whether,  in  consequence  of  the  official 
letters  which  have  since  been  written  to 
Mrs.  Holmes,  which .  show  that  these 
charges  have  since  been  found  to  have 
been  unjustly  made,  he  is  now  prepared 
to  publicly  withdraw  them,  and  to  inquire 
into  the  conduct  of  those  who  are  respon- 
sible for  their  having  been  made  ? 

*Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  There  is  no 
knowledge  in  the  War  Office  of  any 
books  having  been  destroyed ;  and  hav- 
ing carefully  considered  all  the  evidence 
adduced  in  this  painful  case,  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  the  answer  given  by  my 
predecessor  was  correct ;  at  the  same 
time,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  thai 
the  irregularities  in  the  conduct  of  the 
Serjeant  Major — who  undoubtedly  did 
good  and  gallant  service  in  Egypt — arose 
after,  and  were  probably  consequent  on, 
a  severe  attack  of  sunstroke  from  which 
he  suffered. 

Mr.  M.  CAMERON :  Has  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  the  jury  in  their 
verdict  distinctly  stated  that  death  had 
been  caused  by  the  worry  to  which  this 
unfortunate  man  had  been  subjected ;  and 
if  he  is  further  aware  that  all  the  com- 
manding officers  under  whom  he  served 
bore  testimony  to  his  high  character  for 
honesty  and  sobriety  1 


•Me.  E.  STANHOPE :  With  regard  to 
the  last  question,  I  believe  that  Sergeant 
Major  Holmes  had  previously  borne  an 
excellent  character. 

Me.  M.  CAMERON :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that,  in  consequence  of  the  answer 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  will  bring 
the  subject  before  the  House  on  the 
Estimates. 

TELEGRAPHIC  COMMUNICATION  TO 

CHINA. 
Sie  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  I    had    given    notice    of    my 
intention  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  is  aware   that  a  Telegraphic 

Convention  between  the  Chinese  Govern- 
ment and  certain  British  and  Foreign 
Telegraph  Companies  has  lately  been 
signed,  and  whether  the  ratification  by 
the  British  Government  is  sought  by  the 
interested  parties ;  whether'this  Conven- 
tion would  fix  the  charge  for  telegraphic 
communications  to  China  for  a  long 
period  of  years,  so  as  to  preclude  com- 
petition with  existing  cables  and  land 
lines  during  that  time ;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  lay  the  pro- 
posed Convention  (terms  of  which  are 
known  in  this  country,  but  which  have 
so  far  been  kept  secret)  upon  the  Tablo 
of  the  House  before  its  ratification  ?  At 
the  request  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
I  beg  to  postpone  the  question  until 
Monday. 

SMUGGLING    AT    GIBRALTAR. 

Mr.   JACOB  BRIGHT  (Manchester, 

S.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 

of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  there 

are   any  negotiations  on   foot    between 

Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the 
Government  of  Spain,  with  the  object 
of  putting  a  check  to  smuggling  at  Gib- 
raltar by  interfering  with  the  freedom  of 
trade? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 

foe    the    COLONIES    (Baron    H.     de 

Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :    No 

further  negotiations   have   taken   place 

since  I  answered  a  question  on  this 
subject  by  the  hon.  Member  two  years 
ago.  I  may  add  that  smuggling  by  land 
has  diminished  of  late,  owing  to  additional 
regulations  which  have  been  made. 
P  2 
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VACCINATION  OF  PUPIL  TEACHERS 
AT  LEICESTER. 
Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Couricil  on  Education,  whether  he  will 
re-considerthe  practical  difficulty  in  which 
the  School  Board  for  Leicester  is  placed, 
by  the  impossibility  of  securing  a  sufficient 
number  of  candidates  for  the  position  of 
pupil  teacher  who  can  produce  a  certifi- 
cate of  vaccination ;  and  whether  the 
Department  is  compelled  by  law  to 
make  such  a  certificate  a  condition  of  its 
approval  of  candidates;  if  so,  by  what 
law ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  con- 
sider the  hardship  inflicted  thus  on 
candidates  over  14  years  of  age  who  are 
outside  the  scope  of  the  Vaccination 
Laws  ? 

•The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dtke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  1  am  not  aware  that  there  is 
any  difficulty  in  procuring  a  certificate  of 
vaccination  at  Leicester,  if  the  proper 
medical  authority  is  applied  to ;  and  the 
hon.  Member  must  see  that  it  would  be 
highly  inexpedient  for  the  Department  to 
relax  a  rule  of  great  importance  to  the 
health  of  the  children  in  elementary 
schools,  because  of  the  unfortunate  atti- 
tude towards  compulsory  vaccination 
taken  up  by  the  inhabitants  of  Lei- 
cester. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Mr. 
Picton, 

•Sir  W.  HART  DYKE  said:  The 
Department  is  perfectly  within  its  right 
in  demanding  a  certificate.  I  cannot 
otherwise  answer  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  than  by  saying  that  if  a 
candidate  refuses  to  produce  a  certificate 
of  vaccination  he  cannot  be  appointed. 

•Mr.  PICTON:  Is  the  Department 
compelled  by  law  to  demand  a  certificate? 
[Cries  of  "  Order !  "]  I  think  I  have  a 
right  to  ask  the  question. 

No  reply  was  given. 

REGIMENTAL  CANTEENS. 
,  Mr.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  is 
it  a  fact  that  the  canteens  attached  to 
regiments  are  open  for  the  sale  of  malt 
liquors  to  the  troops  every  day  of  the 
week  from  12  a.m.  till  9.30  p.m.; 
whether  soldiers  are  permitted  to  treat 
civilians  to  drink  at  these  canteens,  and 


to  buy  drink  for  consumption  without 
the  precincts  of  the  military  barracks  ; 
and  whether,  having  regard  to  the  ten- 
dency of  recent  legislation  to  limit  the 
hours  during  which  the  traffic  in  drink 
can  be  carried  on,  he  will  take  any  steps 
for  placing  some  restrictions  on  the  sale 
of  drink  within  barracks  to  Her  Majesty's 
troops? 

•Mr.   E.  STANHOPE:    Canteens   are 

open  for  the  sale  of  malt  liquors  to  the 

troops  every   day    of    the   week   from 

12  a.m.  to  9.30  p.m.  Civilians  are  not 
allowed  in  a  canteen  at  hours  prohibited 
by  the  Licensing  Act  in  force  at  the 
place,  and  at  other  times  only  by  per- 
mission of  the  commanding  officer. 
They  cannot  themselves  make  purchases 
in  a  canteen  ;  but  a  soldier  is  permitted 
to  treat  a  civilian  friend.  The  soldier 
may  not  buy  drink  at  a  canteen  for  con- 
sumption outside  the  barraoks.  I  have 
already  informed  the  House  that  I  pro- 
pose, on  the  Barracks  Bill,  to  explain  the 
measures  we  are  adopting  for  the  pro- 
motion of  temperance  in  the  Army. 

BRITISH  GUIANA. 

Mr.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  he  is  now  in  a 
position  to  inform  the  House  if  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  decided  upon  a  scheme 
of  Constitutional  Reform  for  the  colony  of 
British  Guiana ;  whether  the  old  Dutch 
institution;  in  operation  before  the  colony 
became  British,  of  selection  by  means  of 
a  College  of  Keizers,  consisting  of  seven 
life  members,  is  to  be  abolished,  and 
direct  representation  by  ballot  substi- 
tuted; whether  any  extension  of  the 
franchise  is  to  take  place ;  whether  he 
has  decided  as  to  the  number  of  elective 
members  to  be  appointed  by  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  colony ;  and  whether  he 
can  give  any  further  information  with 
regard  to  the  proposed  scheme  of 
reform? 

Bieon  H.  db  WORMS:  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  have  decided  upon 
some  points  in  a  scheme  of  reform  of 

the  Constitution  of  British  Guiana ;  but 
other  points  are  still  under  discussion 
with  the  Colonial  Government,  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  not  prepared  to* 
btate  the  nature  of  the  proposed  reforms, 
until  the  scheme  is  completely  settled. 
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MALTESE  MARRIAGES. 
Mb.     H.     H.     FOWLER    (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the   Under 
Secretary    of     State   for    the    Colonies 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  copies  of  the  Despatch  of  Sir 
Iintorn  Simmons  to  the  Secretary    of 
State  for  Foreign  Aifairs,  dated  the  18th 
January,  1890,  and  of  the  two  enclosures 
accompanying  such  Despatch,  and  of  any 
other  correspondence  with  the   Vatican 
relating  to  the  validity  of  the  marriages 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  which  have 
been,  or  may  hereafter  be,  celebrated  in 
Malta? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS:  Papers  will 
be  laid  relating  to  the  Mission  of  Sir  L. 
Simmons  to  the  Vatican  which  will 
include  the  Despatch  referred  to  and  its 
enclosures. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  when  the  Despatch 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Baeon  H.  de  WORMS :  As  soon  as 
possible. 

LEEDS  ASSIZES. 


Me.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex,  Uxbridge) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  the  late  Civil  Assizes  at  Leeds 
having  ended  on  the  1st  of  April  last 
another  Civil  Assize  has  been  fixed  at 
Leeds  for  the  10th  of  May ;  whether, 
during  the  last  few  years,  three  Civil 
Assizes  have  been  held  at  Leeds  during 
five  months  and  none  during  the  rest  of 
the  year;  whether  the  Corporation  of 
Leeds,  the  Leeds  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
and  the  Leeds  Law  Society  more  than  a 
year  ago  made  representations  to  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England  disapprov- 
ing of  the  present  arrangement  of  the 
Civil  Assizes  at  Leeds;  and  whether 
pomplaints  have  reached  him  that  the 
absence  of  a  Judge  from  London  at  these 
Assizas  seriously  interferes  with  the  trial 
of  London  actions  } 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  foe  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.) :  The  answer  to  the 
first  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative. 
The  Civil  Assizes  have  been  held  during 
the  last  few  years  during  the  Hilary, 
Easter,  and  Trinity  sittings,  and  not  dur- 
ing the  Michaelmas  sittings.  I  am  not 
aware  whether  representations  have  been 
made    disapproving    of      the      present 


arrangements ;  but  the  power  of  altera- 
tion does  not  lie  with   the  Lord  Chief 
Justice.    The  absence  of  a  Judge  must 
always  interfere  with  trials  in  London ; 
but  certainly  less  at  this  time  than  at  any 
other.     Under  the  present  arrangements 
only  four  Judges  are  absent  at  this  time 
of  the  year,  instead  of  nine  as  hereto- 
fore.    I    am    informed    by    the    Lord 
Chancellor  that  he  has  the  subject  under 
consideration,  and  is  at  this  very  moment 
in  communication  with  the  Judges  with 
the  view  of  determining  the  most   con- 
venient    time    for    holding   the    Civil 
Assizes  at  Leeds. 

THE  NEW  CODE. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  will  furnish  the  House 
estimates  of  (1)  the  number  of  day 
schools;  (2)  the  number  of  children  on 
the  registers  of  such  day  schools  as  will 
be  benefited  by  the  adoption  of  the  New 
Code  and  the  New  Code  Bill  now  before 
the  House;  and  what  is  the  estimated 
total  cost  of  the  increased  grants,  in 
addition  to  the  ordinary  grants  and  in 
addition  to  any  special  Parliamentary 
grant  made  under  Section  19  of  the  Act 
of  1876? 

Sir  W.  HART  DYKE :  So  far  as  can 
be  estimated  from  the  data  at  my  disposal 
considerably  more  than  half  of  the  De- 
partments of  Schools  for  older  scholars 
will  be  benefited  pecuniarily  by  the  New 
Code;  but  it  will  be  my  duty,  in  explain- 
ing that  document  and  the  Bill  in  con- 
nection with  it,  to  give  the  House  the 
fullest  information  in  my  power  upon 
the  points  to  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  referred. 


DUTIES  ON  MARINE  INSURANCE. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
has  received  a  Memorial  from  Marine 
Underwriters,  praying  for  the  abolition 
of  the  existing  Stamp  Duties  upon 
Marine  Insurance  ;  and  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  injury  inflicted  upon 
marine  insurance  business  by  the  reten- 
tion of  the  Stamp  Duty,  and  to  the  fact 
that  many  insurances  are  efEected  with 
Foreign  Companies  on  the  Continent  in 
consequence,  he  can  see  his  way  to  pjace 
insurance  of  property  at  sea  on  the  same 
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footing  as  the  insurance  of  the  same  pro- 
perty on  land  ? 

*Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  have  received  such 
a  Memorial.  I  do  not  deny  that  there 
is  some  force  in  the  contention  of  the 
Memorialists ;  but  looking  to  the  many 
claims  for  remission  of  taxation  with 
which  I  had  to  deal,  I  did  not  see  my 
way  to  accede  to  the  wish  of  the  Under- 
writers. 

LOCAL   MARINE    BOARD  AT  CARDIFF. 

Sir  EDWARD  REED  (Cardiff):  I 
b?g  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  has  received  from 
Cardiff  the  Resolution  passed  at  a  very 
large  and  influential  meeting  in  that 
town  in  favour  of  the  prompt  establish- 
ment there  of  a  Local  Marine  Board,  to 
facilitate  the  enormously  increased 
marine  business  of  Cardiff  and  other 
ports  in  South  Wales  and  Monmouth  - 
shire  ;  and,  if  so,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
urgent  importance  of  the  matter,  he 
will  be  able  to  give  it  his  prompt  and 
favourable  consideration  1 

Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  Yes,  Sir.  I 
have  received  the  Resolution  referred  to, 
and  I  am  giving  the  matter  my  most 
earnest  consideration. 

THE  PLATE  DUTY. 
Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  the  abolition  of  the 
Plate  Duty  will  carry  with  it  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  Plate  Licence ;  and,  if  so,  at 
what  date  will  the  licence  cease  1 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN :  No,  Sir ;  it  is  not 
intended  that  the  abolition  of  the  Plate 
Duty  will  carry  with  it  the  abolition  of 
the  Plate  Licence. 

THE  NEW  COINAGE. 
Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, <fcc.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  with  reference  to  the 
new  coinage,  if,  in  view  to  the  mainten- 
ance of  the  Union,  he  will  re-consider  his 
intention  of  substituting  for  the  arms  of 
the  three  Kingdoms  the  St.  George  and 
the  Dragon,  which  is  an  emblem  of  one 
Kingdom  only  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN :  No  ;  I  cannot  under- 
take to  abandon  the  St.  George  and  the 
Dragon.  It  is  sanctioned  by  tradition 
and  recommended  by  the  great  beauty  of 
the  design. 

Mr.  Mundella 


Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  1  beg  to  give- 
notice  that  I  will  take  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity of  calling  attention  to  this  sub- 
ject, and  of  moving  that,  in  view  of  the 
separatist  tendencies  developed  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  it  shall  not 
be  the  practice  to  place  upon  coins  of  the 
United  Kingdom  an  emblem  which  is 
only  recognised  in  one  part  of  it. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether,  before  finally  deciding 
upon  the  designs  for  the  proposed  new 
gold  coinage,  he  will  afford  the  Members, 
of  this  House  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
them ;  and  whether  he  has  come  to  any 
decision  as  to  withdrawing  from  circula- 
tion, either  or  both  the  four  shilling  and 
five  shilling  pieces  ? 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  As  regards  the 
second  question,  I  have  never  thought  of 
withdrawing  the  new  five  shilling  piece* 
So  far  as  I  learn,  it  is  growing  in  popularity. 
Fresh  demands  for  considerable  quanti- 
ties have  lately  been  made.  As  to  the 
four  shilling  piece,  it  is  premature  to 
come  to  any  decision.  Time  alone  can 
show  what  is  the  real  use  of  a  coin.  As- 
to  exhibiting  the  design  for  a  new  gold 
coin  to  Members  of  the  House,  there  is 
something  to  be  said  for  such  a  course,, 
and  something  against  it.  There  is  sure 
to  be  no  unanimous  verdict  in  favour  of 
any  design.  There  are  more  differences 
of  opinion  in  questions  of  art  even  than 
in  questions  of  politics.  I  will  consult 
my  Colleagues  on  the  point. 

♦Mr.  CHILDEBS  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  Is. 
there  any  increase  in  the  circulation  of 
four  shilling  pieces  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  No  doubt  the  fivo 
shilling  coin  is  more  popular. 

GRIEVANCES  OF  SEAMEN. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  Eastbourne)  t 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  following  re- 
marks made  by  Admiral  H.R.H.  the- 
Duke  of  Edinburgh  at  the  annual  meet- 
ing of  "Missions  to  Seamen"  Society,, 
held  at  the  Mansion  House  on  28th 
April : — 

"The  Report  also  complains  that  in  some 
ports  abroad,  and  in  Crown  Colonies,  especially 
Hong  Kong  and  Singapore,  the  crows  are  com- 
pelled to  do  unnecessary  work  in  transhipping 
cargoes  on  Sundays,  which  causes  much  discon- 
tent and  discomfort  to  the  men,  and  puts  & 
stop  to  all  religious  observances.    Whereas  ia 
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the  Australian  and  self-governing  Colonies  such 
unnecessary  working  of  cargoes  is  rigidly  for- 
bidden. 

"  I  understand  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonios  has  called  the  attention  of 
some  Colonial  Governors  to  this  grievance  of 


seamen 


.»» 


and  whether  the  practice  complained  of 
has  been  prohibited,  so  that  seamen  may 
enjoy  their  Sunday  rest  in  port  in  com- 
mon with  other  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects? 

Babon  H.  de  WORMS :  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  been  in  correspondence 
with  the  Governors  of  Hong  Kong  and 
the  Straits  Settlements  on  the  subject 
of  Sunday  labour  in  the  ports  of  Hong 
Kong  and  Singapore.  They  have  repre- 
sented that  there  would  be  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  legislation  prohibiting  Sunday 
labour  in  these  harbours  ;  but  the  Local 
Chambers  of  Commerce  have  been 
approached  by  the  Governors  with  a  view 
to  securing  a  reduction  of  all  such  avoid- 
able labour  by  united  voluntary  action 
on  the  part  of  the  merchant  and  shipping 
agents.  I  may  add  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  is  about  to  consult  on  this  question 
Sir  Cecil  Smith  and  Sir  William  des 
Voaux,  who  are  now  in  England. 

Admiral  FIELD :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
following  remarks  made  by  Admiral 
H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh  at  the 
Mansion  House,  28th  April,  when  pre- 
siding at  the  annual  meeting  of  "  Mis- 
sions to  Seamen  "  Society : — 

"  But  this  system  of  sending  seamen  direct 
to  their  homes,  and  the  transmission  of  their 
wages  alter  them,  has  not  yet  been  extended  to 
foreign  shores;  British  crews  are  dismissed 
from  their  ships  on  the  coasts  of  France, 
Belgium,  and  Holland,  &c,  to  await  payment 
amongst  people  of  a  strange  language,  so  that 
the  Consul  of  Dunkirk  reports  as  follows,  with 
just  indignation,  '  of  the  sharks  of  all  nations, 
who  infest  the  large  discharging  ports  between 
the  Elbe  and  Brest,  in  order  to  li  ve  principally 
on  the  British  seaman  and  his  weaknesses ;  and 
urges  *  the  introduction  of  the  system  for  the 
transmission  of  wages,  free  of  charge,  at  the 
chief  discharging  ports  between  the  Elbe  and 
Brest.1  In  Dunkirk  last  year  2,002  British 
seamen  were  discharged,  receiving  £34,565  in 
cash,  and  £658  in  bills  on  the  owners.  Of  this 
money,  £16,056  was  remitted  by  911  money 
orders,  leaving  £19,187  for  the  crimps  to 
operate  upon  in  that  one'French  Port ;" 

and  whether  he  will  endeavour  to  meet 

the  evil  complained  of,  as  recommended 

by  the  Consul  of  Dunkirk,  by  inserting 

a  clause  in  the  next  Merchant  Shipping 

Amendment  Act  1 


Sir    M.     HICKS     BEACH:      The 

question  of  still  further  facilitating  the 

transmission  of  seamen's  wages  to   this 

country,  and  of  sending  to  their  homes 
seamen  discharged  at  foreign  ports,  has 
not  failed  to  receive  attention.  But  it 
has  not  yet  proved  practicable  to  over- 
come all  the  difficulties  which  have 
been  found  to  exist,  arising  in  some 
measure  through  the  difference  in  the 
laws  and  regulations  in  operation  in 
foreign  ports.  Any  scheme  of  the  kind 
in  foreign  ports  would  probably  have  to 
extend  to  seamen  whose  homes  are  in 
the  British  possessions  as  well  as  to  those 
who  reside  in  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
transmission  scheme  has  been  worked  in 
this  country  by  the  staff  which  is  also 
employed  in  the  prevention  of  crimping 
and  in  the  performance  of  other  duties 
in  connection  with  thy  Mercantile 
Marine.  To  provide  the  necessary 
assistance  at  foreign  ports  would  involve 
a  very  considerable  expenditure.  In  the 
year  ended  March,  1889,  seamen  dis- 
charged abroad  took  advantage  of  the 
Seamen's  Foreign  Money  Order  system 
to  the  extent  of  over  4,000  orders, 
representing  more  than  £60,000. 

THE  SOUTH  METROPOLITAN  GAS 
COMPANY. 

Mb.  BOULNOIS  (Marylebone,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  will  move  the  Attor- 
ney General,  under  Section  45  of  "  The 
Metropolis  Gas  Act,  I860,"  to  take  action 
against  the  South  Metropolitan  Gas  Com- 
pany, as  he  has  twice  been  requested  to 
do  by  the  London  County  Council,  for 
their  conduct  in  cutting  off  the  supply 
of  gas  from  the  testing  place  in  Hill 
Street,  Peckham,  whereby  since  Septem- 
ber, 1889,  it  has  been  impossible  to  test 
the  gas  at  this  station  except  for  two 
short  periods  ? 

Seb  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  In  De- 
cember last,  the  London  County  Council 
represented  to  the  Board  of  Trade  that 
the  South  Metropolitan  Gas  Company  had 
out  off  the  supply  of  gas  from  the 
testing  place  in  Hill  Street,  Peckham. 
The  Board  of  Trade  communicated  with 
the  Company,  and,  as  the  result,  the  gas 
was  re-connected  some  six  weeks  ago. 
Under  the  circumstances,  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  move  the  Attorney  General  to 
take  action  against  the  Company. 


135  The  Huddersfield 


{COMMONS} 


County  Board. 


13$ 


CENTRAL  AFRICA- THE  STANLEY 
EXPEDITION. 

Mr.  ALFRED  PEASE  (York) :  I 
have  given  notice  of  my  intention  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  is  true  that 
the  survivors  of  the  slaves  with  which 
the  Stanley  expedition  was  manned,  and 
which  were  originally  hired  from  Arab 
and  other  owners  at  Zanzibar,  have  been 
handed  over  to  their  original  owners,  and 
returned  into  slavery  at  Zanzibar ;  and 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  wages  they 
earned  on  the  Expedition  have  been  ap 
propriated  by  their  owners ;  but  at  the 
request  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I 
will  postpone  the  question. 

PLEUROPNEUMONIA. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture who,  under  the  Pleuro-  pneumonia 
Bill,  will  be  responsible  for  making  and 
issuing  regulations  for  the  movement  of 
cattle  throughout  the  Kingdom;  and 
whether  the  various  Local  Authorities 
will  undertake  this  duty,  as  formerly,  or 
whether  the  Board  of  Agriculture  will 
issue  and  enforce  General  Rules  to  be 
applied  to  all  parts  of  the  country  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  or  the  BOARD 
or  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire,  Sleaford  :  The  ultimate 
responsibility  for  making  and  issuing 
regulations  for  the  movement  of  cattle 
will  rest  with  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
as  it  formerly  did  with  the  Privy 
Council  before  the  Board  was  established. 
How  that  responsibility  will  be  exercised 
in  all  cases  it  is  at  the  present  time 
impossible  to  say.  It  will  depend  to  a 
great  extent  upon  the  prevalence  of  the 
disease  in  the  different  districts  ;  but  I 
may  say  that  it  will  always  be  the  object 
of  the  Board  to  act  in  harmony  with,  and 
with  the  co-operation  of,  the  Local 
Authorities  throughout  Great  Britain, 
who  will,  no  doubt,  usually  carry  out  the 
regulations  as  heretofore. 


Mr.  Swanston ;  whether  it  is  true  that 
Mr.  Berrington  will  continue  to  hold  the 
position  of  Chief  Inspector  as  well  as 
the  office  of  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Fisheries  Department ;  what  will  be  the 
future  position  of  Mr.  Malan  at  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  and  who  will  in  future 
conduct  such  local  inquiries  as  may  be 
necessary  from  time  to  time  in  the 
general  interests  of  those  engaged  in  the 
great  sea  fisheries  industry  of  this 
country? 

Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  In  con- 
sequence of  Mr.  Swanston's  appoint- 
ment to  the  post  formerly  held  by  Mr. 
Gray,  the  appointment  of  Assistant 
Secretary  for  the  Fisheries  Department 
has  been  conferred  on  Mr.  Berrington, 
who  holds  it  concurrently  with  that  of 
Chief  Inspector  of  Fisheries.  The  status 
of  Mr.  Malan  will  not  be  altered  by  this 
arrangement.  Local  inquiries  will  in 
future  be  conducted  as  a  rule  by  Mr. 
Malan  and  Mr.  Fryer ;  but  Mr.  Berring- 
ton, in  his  capacity  of  Chief  Inspector, 
will  be  able  to  inquire  in  any  especially 
important  case  in  which  the  Board 
desire  so  to  employ  him,  when  com- 
patible with  the  conduct  of  his  duties  as 
Assistant  Secretary. 

THE  INDUSTRIAL  PROPERTY  CON- 
VENTION. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  when 
the  Report  of  the  Industrial  Property 
Convention,  recently  held  at  Madrid,  will 
be  in  the  hands  of  the  Members;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  desira- 
bility of  its  being  considered  by  the 
Merchandise  Marks  Committee  now 
sitting,  he  will  facilitate  its  production 
as  early  as  possible  ? 

Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I  have  had 
the  Report  and  relative  Papers  sent  to 
the  printers,  and  will  do  all  I  can  to 
facilitate  their  production  as  early  as 
possible. 


THE  FISHERIES  DEPARTMENT  OF 
THE  BOARD  OF  TRADE. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  (  Great  Grimsby) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  what  alterations  have  taken  place  in 
the  Fisheries  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  consequence  of  the  lamentable 


THE  HUDDERSFIELD  COUNTY  BOARD. 
Dr.  TANNER:  I  bog  to  ask  the 
S.  cretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  it  is  known  to  the  Bench 
that  the  legal  business  of  Mr.  John 
Sykes,  solicitor,  the  clerk  to  the*  Hudders- 
field  County  Board  of  Magistrates,  is 
carried  on  under  the  name  of  John 
Sykes  and  Son;    and  whether  it  is  a 
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-of  the  firm  in  question  to  appear  before 
the  Magistrates  as  an  advocate  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:   1  have  not  yet 
received  a  reply  from  the  Magistrates ; 
but  from  the  information  whiqh  I  have 
obtained  I  believe  the  answer  to  both 
paragraphs  to  be  in  the  affirmative.     The 
-Clerk  to  the  Justices  informs  me  that 
his  son  was  admitted  a  solicitor  in  1872, 
on  the  express  condition  that  the  partner- 
ship was  not  to  include  anything  in  con- 
nection   with  the    Magistrates'  Clerk's 
Department    of  the  Office,   which  has 
always  been  carried  on  separate  and  dis- 
tinct from  the  General  Solicitors1  Busi- 
ness of  the  Office.     I  am  assured  that 
the  son  has  in  no  way  interfered  with 
the  business  of  the  Magistrates  Clerk's 
.Department,  and  has  received  no  portion 
of  the  salary  appertaining  thereto. 


THE  POST  OJTFIOB. 
Mb.  ALFRED  THOMAS  (Glamorgan, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
if  it  is  a  standing  rule  in  the  Post  Office, 
when  a  new  Order  is  issued  by  the  Post- 
master General,  to  require  all  the  officials 
to  whom  such  Order  applies  to  sign  their 
adherence  to  the  Order ;    if  the  Order 
relating    to    meetings    of    Post     Office 
servants,  issued  a  fortnight  ago,  applies 
to  the  whole  of  the  Postal  staff,  and  why 
the  Telegraph  clerks  only  were  required 
to  sign  the  Order ;  if  he  is  aware  that  a 
number  of  the  clerks  signed  the  Order 
under  protest;  and  if  their  action  will 
render  them  liable   to  punishment,  or 
plaice  them  at  any  disadvantage  in  the 
Postal  Service  ? 

•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
IUikbs,  University  of  Cambridge) :  When 
a  new  Order  is  issued  the  heads  of  De- 
partments are  responsible  that  it  is  made 
known  to  their  subordinates ;  and  to  this 
•end  they  must  take  such  steps  as  they 


consider  necessary.    The  Order  to  which    T.  M.  Healy 


the  Order.  I  take  this  opportunity  of 
stating  that  the  Order  in  question  as 
regards  shorthand  writers  applies  only 
to  general  meetings  and  not  to  com- 
mittee meetings. 

THE  LICENSING  QUESTION. 
Mb.  SUMMERS  (Hnddersfield) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  will  consider  the  propriety 
of  dividing  the  Local  Taxation  (Customs 
and  Excise)  Duties  Bill  into  two  Bills, 
and  of  dealing  with  the  Licensing  Ques- 
tion in  a  separate  measure  ? 

•Me.  GOSCHEN  :  No,  Sir ;  we  cannot 
undertake  to  consider  this  recommenda- 
tion. It  strikes  me  it  would  be  bad 
policy  to  do  so. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  if  the  Government 
intend  by    implication  to    reverse    the 
recent  decision  of  the  English  Courts  in 
"Sharp  t>.Wakefield"  that  refusal  to  renew 
a  licence  was  in  the   discretion  of  the 
magistrates ;  and,  if  not,  why  is  it  pro- 
posed to  provide  that  the  renewal  of  new 
licences  granted  after  the  passing  of  the 
Local  Taxation  Bill  shall  be  "  at  the  free 
andunqualified  discretion  of  the  Licensing 
Authority." 
*Mb.  RITCHIE :  We  have  no  intention 
whatever,  by  implication  or  otherwise,  to 
attempt  to  reverse  the  decision  referred 
to.     The  words    "at  the  free  and  un- 
qualified   discretion    of    the    Licensing 
Authority  "  were  inserted  in  the  Bill  not 
for  the  purpose  of  in  any  way  expressing 
a  judgment  upon  the  question  raised  in 
the  case  cited  or  of  asking  the  House  to 
do  so,  but  simply  to  make  it  clear   that 
no  rights  whatever  should  attach  in  the 
case  of  new  licences. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Mr. 


the   hon.  Member  refers  applies  to  the 

whole  body  of  Post  Office  servants  ;  but 

whether  in  one   office  they  are  called 

upon  only  to  read  the   Order,   and   in 

.another  to  sign  it,  is  a  matter  for  their 

own  superior  officer,  and  one  in  which 

I  should  not  think  of  interfering.     I  am 

not    aware    whether    any    Post    Office 

servants  signed  under   protest  or  not. 

The  protest,  if  protest  was  made,  would 

not  come  under  my  official  cognisance 

and  would    certainly  entail  no    disadr 

vantage  to  any  officer  who  complies  with 


•Mb.  RITCHIE  said  :  I  do  not  wish  to 
discuss  the  exact  bearing  of  the  decision. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  no  intention  to  put 
any  words  in  the  Bill  which  can  in  any 
way  prejudge  the  question  as  to  the 
right  to  the  renewal  of  licences.  The 
question  will  be  raised  when  the  House 
goes  into  Committee  on  the  Bill,  and  if  it 
can  be  shown  that  there  is  anything  in 
the  Bill  implying  more  than  I  have 
stated  we  should  have  no  objection  to  its 
being  amended. 
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Mk.  ROWNTREE  (Scarborough)  :  I 
beg  also  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  what  basis  the  Probate  Duty  is 
assessed  on  public  house  licences  1 
♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  value  of  a 
licence  is  included  in  the  value  of  the 
"  goodwill  "  (on  which  Probate  Duty  is 
paid).  The  goodwill  is  generally 
included  in  the  valuation  of  the  lease, 
and  the  value  of  a  licensed  house  is 
greater  than  that  of  another  house  of 
similar  dimensions  used  for  a  trade 
where  a  licence  is  not  required. 
4*Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  Is  the  duty 
levied  on  the  property  of  the  brewer- 
owner,  or   of   the  tenant  occupier  ? 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN :  It  is  levied  on  the 
property  of  the  man  who  dies.  It  is 
levied  solely  on  such  interest  as  the 
deceased  possessed  in  the  licence. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby) :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  in- 
formation as  to  the  terms  on  which 
the  goodwill  is  valued  ? 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  will  consult  the 
Inland  Revenue  on  the  subject.  I 
think  that  the  House  is  entitled  to  full 
information  on  the  point. 

.  Mr.  ROWNTREE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  the 
Government  will  furnish  the  House  with 
particulars  of  the  amounts  received  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue  in 
the  last  financial  year  in  the  various 
counties  and  boroughs  in  respect  of  on- 
licences  in  such  counties  and  boroughs  1 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  It  would  be  im- 
possible to  furnish  the  information  for 
which  the  hon.  Member  asks  for  some 
weeks. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  put  off  the  Bill  till  the 
information  is  in  possession  of  the 
House  1 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  Certainly  not, 
because  that  would  be  to  run  the  risk  of 
postponing  the  measure  indefinitely.  Of 
course,  there  is  a  considerable  amount  of 
general  information  at  the  disposal  of 
hon.  Members. 

PIG  IRON  WARRANTS. 
Mb.  AINSLIE  (Lancashire,  N. 
Lonsdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  if  he  can  hold  out  any  hope  that, 
in  view  of  the  manifest  disturbance  of 
trade  consequent  upon  irregular  dealings 
in  pig  iron  warrants,  the  Government 
will  bring  in  a  Bill  to  place  all  dealings 


in  these  Warrants  under  the  same 
regulations  as  those  which  govern  deal- 
ings in  Stocks  and  shares  1 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  I  am  aware  that 
the'  speculative  dealings  have  caused 
serious  disturbance  of  the  markets,  but  I 
am  not  acquainted  with  any  regulations 
governing  dealings  in  Stocks  and  shares 
which  would  prevent  such  speculations  ; 
but  I  may  point  out  that  the  evil  can  ber 
to  a  great  extent,  prevented  by  purchasers 
insisting  on  the  ^identification  of  the- 
parcels  purported  to  be  sold. 

THE     MACCLESFIELD     SAVINGS 

BANE. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General 
whether  Mr.  P.  J.  Eaton,  the  actuary  of 
the  Macclesfield  Savings  Bank,  is  still  on 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace  for  tho 
borough  of  Macclesfield ;  and  whether 
the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
has  been  called  to  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Commissioner  at 
the  inquiry  into  the  affairs  of  the 
Macclesfield  Savings  Bank,  and  es- 
pecially that  portion  of  the  evidence 
which  relates  to  the  actuary  and  the  way 
in  which  the  position  of  a  Justice  of  the 
Peace  was  obtained,  or  sought  to  be  ob- 
tained ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  come  to  any  decision  in 
the  matter? 

Sib  R.  WEBSTER:  I  am  informed 
that  Mr.  Eaton  is  still  on  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace.  The  matter  is  still  en- 
gaging the  attention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor. 

PRIVATE    BILL    PROCEDURE 
(.-COTLAND)   BILL. 

Mb.  SINCLAIR(Falkirk,<kc):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  considering  the  great  desire 
expresst  d  in  Scotland  for  the  passage  of 
some  measure  dealing  with  Scotch  Local 
Bill  Legislation,  he  is  able  now  to  fix  a 
day  for  the  Second  Reading  Debate  on 
the  Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland} 
Bill? 

•The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster)  i 
I  hope  that  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill 
wiU  be  taken  before  Whitsuntide. 
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and  Rabies. 


U2 


PUBLIC    HEALTH    OF     I  HE 
METROPOLIS. 

Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  when 
the  Government  intend  to  introduce  the 
Bills  dealing  with  consolidation  and 
amendment  of  the  laws  with  respect  to 
public  health  in  the  Metropolis,  and  to 
the  dwellings  of  the  working  classes  1 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  Government 
hope  to  be  able  to  introduce  the  Bills 
dealing  with  the  consolidation  and 
amendment  of  the  laws  with  respect  to 
public  health  in  the  Metropolis  and  to 
the  dwellings  of  the  working  classes 
shortly  before  Whitsuntide. 

THE  SA  LFORD  FRAUDS. 
Mr.  SUMMERS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the 
attention  of  the  Government  has  been 
called  to  the  Petitions  of  the  Salford 
Corporation,  and  of  the  ratepayers  of 
Salford,  praying  that  a  Commission 
should  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
alleged  fraudulent  transactions  in  con- 
nection with  the  Corporation  contracts ; 
and  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  accede  to  the  prayer  of 
the  Petitioners? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  is  not  in  the 
power  of  the  Government  to  appoint  a 
Commission  with  power  to  examine 
witnesses  on  oath.  For  the  appointment 
of  such  a  Commission  legislation  is 
necessary,  and  it  is  for  hon.  Members 
who  are  interested  in  the  question,  and 
who  think  this  is  the  best  way  of 
proceeding  to  introduce  the  necessary 
Bill. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  from 
Mr.  Summers, 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said :  It  is  not  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  take  the 
initiative  in  the  matter. 

FALSE  IMPRISONMENT  ON  PERJURED 

EVIDENCE. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment if  it  is  possible  to  give  any  com- 
pensation to  the  men  Gleeson,  Brady, 
Brooks,  and  Whaley,  for  false  im- 
prisonment ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  have  nothing  to 
add  to  the  answer  which  I  gave  to  this 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  on  the  21st 
of  last  month. 


SILVER  PLATE. 

Mr.  HENRY  J.  WILSON  (York,. 
W.R.,  Holmfirth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  how  draw- 
back can  be  obtained  on  silver  plate  sold 
and  delivered  between  the  present  time 
and  such  time  in  June  as  the  Revenue 
Office  may  pass  them  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  intend  to  intro- 
duce a  clause  in  Committee  of  the 
Budget  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  pro- 
viding for  interim  sales  of  silver  plate, 
which  I  understand  the  hon.  Member 
wishes  to  facilitate.  The  clause  shall  be 
put  upon  the  Paper  immediately  after  the 
Second  Reading  in  order  to  give  publicity 
to  the  arrangements. 

DOC*    MUZZLING    AND    RABIES. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture whether  the  point  of  division  of 
the  two  Counties  of  Bucks  and  Middle- 
sex, as  on  the  Oxbridge  Road,  the  Dog 
Muzzling  Order  is  enforced  on  one  side  of 
the  road  and  not  on  the  other,  and  why, 
if  the  Order  is  intended  to  stamp  out 
hydrophobia,  this  and  similar  areas  of 
muzzling  are  so  peculiarly  defined  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  All  Orders  apply  to. 
districts  of  Local  Authorities.  The 
boundaries  of  districts  are  not  fixed  by 
the  Board.  It  occasionally  happens  that 
the  boundary  line  runs  down  the  centre 
of  a  road.  The  difficulty  cannot  be 
got  rid  of  without  having  a  special 
survey  in  order  to  define  the  district  to 
which  an  Order  should  apply.  I  am 
unable  to  say  in  this  particular  instance 
whether  the  bon.  Member  is  right,  but 
probably  he  is.  The  case  frequently 
occurs,  and  for  this  reason  :  that  th& 
areas  are  prescribed  according  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Local  Authorities  who 
carry  out  the  Order.  I  am  quite  aware* 
of  the  anomaly,  but  it  is  an  anomaly 
which  cannot  be  avoided  unless  the 
Order  was  to  be  made  universal 
throughout  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  HERBERT  KNATCHBULL- 
HUGESSEN  (Kent,  Faversham)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture whether  he  can  now  see  his  way  to 
restrict  the  Dog  Muzzling  Order  in  the 
County  of  Kent  to  those  parts  of  the 
county  within  the  Metropolitan  area  1 
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Mb.  LEES  (Oldham) :  I  also  beg  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is 
«ble  to  give  the  House  any  information 
as  to  the  effect  of  the  Muzzling  Orders 
now  in  force ;  whether  any  appreciable 
•diminution  in  the  number  of  cases  of 
rabies  and  hydrophobia  has  taken  place 
in  consequence     of  those  Orders;  and 
whether,  in  view    of  the  great  incon- 
venience which  is  caused  by  those  Orders 
to    owners    of    dogs     throughout     the 
country,  he  is  able  to  hold  out  any  pros- 
pect of  their  being  shortly  rescinded  ? 

Me.  FARQUHARSON  (Dorset,  W.) : 
I  have  further  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  his  attention  has 
heen  called  to  the  Report  of  the 
Executive  Committee  of  the  a  London 
County  Council  for  the  quarter  ending 
March  31st  last,  which  states  that  the 
number  of  rabid  dogs  for  the  quarter  is 
seven  as  against  two  in  the  correspond- 
ing quarter  of  last  year;  whether  the 
alleged  general  increase  of  rabies  in 
scheduled  districts  has  been  accompanied 
by  a  corresponding  increase  in  the  cases 
of  hydrophobia ;  in  how  many,  if  any,  of 
the  alleged  outbreaks  of  rabies  relied  in 
by  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  in  justify- 
ing the  Muzzling  Order,  was  the  alleged 
rabid  dog  under  the  observation  of  a 
veterinary  surgeon  of  experience  while 
still  living ;  whether  the  remuneration  of 
veterinary  surgeons  employed  by  the 
Board  depends  in  any  way  upon  the 
number  of  dogs  declared  rabid;  and 
whether,  owing  to  the  increase  of  rabies 
in  the  scheduled  districts,  he  can  hold 
out  any  hopes  of  withdrawing  the 
Muzzling  Order  1 

•Mb.  AINSLIE:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  of  the  met  that  in 
Constantinople  there  are  upwards  of 
30,000  dogs  that  are  without  owners  or 
control ;  that  they  have  all  their  young  in 
the  streets ;  and  that  no  case  of  rabies  has 
occurred  among  them;  and  whether  these 
facts  have  been  brought  forward  in  the 
.evidence  before  the  Commission  ? 

Mb.  CHAPLIN:  In  reply  to  the 
question  which  has  been  put  to  me  last, 
I  am  not  aware  that  the  data  referred  to 
were  placed  before  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion or  not,  but  I  have  referred  to  the 
evidence  without  finding  them.  Evidence 
of  an  opposite  character  was  given  before 
the  Commission  by  Professor  Horsley 
and  Sir  C.  Warren,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  find  that  in  Dr.  Fleming's  able 


book  upon  rabies  and  hydrophobia.     The 
contention  that    hydrophobia    does    not 
exist  in  Turkey  or  Constantinople  is  dis- 
puted, and  I  think  disposed  of.     In  reply 
to  my  hon.  Friends  behind  me,  it  will  be 
convenient  to  answer  both  questions  at 
once,    and  the  answer  is  this :  The  Re- 
turns of  deaths  from  hydrophobia  since 
the  Muzzling  Order  came  into  force  are 
not  at  present  in  the  hands  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture.     But  I  am  glad  to  say, 
with    regard   to  rabies,    that  in  every 
county  which  has  been  placed  under  the 
regulations,   and  in  the   country  as   a 
whole,  there  has  been  a  marked  diminu- 
tion in  the  number  of  outbreaks   since 
the  passing  of  the  Order.     For  instance, 
in  1889,  for  the  last  two  quarters  of  that 
year  there  were  133  cases  in  the  third 
and  81  cases  in  the  fourth  quarter  re- 
ported   to    the    Board.     For    the    first 
quarter  of  the  present  year  they  have 
been  reduced  to  39,  and  for  the  month 
of  April  there  have  only  been  seven  cases 
throughout  England,  as  compared  with 
11  for  March,   14  for  February,  and  14 
for  January  of  the  present  year.     In  the 
Metropolis  and  the  West  Riding,  although 
there  has  been  a  large  diminution,  cases 
are  still  of  constant  occurrence,  and  there 
have  also  been  comparatively  recent  out- 
breaks in  Hampshire  and  West  Sussex, 
in  which  latter  county  a  Muzzling  Order 
has  been  imposed  by  the  Local  Authority. 
With  regard  to  Lancashire  and  the  home 
Counties  of  Essex,  Hertfordshire,  Surrey, 
and  Kent,  so  far  as  they  are  not  included 
in   the  Metropolitan  district,  no    cases 
have   been   reported  for  a  considerable 
period,  and  if  the  Reports  continue  to  be 
as  favourable  in  the  case  of  the  home 
counties  as  they  have  been  of  late  I  shall 
hope  to  be  able  to  modify  the  Order,  if  it 
is  not  suspended,  at  no  distant  time.     I 
may  be  allowed  to  add,  as  it  will  be  of 
interest  to  the  public,   that,  since  the 
Order  has  been  enforced,  of  the  rabid 
dogs  seized  in  public  places  nine  were 
properly  and  securely  muzzled,  and  were 
thus  prevented  from  doing  mischief. 

THE  INDORE  STUDENTS* 
ASSOCIATION. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Mr.  Kenvey,  Agent  to  the  Governor 
General  of  India,  at  Indore,  has  recently 
issued  a  notice  that — 
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"No  Association  should  be  organised  within 
Residency  limits  without  the  Agent  to  the 
Governor  General's  permission  and  approval ;" 

"  The  so-called  Indore  Students'  Association 
is  not  recognised  as  a  publio  Association  so  far 
as  the  Residency  limits  are  concerned,  though 
of  course  there  is  no  objection  to  private 
persons  meeting  and  debating  as  much  as  they 

E lease,  provided  they  do   not  transgress  the 
iw ;" 

"No  official,  student,  or  school-boy  con- 
nected with  the  Res\denoy  Establishment  is 
permitted  to  join  any  Association  within  the 
Residency  limits  which  has  not  been  approved 
by  the  Agent  to  the  Governor  General.  And  no 
such  official,  student,  or  school-boy  may,  without 
special  permission,  attend  the  meeting  or 
meetings  of  any  unauthorised  Association 
within  Residency  limits ;" 

whether  he  can  state  under  what  anther 
rity  such  notice  has  been  issued; 
whether  there  is  any  precedent  for  the 
issue  of  such  a  notice ;  whether  the 
notice  has  been  approved  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India ;  and  whether  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  will  call  for  a  Report  on 
the  circumstances  leading  to  the  issue 
of  such  notice  1 

*Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst,  Chat- 
ham) :  The  Secretary  of  State  has  no 
official  information  on  the  subject.  The 
notice  appears  to  be  within  the  ordinary 
authority  of  the  Agent  to  the  Governor 
General,  and  does  not  seem  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  call  for  special  inquiry. 

♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH :  Has  the  Agent 
ordinary  authority  to  interfere  with  a 
meeting  of  native  Indians  1 

The  question  was  not  answered. 
INDIAN  FACTORY  LAW. 

Mb.  HO  WORTH  (Salf  ord,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  children  are  allowed  to 
work  in  Indian  cotton  factories  at  seven 
years  of  age,  and  to  be  kept  at  work  for 
nine  hours  per  day,  also  whether  it  is  the 
case  that  there  are  no  restrictions  what- 
ever affecting  the  employment  of  young 
persons  over  12  years  of  age  or  of  women 
in  regard  to  the  number  of  hours  during 
which  they  may  work ;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Berlin  Labour 
Conference  recommended  that  children 
should  not  be  admitted  to  work  in  any 
industry  under  12  years  of  age,  and  then 
only  for  six  hours  per  day  till  they  were 
14,  that  young  persons  from  14  to  16 
years  of  age  should  not  work  more  than 
10  hours  per   day,  and    that    women 
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should  in  no  case   work   more   than  11 
hours  per  day,  Her  Majesty's   Govern- 
ment propose  to  take  any  steps  to  bring 
the  Factory  Law  in  India  into  conf ormity 
with  the  Berlin  standard  ? 


♦Sib  J.  GORST :  The  existing  Factory 
Law  of  India  is  correctly  stated  in  the 
question.  A  Bill  has  been  introduced 
which  is  not  yet  passed,  raising  the  age 
at  which  children  can  be  employed  to  9y 
and  restricting  the  hours  of  labour  of 
women  to  11.  The  Secretary  of  State 
will  send  the  Resolutions  of  the  Berlin 
Conference  to  the  Government  of  India,, 
and  will  commend  them  to  the  careful 
consideration  of  that  Government,  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  amend- 
ment of  the  Factory  Law. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Will  any  proposal 
by  the  Government  of  India  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Factory  Law  come 
before  this  House  before  it  is  adopted 
by  the  Council  of  India  1 

Sib   J.  GORST :  No,   Sir  ;  I  do  n<>t 
suppose  it  will  be  brought  before  the- 
House. 

THE    EX-SULTAN    ABDULLAH    OF 

PERAK. 

Mb.  FRANCIS  STEVENSON  (Suf- 
folk, Eye)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether,. 
in  view  of  the  highly  doubtful  character 
of  the  evidence  on  the  strength  of  which 
the  ex-Sultan  Abdullah  of  Perak  was 
sentenced  in  1876,  and  to  the  length  to 
which  his  term  of  deportation  to  the 
Seychelles  Islands  has  extended,  the 
Colonial  Office  will  consider  the  desira- 
bility of  allowing  him  to  return  to  the 
Malay  Peninsula  ? 

Babon  H.  de  WORMS:  As  I 
stated  in  answer  to  a  similar  question  by 
the  hon.  Member  last  July,  the  Executive 
Council  of  the  Straits  Settlements  were 
fully  satisfied  of  the  guilt  of  the  ex- 
Sultan  Abdullah  of  Perak  in  1876,  and 
nothing  has  since  occurred  to  throw  any 
doubt  on  the  justice  of  the  decision 
then  taken  that  he  should  be  removed  to* 
the  Seychelles.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment cannot  sanction  his  return  to  the 
Malay  Peninsula,  and  Abdullah  declined 
an  offer  made  last  year  that  he  should 
be  allowed  to  reside  in  Sarawak,  among 
people  of  his  own  race,  language,  and. 
religion. 
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Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  in 
"7iew  of  the  grave  statements  in  the 
Papers  laid  upon  the  Table  as  to  the 
-effect  of  the  action  of  the  Secretary  of 
-State  with  reference  to  the  action  of  the 
•Government  against  the  Mamlatdars 
incriminated  in  the  Crawford  Case,  he 
will  afford  facilities  for  the  discussion  of 
"the  Motion  on  the  Paper  in  the  event  of 
its  not  being  reached  on  Tuesday  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  Government 

are  quite  prepared  to  discuss  the  question 

which  the   hon.  Member  is  desirous  of 

raising  ;  but  it  will  be    impossible  for 

them  to  afford  facilities. 

•Mb.  BRADLAUGH :  Is  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  an  officer  of 
the  Government  has  declared  that  he 
had  difficulty  in  expressing  his  feelings 
in  regard  to  the  breach  of  faith  which 
has  been  committed  in  becoming 
language;  and  whether  that  statement  is 
not  sufficiently  grave  to  justify  the 
question  being  raised  here  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  aware  that 
language  of  that  character  has  been  used 
by  an  officer  who  stands  high  in  the  ser- 
vice of  the  Government  of  India ;  but  if 
•the  Government  were,  considering  the 
limited  time  at  their  disposal,  to  grant 
time  for  the  consideration  of  such 
•questions,  I  am  afraid  it  would  necessi- 
tate our  having  two  Houses  of  Commons. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  wish  to  give 
notice  that,  in  consequence  of  the  infor- 
mation I  have  received  from  Members 
■on  both  sides  of  the  House  who  desire  to 
take  part  in  the  Debate  upon  this 
•question,  I  shall  not  bring  my  Motion  on 
to-morrow  evening  unless  I  can  do  so 
before  11  o'clock. 

IRELAND— MR.  H.  STUBBS,  J.P. 

Mb.  MACNEILL:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Henry  Stubbs,  J.P., 
who  lives  with  his  brother,  Mr.  Alfred 
Stubbs,  solicitor,  is  accustomed  to 
adjudicate  in  cases  at  Petty  Sessions 
in  Ballyshannon  in  which  Mr.  Alfred 
Stubbs  is  professionally  employed ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  this  practice 
has  created  grave  distrust  in  the 
administration  of  the  law  and  the 
decisions  of  the  Magisterial  Bench,  and 


has  given  occasion  to  repeated  comments 
and  protests  in  the  public  Press  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Alfred 
Stubbs,  on  the  10th  April,  appeared  as 
solicitor  in  cases  before  a  Magisterial 
Bench  composed  of  three  members,  of 
whom  one,  Mr.  Hamilton,  is  closely 
connected  with  Mr.  Alfred  Stubbs  by 
marriage,  and  another  is  the  said  Mr. 
Henry  Stubbs;  and  whether  the 
Government  will  take  any  steps  to  pre- 
vent the  repetition  of  such  proceedings  ? 
The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  I  am  informed  that  no  com- 
plaint has  reached  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  on  the  subject. 

LIEUTENANT    COLONEL    SPEEDY. 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  case 
of  Lieutenant  Colonel  Speedy,  who, 
having  held  the  post  of  Adjutant  of  the 
Royal  Hibernian  Military  School  for  a 
period  of  26  years,  during  12  of  which 
years  with  the  rank  of  Lieutenant 
Colonel  in  the  Army,  was  called  on  to 
resign  in  October,  1880,  on  the  ground 
of  age ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  Colonel 
Speedy's  repeated  applications,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Royal  Warrant  of  1878, 
Article  23,  par.  f.,  authorising  his  retire- 
ment for  the  rank  of  Colonel  in  the 
Army,  and  the  pension  attaching  thereto, 
have  been  refused,  on  the  ground  that 
his  post  was  not  a  military  one  within 
the  meaning  of  the  said  Warrant ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
the  view  of  the  War  Office  Authorities 
on  this  question  is  opposed  to  the  opinion 
of  Lord  Chief  Baron  Palles  anjl  the  Char- 
ters of  the  Royal  Hibernian  Military 
School,  which  expressly  define  the  mili- 
tary character  of  the  post  of  Adjutants, 
and  having  regard  also  to  the  fact  that 
Colonel  Speedy  had  served  in  Her 
Majesty's  Army  for  a  period  of  42  years, 
receiving  promotion  for  gallantry  on  the 
field,  and  that  the  result  of  the  refusal 
of  his  claim  is  his  retirement  as  Major 
with  £300  per  annum  pension  instead  of 
his  retirement  as  Colonel  with  £420  per 
annum  pension,  he  will  permit  the  case 
of  Colonel  Speedy  to  be  re-opened,  and 
the  opinion  of  the  War  Office  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  test  of  legal  examination, 
as  was  done  in  the  similar  case  of  -Colonel 
Addyl 
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♦Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  My  attention, 
and  that  of  several  of  my  predecessors, 
has  been  repeatedly  drawn  to  the  case  of 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Speedy.  It  has  been 
uniformly  held  that  the  position  of 
Adjutant  to  the  Royal  Hibernian  Military 
School,  for  boys  the  sons  of  soldiers, 
could  not  be  regarded  as  a  military 
-appointment  qualifying  for  the  rank  of 
Colonel  in  the  Army,  and  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  question  that  decision.  The 
hon.  Member  is  mistaken  in  supposing 
that  the  case  of  Colonel  Addy  was  sub- 
mitted to  legal  investigation. 

THE    BALTIMORE    FISHING 
INDUSTRY. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  owing  to  the  transference  of  the 
Custom  House  from  Skibbereen  to  Ban- 
try  very  great  inconvenience  and  injury 
are  caused  to  the  Baltimore  Fishing 
Industry ;  whether,  according  to  the 
existing  Custom  arrangements  in  Skib- 
bereen, the  Deputy  Officer  of  Customs 
in  that  town  is  unable  to  give  permission 
for  the  discharge  of  cargoes. of  ice  ab- 
solutely essential  for  the  preservation  of 
the  fish  caught  by  the  Baltimore  fisher- 
men, and  also  that  it  is  impossible  for 
him  to  obtain  permission  by  telegraph 
from  Bantry  to  do  so,  and  whether,  in 
consequence,  steamers  for  conveying  the 
fish  have  to  wait  at  Baltimore  the  arrival 
from  Bantry,  24  miles  distant,  of  the 
Superintendent  of  Customs ;  and  whether 
he  will  take  steps  to  have  abated  the 
inconvenience  complained  of,  by  restor- 
ing the  Custom  House  to  the  Skibbereen 
District? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
B.):  I  think  that  the  Treasury  will 
reply  to  this  question;  but  I  do  not 
see  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  is  present  at  this  moment. 

A  LORD  of  the  TREASURY 
(Sir  H.  Maxwell,  Wigton):  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  will  kindly  postpone 
the  question  until  Thursday, 

CASE  OF  MR.  DALY. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  will 
state  on  what  date  Mr.  Daly  and  the 
other  prisoners  convicted  of  boycotting 


the  Great  Northern  Railway  at  Carrick- 
macross  were  transferred  from  Derry  to 
Belfast  Gaol ;  and  if  he  will  explain  why 
they  were  obliged  to  wear  the  prison 
uniform  on  their  journey,  and  handcuffed 
when  brought  through  the  streets  of 
Belfast? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  not 
obtained  the  information  that  would 
enable  me  to  answer  the  question,  but  I 
hope  to  have  it  by  to-morrow. 

REGISTRY    OF    DEEDS    OFFICE 
(IRELAND.) 

Mb.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  S.) :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if 
he  is  aware  that*the  state  of  the  Registry 
of  Deeds  Office  (Ireland),  owing  to  in- 
creased business  and  a  diminished  staff, 
is  such  as  to  cause  serious  inconvenience 
to  the  public,  and  if  the  annual  official 
leave  of  absence  has  been  in  consequence 
curtailed  and  postponed ;  whether  the 
Registrar's  urgent  requests  for  the 
necessary  addition  to  the  staff,  in  order 
to  finish  the  Consolidated  Indexes  for 
public  use,  and  work  off  arrears,  have 
been  refused  ;  and  whether  he  will  now 
take  steps  either  to  adequately  increase 
the  staff,  or  to  apply  the  seven  hours' 
scheme  of  attendance  ? 

Sir  H.  MAXWELL :  There  has  been 
no  increase  in  the  business  of  the 
Department,  and  the  staff  is  in  excess  of 
the  proper  number.  It  is  not  proposed, 
therefore,  to  sanction  any  addition  to  the 
staff.  The  question  of  applying  the 
seven  hours'  scheme  to  the  Office  is  under 
consideration. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  lay  on  the  Table  a  copy 
of  the  Report  of  the  Registrar  in  which 
he  states  that  an  addition  to  the  staff  is 
necessary  ? 

Sib  H.  MAXWELL:  I  will  consider 
the  matter. 

TEE  TRIAL  OF  CAPTAIN  RYE. 
Db.  TANNER  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  has  been  informed,  in 
connection  with  the  recent  trial  of 
Captain  Rye,  D.L.,  that  Constable 
Noonan,  of  Castlemore  Police  Barrack, 
Crookstown,  County  Cork,  employed  a 
farmer  named  William  McCarthy,  of 
Crookstown,  on  Sunday,  16th  March,  to 
send  his  car  to  convey  Jeremiah  Corcoran 
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to  Farrar  Court,  on  the  18th  March  last, 
to  enable  him,  being  wounded  and  un- 
able otherwise  to  travel,  to  give  evidence 
in  the  case  of  the  "  Queen  v.  Rye  " ; 
whether  the  police  were  requested  by 
one  or  several  gentlemen  of  position  not 
to  press  Corcoran  to  go  and  give  evidence 
before  the  Court,  the  case  having  been 
settled,  and  whether  Constable  Noonan 
is  correctly  reported  to  have  told  the 
car-owner,  on  the  17th  March,  that  the 
car  would  not  be  required  to  take 
Corcoran  to  Court;  whether'  District 
Inspector  St.  George  was  informed  by 
the  men  under  his  command  that  a 
settlement  of  the  case  had  been  con- 
cluded ;  and  whether  "Mr.  St.  Geoige 
first  visited  Captain  Bye,  accused  of 
unlawfully  and  maliciously  wounding 
his  tenant  Corcoran,  prior  to  calling  on 
the  wounded  man  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Con- 
stabulary  Authorities  report  that  it  is  the 
case  that  the  constable  engaged  a  car  to 
convey  the  man  to  Petty  Sessions.  No 
such  request  as  that  alleged  in  the 
second  paragraph  was  made  to  the  police. 
The  reason  for  countermanding  the 
order  for  the  car  was  that  the  man  had 
subsequently  caused  the  police  to  be 
informed  that  he  was  not  in  a  condition 
to  attend  the  Court,  and  forwarded  a 
medical  certificate  to  that  effect.  The 
reply  to  the  inquiry  in  the  third  para- 
graph Is  in  the  negative  ;  to  that  in  the 
fourth  paragraph  in  the  affirmative. 

CASE  OF  MR.  J.  8LATTERY,  AND 
MR.  T.  BAREY. 

Dr.  TANNER  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  it  would  be  possible  to 
provide  Mr.  John  Slattery,  T.C.,  and 
Mr.  Tom  Barry,  P.L.G.,  both  being  bail 
prisoners  in  the  County  Cork  Gaol,  with 
rooms  at  their  request,  in  accordance 
with  the  Prison  Rules,  the  prison  in 
question  being  one  in  the  first  Class; 
and  if  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Slattery  is 
obliged  to  see  his  wife  in  the  visiting 
room  known  as  the  "  cage  9 " 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  the  prisoners 
mentioned  are  already  provided  with  the 
accommodation  set  apart  for  prisoners  of 
their  class.  They  receive  their  visitors 
in  the  usual  visiting  room,  which  is 
heated,  lighted,  and  furnished. 
Dr.  Tcmner 


Dr.  TANNER:  Did  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  last  year  that  all 
bail  prisoners  would  be  treated  as  first- 
class  misdemeanants?  Will  he  not, 
therefore,  take  steps  to  obtain  for  them, 
such  privileges  as  I  enjoyed  myself  when 
a  prisoner  in  Clonmel  Gaol  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  mast  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  give  notice  of  the 
question. 

Dr.  TANNER  :\ Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  allow  Mr.  John  Slattery  to 
receive  his  wife  in  the  same  way  that  I 
was  allowed  to  receive  mine  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  So  far  as  my 
information  goes  I  am  not  led  to  suppose 
that  these  prisoners  are  treated  differ- 
ently from  other  prisoners  of  the  same 
class 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.):  What  is 
called  a  separate  apartment  consists  of  a 
room  divided  by  a  grating. 

Dr.  TANNER :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  will  call  attention  to  this  matter 
on  the  first  favourable  opportunity. 

MR.  C.  P.  COOTE. 

Dr.  TANNER :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  can  explain  the  circum- 
stances under  which  Mr.  C.  P.  Coote,  a 
paid  official  on  the  staff  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  a  Director  of 
the  Great  Southern  and  Western  Rail- 
way of  Ireland,  was  granted  special  leave 
of  absence  during  the  last  Cork  Assizes, 
to  enable  him  to  attend  in  Cork  as  a 
Grand  Juror  for  the  purpose  of  opposing 
the  projected  Cork  and  Wexford  Railway 
Bill  in  favour  of  the  Great  Southern  and 
Western  Railway  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  gentleman 
mentioned,  who  is  the  owner  of  property 
in  the  County  of  Cork,  received  the  usual 
notice  to  attend  as  a  Grand  Juror  at  the 
late  Assizes.  Bis  doing  so  in  no  way 
conflicted  with  his  official  duties.  I  have 
no  information  as  to  the  particular  busi- 
ness which  came  before  the  Grand  Jury. 

Dr.  TANNER :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  action  of  Mr.  C.  Purdon 
Coote,  at  the  Board  of  Conservators  of 
the  Lismore  District,  in  endeavouring  to 
procure  the  removal  of  Captain  J.  W. 
Johnstone  from  his  position  of  Inspector ; 
whether  any  reasons  have  been  assigned 
for  this  action  of  Mr.  Coote ;  and  whether 
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any  steps  will  be  taken  to  see  that  full 
justice  is  done  to  Captain  Johnstone  in 
the  matter  P 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  This  is  a 
matter  which  in  no  way  comes  under 
the  cognisance  of  the  Irish  Government, 
and  therefore  I  am  unable  to  answer  the 
question. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Did  not  Mr.  Coote 
-say  that  he  was  going  against  Captain 
Johnstone  in  order  to  deprive  him  of  his 
position  of  Inspector  in  consequence  of 
Captain  Johnstone  having  summoned 
him  and  had  him  fined  for  illegal  fishing  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  received 
no  information  of  that  character. 

LOCAL  TAXATION  BILL. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rusb- 
cliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether,  in  view  of  the 
widespread  interest  attaching  to  the  sub- 
ject of  licensing  and  the  vital  importance 
of  the  proposals  for  extinction  and  com- 
pensation in  the  Local  Taxation  (Customs 
and  Excise)  Duties  Bill,  and  the  fact  that 
the  actual  terms  of  the  proposals  were 
only  circulated  on  Friday,  he  will  defer 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  until  its 
actual  effects  have  been  more  thoroughly 
appreciated,  and  hon.  Members  have 
had  reasonable  time  to  communicate  with 
those  whom  they  represent  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness),:  I 
beg  also  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury if,  in  consideration  of  the  great 
importance  of  the  subject  and  the  strong 
interest  manifested  throughout  the 
-country,  he  will  postpone  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Local  Taxation  (Customs 
and  Excise)  Duties  Bill  till  after  the 
Whitsuntide  Recess  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  not  able  to 
accept  the  suggestions  of  hon.  Members 
that  the  Second  Reading  should  be  post- 
poned until  after  Whitsuntide.  I  shall 
ask  the  House  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time  on  Monday,  but  it  is  not  intended 
to  take  the  Committee  stage  until  after 
Whitsuntide  ;  and  I  apprehend  that  the 
opposition  of  hon.  Members  is  directed 
against  a  clause  rather  than  against  the 
whole  Bill,  so  that  ample  time  will  be 
afforded  for  the  consideration  of  the  pro- 
visions in  question. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  :  It  is  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  that  we  oppose,  and  the 
principle  can  only  be  discussed  on  the 
Second  Reading. 

VOL.  CCCXLIV.    [third  series.] 


*Mr,  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  aware  that 
it  is  usual  to  discuss  the  principle  of  a 
Bill  on  the  Second  Reading ;  but  there  is 
more  than  one  principle  in  this  Bill,  and 
I  believe  that  some  of  the  principles  are 
accepted  by  both  sides  of  the  House.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  objects  to  any  par- 
ticular licensing  provision  of  the  Bill  the 
best  way  to  give  effect  to  his  objection 
will  be  to  move  the  rejection  of  the 
clause  in  Committee. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  What  course  do 
the  Government  propose  to  take  in 
regard  to  the  extension  of  the  Suspensory 
Clauses  to  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  will  be 
no  inconvenience  in  hon.  Members 
moving  in  Committee  to  extend  the  Sus- 
pensory Clauses  of  the  Bill  to  Ireland  so  as 
to  prevent  the  creation  of  new  licences 
in  that  country. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  That  would  de- 
prive us  of  the  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing the  proposal  on  the  Second  Reading 
stage  of  the  Bill  to  which  we  are 
certainly  entitled,  because  we  may  not 
be  satisfied  with  the  proposal  of  the 
Government.  Was  there  not  a  distinct 
pledge  by  the  Irish  Office  that  Ireland 
should  be  included  in  the  Bill  1 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  think 
that  any  objection  can  be  taken  with 
regard  to  the  proposal  as  it  now  stands. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  would  suggest 
that  the  Bill  should  be  committed  pro 
formd  in  order  to  introduce  Amendments. 
It  would  be  unfair  not  to  take  a  discus- 
sion so  far  as  Ireland  is  affected. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  will  undertake 
that  after  the  Bill  has  been  read  a  second 
time  the  necessary  steps  shall  be  taken 
to  introduce  a  clause  into  the  Bill  for 
extending  the  Suspensory  Clauses  to 
Ireland. 

Mr.  CAINE:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  Monday  next,  on  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Local  Taxation 
(Customs  and  Excise)  Dutiea  Bill,  I  will 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  six  months. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON:  I  beg  to 
intimate  that  in  the  event  of  the  Go- 
vernment persisting  in  the  endeavour  to 
force  the  Bill  through  this  day  week  I 
will  avail  myself  of  every  opportunity  of 
preventing  it  coming  on  until  the  country 
has  had  time  to  consider  it. 
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THE  IMPORT  OF  8ILVER  PLATE. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Kino  (Hull,  Cen- 
tral), "who  put  a  question  of  which  he 
had  given  private  notice, 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN  said:  Directly  the 
Board  of  Customs  learnt,  this  morn- 
ing, that  certain  foreign  silver  plate 
imported  in  baggage  before  the  30th  of 
April  had  been  considered  by  their 
officers  to  be  still  liable  to  duty  they 
issued  the  following  Order : — 

'*  The  Board  authorise  deliver}'  of  plate  im" 
ported  prior  to  the  1st  inst.  free  of  duty,  pro" 
yided  it  be  constructively  warehoused* 
Deposit  in  the  baggage  warehouse  to  be  con- 
sidered a  constructive  warehousing  for  this 
Order.  The  usual  declaration  is  to  be  made 
if  the  plate  is  for  private  use  ;  in  that  ease  the 
assay  will  not  be  required.1' 

I  may  add  that  the  Act  requires  that 
such  plate  should  be  deposited  in  a 
bonded  warehouse ;  and  the  meaning  of 
the  Customs  Order  is  that  deposit  in  the 
baggage  warehouse  shall  count  as  ware- 
housing for  the  purposes  of  the  Act. 

ELECTORAL  DISABILITIES  BILL. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.)  :  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  the  Government 
have  given  no  notice  of  any  Amendment 
widening  the  scope  of  the  Electoral 
Disabilities  Bill. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Govern- 
ment propose  to  accept  the  Instruction 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  (Mr. 
Whitmore)  to  remove  the  disabilities 
attaching  to  voters  who  have  been  ab- 
sent from  their  qualifying  premises 
under  any  contract  of  service,  or  in  the 
execution  of  a  public  duty. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  Will  the  Bill 
be  taken  to-morrow  P 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  hope  it  will  be 
reached  to-night,  but  I  should  not  pro- 
pose to  take  it  after  11  o'clock.  The 
business  to-morrow  will  be  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  in  Committee. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 
Mb.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) :  Will 
Order  No.  9— Savings  Banks  Bill,  Second 
Reading — be  taken  to-night  ? 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  No. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  What  will 
be  the  business  on  Thursday  and  Friday  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  is  difficult  to 
say.  We  must  wait  until  we  have  dis- 
posed of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Re- 


venue Bill  before  it  is  possible  to  give  a 
forecast  of  the  progress  of  public 
business.  We  shall  be  prepared  to  deal 
with  any  of  the  Bills  on  the  Paper  if  we 
can  reach  them. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) : 
Will  the  Allotments  Bill  be  taken  to- 
night ?  I  suppose  there  is  no  chance  of 
our  reaching  it. 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  There  has  been  a 
great  deal  of  discussion  on  the  Bill, 
and  if  it  is  reached  I  think  it  would  be 
only  reasonable  to  proceed  with  it 

Mb.  COBB :  Up  to  what  time  will  it 
be  dealt  with  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Up  to  12  o'clock. 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  Will  the 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Bill  be 
taken  to-night  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  If  it  is  reached. 

Db.  TANNER :  Will  Supply  be  taken 
this  week? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  We  shall  certainly 
take  it  if  we  can. 


BRITISH  MUSEUM. 
Copy  ordered — 

"  Of  Account  of  the  Income  and  Expenditure 
of  the  British  Museum  (tiprcial  Trust  Funds) 
for  the  year  ending  the  31  st  day  of  March  1690." 

''And,  Beturn  of  the  number  of  Persona 
admitted  to  visit  the  Museum  and  the  British 
Museum  (Natural.  History)  in  each  year  from 
1884  to  1889,  both  year*  inclusive,  together 
with  a  Statement  of  the  Progress  made  in  the 
Arrangement  and  Description  of  the  Collec- 
tions, and  an  Account  of  Objects  added  to 
them,  in  the  year  1889."—  {Sir  John  Lubbock.) 

STATUTE    LAW    REVISION     BILL 
[LORDS.]— (No.  179.) 

Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, with  Special  Report. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.  [No.  110.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed. 
[No.  110.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  re-committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  for 
Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill  251.] 

SWEATING  SYSTEM. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  The 
Lords,  to  request  that  their  Lordships  will  he 
pleased  to  communicate  to  this  House,  a  Copy 
of  the  Fifth  Report  from  the  Select  Committee 
appointed  by  their  Lordships  on  the  Sweating- 
System,  with  the  Proceedings  or  the  Com- 
mittee.—(Jfr.  R  tehie.) 
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NEW  WRITS. 
ForCounty  of  Tipperary  (Mid-Division), 
v.  Thomas  Mayne,  esquire,  Manor  of 
Northstead ;  County  of  Galway  (Eastern 
Division),  v.  Mathew  Harris,  esquire, 
deceased. 

ME8SAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to  South  Indian 
Railway  Purchase  Bill   without  Amend- 
ment. 

KKW     AND     PETERSHAM    VICARAGE 
BILL.— (No.  228.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and 
reported,  without  Amendment;  Bill 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT. 

CUSTOMS  AND   INLAND   REVENUE 
BILL. -(No.  231.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

*(4.45.)  Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON 
(Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar):  We  on  this 
side  suffer  under  two  disappointments 
in  regard  to  the  Budget  Statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  One 
is  that  he  has  done  nothing  to  carry  out 
the  pledge  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  assisted  education ;  and  the 
other  is  that  he  has  neglected  to  do  any- 
thing to  reform  the  Death  Duties  by 
equalising  the  burdens  on  personalty 
and  realty.  We  are  glad  to  believe, 
from  what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  since  said,  that  he  '  is 
absolutely  pledged  to  providing  for  free 
schools  next  Session;  and  it  is  probable, 
from  the  under  estimate  he  has  made 
of  the  revenue  for  the  year  and  the 
way  he  has  provided  for  certain  items  of 
expenditure  which  will  not  recur,  that  he 
will  have  a  surplus  which  will  enable 
him  to  carry  out  his  pledge.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  also  understood  to 
have  practically  pledged  himself  to  turn 
his  attention  to  the  reform  of  the  Death 
Duties,  combined  with  a  reform  of  the 
Income  Tax.  If  he  does  this  without 
fear  and  favour,  as  a  strong  Chancellor  of 


the  Exchequer  ought  to  do,  he  will  have 
warm  supporters  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House.  I  am  by  no  means  sure, 
however,  that  that  proposal,  combined,  as 
we  hope  it  will  be  combined,  with  assisted 
education,  will  endear  itself  to  the  hearts 
of  country  Gentlemen  opposite,  if  they 
have  to  pay  for  the  reform  with  an 
increased  duty  on  realty.  Then  some  of 
us— though  we  did  not  expect  much — 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  done  something  in  a  small 
way  in  the  form  of  restitution  to  the 
Sinking  Fund,  which  he  had  so 
shamelessly  plundered.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  boasted  of  the  reductions 
of  Debt  he  has  ■  -made,  but  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  the  power  to 
reduce  the  Debt  has  arisen  to  a  very 
large  extent  from  casual  and  unexpected 
surpluses  and  windfalls  ;  and  while  pay- 
ing off  Debt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  bjeu  borrowing  money  for  coaling 
stations,  for  Imperial  defence,  for  naval 
extension  ;.nd  other  matters;  and  it  really 
makes  no  practical  difference  whether  the 
money  is  taken  out  of  the  balances  or 
is  raised  by  loan.  The  Budget  has  been 
praised  as  a  great  Budget,  a  popular 
Budget,  and  one  that  vL's  with  the 
famous  Budget  of  old.  I  admit  that  the 
Budget  is  intended  to  be  a  popular  one, 
but  I  deny  that  it  is  a  great  Budget. 
From  a  fiscal  point  of  view  it  aims  at  too 
much,  and  it  does  not  attempt  to  do  any- 
thing thoroughly.  It  does  not  show  any 
financial  reform  or  fiscal  improvements, 
such  as  has  marked  the  Budgets  to  which 
it  has  been  compared.  It  is  not  the 
kind  of  Budget  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  would  have 
proposed  if  he  had  had  the  opportunity. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  my 
mind,  has  frittered  away  a  great  oppor- 
tunity for  the  sake  of  a  passing  popularity. 
He  has  attempted  to  do  too  many  things, 
and  the  result  is  that  he  has  done  them 
all  badly.  By  the  surplus  of  Revenue 
over  Expenditure  and  the  imposition  of 
taxation  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  a 
surplus  of  £4,750,000 — a  surplus  which 
has  been  only  twice  approached  and  only 
once  exceeded  during  the  last  30  or  40 
years.  I  do  not  object  in  principle  to  the 
increase  in  the  Beer  and  Spirit  Duties. 
The  Spirit  Duty  has  not  been  raised  for 
the  past  30  years ;  and  it  is  a  financial 
axiom  of  this  country  that  while  as  to 
harmless  articles  of  general  consumption 
G  2 
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you  ought  to  get  as  large  a  revenue  as 
you  can  spread  over  the  largest  area  of 
consumption,  while  as  far  as  the  Spiri- 
Duties  are  concerned,  the  principle  has 
always  been  acted  on  to  get  the  largest 
Revenue  you  can  from  the  smallest  area 
of  consumption  ;  and  that  you  are  only  to 
be  stayed  by  the  fear  of  causing  a  reduc- 
tion in  consumption,  so  as  to  prejudicially 
affect  the  Revenue,  by  a  fear  of  causing 
smuggling  or  greatly  encouraging  adul- 
teration. It  is  doubtful,  however,  whether 
it  is  wise  in  a  year  of  peace  and  surplus  to 
increase  the  taxes  on  beer  and  spirits; 
because  those  taxes  and  the  Income  Tax  are 
the  great  sources  from  which  we  can  obtain 
an  increase  of  Revenue  when  war  or  other 
serious  emergency  arises.  It  is  curious 
to  note  that  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  the  exact  reverse  of  their  atti- 
tude in  1885.  They  now  propose  to 
increase  the  Beer  and  Spirit  Duties  and 
to  decrease  the  Tea  Duty  ;  but,  in  1885, 
when  the  Liberal  Government,  under 
stress  of  war  expenditure,  proposed  to 
increase  the  Beer  and  Spirit  Duties,  they 
opposed  the  scheme,  and  as  a  counter 
proposal  suggested  that  the  duty  upon 
tea  should  be  increased.  Well,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  a 
surplus  of  £4,750,000.  I  will  not  detain 
the  House  by  discussing  what  I  may  call 
the  minor  proposals  of  the  Budget  as  to 
barracks,  volunteers,  postage,  and  so  on, 
which  may  practically  reduce  the  surplus 
to  a  little  over  £4,000,000.  I  do  not 
desire  in  my  remarks  to  attempt  an 
alternative  Budget.  But  I  think  the 
-money  at  his  disposal  might  have  been 
better  dealt  with  fiscally  if  he  had  in- 
cluded a  smaller  number  of  articles  and 
had  given  them  thorough  relief.  Every- 
one in  this  House,  I  think,  is  in  favour 
of  a  reduction  of  the  duties  on  tea  and  on 
currants  and  of  the  House  Duty ;  and 
we  hail  with  satisfaction  the  further 
step  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  taken  to  introduce,  in  reference  to 
the  last  duty,  the  principle  of  gra- 
duated taxation.  But  I  think  it  would 
have  been  better  to  have  entirely 
abolished  the  Currant  Duty,  so  as  to 
have  saved  the  cost  of  collection  and 
prevented  the  great  disturbance  to 
trade  which  is  always  involved  in 
the  collection  of  the  Customs  Duty,  both 
of  which  will  now  be  out  of  all  propor- 
tion .  to  the  r jvenue  received.  It  would 
have  been  better  also  to  have  reduced 
Mr.  Sydney  Buxton 


|  the  Tea  Duty  by  one-half  instead  of  by 
.  the  2d.  now  proposed.  It  is  a  fiscal 
I  axiom  that  the  larger  the  reduction  the 
I  greater  is  the  proportionate  recovery  of  the 
revenue.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has  adopted  a  half-hearted  measure 
in  regard  to  the  Tea  Duty,  and  it  is  to  be 
feared  that  the  reduction  he  has  made 
will  go,  not  to  the  consumer,  but  to  the 
middleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  other  night  congratulated  himself  on 
the  fact  that  while  he  had  too  largely 
relieved  direct  taxation  during  his  former 
term  of  office  he  had  on  this  occasion 
purged  his  sin  by  giving  a  large  relief  to 
indirect  taxation.  But  has  he  made  the 
accounts  at  ail  equal  ?  It  is  admitted  that 
as  regards  the  Income  Tax  and  direct 
taxation  generally  there  has  been  a  reduc- 
tion of  some  £3,000,000  on  balance.  The 
reduction  made  in  indirect  taxation  this 
year,  together  with  the  former  reduction 
of  the  Tobacco  Duty,  which  he  said 
would  not  affect  the  consumer,  amounts 
to  about  £2,250,000. 
•The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

•Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  reducing  the  tax  on 
tobacco  said  it  was  purely  a  fiscal 
measure  and  would  not  affect  the  price, 
but  was  merely  a  question  of  water. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN :  The  water  affects 
the  consumer  as  much  as  the  price. 
•Mr.SYDNEY  BUXTON :  InhisSupple- 
mentary  Budget  this  year  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  added  £1,300,000  to  indirect 
taxation ;  and  thus  we  find  that  while  he 
has  reduced  direct  taxation  by  £3,000,000 
a  year,  he  has  reduced  indirect  taxation 
by  less  than  £1,000,000  a  year.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  when  he 
was  '*  talking  shop  "  among  his  friends  in 
the  City  the  other  day,  intimated  that 
there  would  be  a  further  reduction  of 
the  Income  Tax  later  on.  I  do,  in 
advance,  enter  a  protest  against 
any  further  reduction  of  direct  taxation 
unaccompanied  by  reductions  in  indirect 
taxation.  One  last  point.  I  think  the 
principle  which  has  been  adopted,  and 
greatly  extended  this  year,  of  allocating 
certain  portions  of  certain  Imperial  taxes 
to  local  purposes  is  very  objectionable, and 
I  do  not  think  the  ratepayers  are  justified 
in  calling  on  us  to  pay  the  very  large 
sum    which     the     Chancellor     of     the 
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Exchequer  proposes  to  hand  over  to 
them.  •  The  deficiency  still  existing 
amounted  practically  to  the  Horse 
Duty  which  was  proposed  and  abandoned. 
Why  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
did  not  proceed  with  his  Horse  Duty 
when  ho  came  a  cropper  over  his  Van 
and  Wheel  Tax  I  never  could  under- 
stand, because  Ido  not  think  there  was  any 
objection  to  that  tax  such  as  was  legiti- 
mately taken  to  the  other.  That  tax 
was  dropped,  however,  and  £540,000 
was  needed  to  make  up  the  deficiency. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  nowpro- 
poses  to  hand  over  to  the  Local  Authorities 
not  £540,000,  but  no  less  than  £860,000, 
besides  a  further  sum  of  £169,000 
for  compensation  for  the  slaughter  of 
animals  suffering  from  pie  uro-pneumonia. 
I  object  to  this  payment  on  the  ground 
that  until  we  have  a  thorough  reform  of 
our  local  and  Imperial  finances  in  respect 
of  the  incidence  of  taxation  on  realty 
and  personalty,  we  ought  not  as  tax- 
payers to  be  called  on  to  vote  larger 
sums  for  what  is  practically  the  relief  of 
realty,  which  already,  during  the  last 
two  or  three  years  has  received  enor- 
mous relief  from  its  local  burdens. 
I  object  also  to  this  principle  of  mixing  up 
Imperial  and  local  finance  by  voting 
certain  proportions  of  our  Imperial  taxes 
for  local  purposes.  The  object  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  1887-8-9 
was  entirely  to  cut  adrift  local  from 
Imperial  finances.  And  for  that  purpose 
he  handed  over  nearly  all  the  Licence 
Duties,  he  caused  personalty  to  pay 
something  to  the  local  rate,  by  giving 
half  the  Probate  Duty.  Now,  he  is  carry- 
ing this  principle  still  further,  and  in  an 
objectionable  way,  by  allocating  the  6d. 
Spirit  Duty  and  the  3d.  Beer  Duty  for 
a  special  local  purpose;  and  the  result 
will  be  that  instead  of  the  local  revenues 
being  fixed  they  will  fluctuate,  and  it  is 
probable  also  that  instead  of  leading  to 
thrift  the  proposal  will  lead  to  extrava- 
gance. As  far  as  we  are  concerned  as 
taxpayers,  it  will  make  it  very  difficult 
for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
deal  with  these  Spirit  Duties  or  with 
these  Probate  Duties  with  a  free  hand. 
If  he  reforms  the  Probate  Duty,  as  we 
hope  he  will,  it  will  probably  be  by  com- 
bining the  Legacy  and  Probate  Duty  in 
one ;  and  under  these  circumstances  the 
Local  Authorities  will  probably  obtain 
very  much  more  than  they  are  entitled 


to.  If  we  are  to  carry  on  the 
system  of  giving  further  aids  to  local 
funds,  I  think,  for  Imperial  purposes,  it 
would  be  much  better  to  hand  over  the 
whole  proceeds  of  a  particular  tax  instead 
of  only  a  very  small  proportion  of  each. 
The  House  Tax  might  very  well  be  handed 
over  in  lieu  of  these  small  proportions, 
and  it  would  enable  the  Imperial  and 
local  accounts  to  be  kept  separately  and 
simply.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  neglected  a 
very  great  opportunity  of  carrying  out 
real  financial  reforms,  and  that  he  has 
endeavoured  to  carry  out  a  popular 
Budget  instead  of  carrying  out  a  great 
Budget.  He  looked  to  the  elections,  and 
not  to  fiscal  and  financial  considerations. 
(5.18.)  Mr.  H.  S.  KING  (Hull,  Cen- 
tral) :  Though  no  one  has  more  admira- 
tion than  myself  for  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer's  abilities,  I  must  this  night 
raise  my  voice  in  opposition  to  the  chorus 
of  praise  with  which  this  year's  Budget 
has  been  received  by  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  do  so 
with  very  great  timidity ;  and  before  I 
decided  to  take  this  step  the  idea  often 
occurred  to  me  that  it  was  my  own 
intelligence  that  was  in  fault,  and  not 
the  skill  of  the  giant  of  finance,  with 
whom  I  am  audacious  enough  to  cross 
swords  on  this  occasion.  Certainly,  my 
first  impression  was  one  of  admiration. 
I  was  carried  away  at  the  outset  by  the 
glamour,  the  ingenuity,  and  the  mastery 
of  detail  shown  in  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whose  eloquence 
for  the  moment  cast  a  spell  over  my 
intellectual  faculties  ;  but  when  I  began 
to  reflect  quietly  and  dispassionately,  it 
seemed  to  me  that,  after  all,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
frittered  away  a  magnificent  surplus 
upon  a  number  of  small  reforms  from 
which  no  one  can  get  any  sensible  relief. 
I  have  fought  against  the  feeling  as  a 
warm  supporter  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  of  the  Government  as  long 
as  I  can,  and  it  is  only  with 
the  utmost  reluctance  that  I  venture 
at  length  to  offer  any  criticism  on 
the  proposal  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  Indeed,  I  would  be  heartily 
glad  to  be  convinced  that  I  am  in  em  r 
and  in  ignorance.  My  objections  to  the 
Budget  fall  under  three  heads.  It  ahr.s 
at   too  much  ;  it  does  too  little,  and  it  is 
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grossly  inconsiderate,  if  not  unjust,  *  to 
the  claims  of  two  important  sections  of 
the  community — the  payers  of  Income 
Tax  and  the  licensed  victuallers.  The 
Budget  is  one  of  small  things — of  two- 
pences  and  twopence  half -pennies — and  at 
the  end  of  the  year  no  one  will  be  a  bit 
the  richer  for  it,  while  many  people 
will  be  distinctly  the  poorer.  What 
are  its  leading  features?  What 
first  strikes  the  eye  with  regard  to  it  ? 
There  are  the  revision  of  the  Tea  Duty, 
the  imposition  of  a  fresh  duty  on  spirits 
in  face  of  an  enormous  surplus,  and  a 
multitude  of  peddling  tips  to  taxpayers. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  reminds  me  of  a  man 
who,  having  inherited  a  fair  estate,  wakes 
up  some  morning  to  find  it  gone,  though 
he  cannot  lay  his  hand  on  any  one  great 
extravagance,  all  having  disappeared  in 
a  multitude  of  petty  excesses.  At  the 
outset  I  am  met  by  this  difficulty,  that 
I  must  either  suggest  some  alternative 
scheme,  and  thus  run  the  risk  of 
exposing  myself  to  the  cheap  ridicule  of 
posing  as  an  embryo  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  or  else  I  must  offer  such 
criticism  as  I  have  to  make  without 
indicating  any  course  which  might,  with 
advantage,  have  been  pursued.  As 
the  latter  step  would  deprive  my 
criticism  of  half  its  force  I  prefer 
to  risk  the  cheap  ridicule.  In  the 
first  place,  I  will  touch  on  that 
portion  of  the  Budget  scheme  which 
deals  with  local  finance  and  the  im- 
position of  6d.  per  gallon  on  spirits.  I 
will  not,  however,  discuss  the  wisdom  or 
policy  of  Imperial  Grants  in  aid  of  local 
finance,  since  that  is  a  large  question 
on  which  financial  experts  hold  varying 
opinions.  Personally,  I  view  those  grants 
in  aid,  if  not  with  actual  hostility,  at  all 
events  with  jealous  suspicion .  My  attitude , 
indeed,  may  be  described  as  one  of 
malevolent  neutrality  ;  but  I  would 
like  to  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend  why, 
even  supposing  that  a  grant  is  desirable, 
so  large  a  grant  should  be  given,  why  it 
should  come  out  of  the  pockets  of  one 
particular  class — the  publicans — and  why 
it  is  desirable  to  raise  at  the  present 
time  the  whole  thorny  licensing  question  ? 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  find 
it  difficult  to  justify  the  imposition  of  a 
new  tax  at  the  present  time.  He  has 
the  largest  surplus  any  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  had  for  many  years,  and 
he  has  consequently  plenty  of  material 
Mr.  H.  S.  King 


for     what  he     proposes    to     do   with- 
out    making     another      inroad     upon 
the   pocket    of    the    already  menaced 
and     harassed   publicans.     I    am   well 
aware    that     many     hon.     Gentlemen 
opposite     regard  the    word   "publican" 
as  synonymous  with  "  sinner/'  and  con- 
sider that  Iris  pocket  is  to  be  bled  as 
much  as    possible ;    but    the    methods 
of  Dr.  Sangrado  are  no  longer  approved 
by  the  medical   faculty,  and  I   would 
rather  have  been  a  Jew  in  the  days  of 
King  John  than  I  would  be  a  publican 
at   the  present  time.     The  calculations 
as  to  the   Budget  surplus  are  largely 
based  upon  a  belief  in  the  continuance 
of  the  recent  abnormal  increase  in  drink- 
ing. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  better  means 
than  I  can  have  of  forming  an  opinion  on 
that  point ;  but  I  would  suggest  that  even 
the  Treasury  officials  are  not  always  in- 
fallible.    The   tendency  of  Budgets  in 
recent  years  has  been  to  show  that  the 
revenue  from  drinking  has  been,  if  not 
waning,  at  least  stationary.    The  popula- 
tion has  grown,  but  the  revenue  from 
the  Excise  has  not  increased  with  it,  and 
I  would  like  to  ask  whether  the  Chan- 
cellor    of     the     Exchequer     is     fully 
convinced    that    there    is    no    risk    of 
the    country  returning  to  its  previous 
more  sober  habits  f  What  will  become 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  surplus  if 
the   rush   to  the  wine  bottle    and   the 
spirit  decanter  and  the  beer  barrel,  of 
which    he     has    spoken    almost   with 
triumph,  should  cease  t      All  that,  how- 
ever,  I  only  wish  to  sound  as  a  note  of 
warning  ;  and  I  pass  to  the  consideration 
of  the  uncalled-for  tax  of  6d.  on  spirits. 
The  distillers  and  brewers  can  protect 
themselves,  but  the  retail  dealer  has  no 
protection.     It  is  true  that  if  unscru- 
pulous he  can  water  or  deteriorate  his 
spirits,  but  if  he  be  honest  the  tax  must 
come  out  of  the  publican's  own  pocket. 
I  am  told  that  there  are  64  glasses  in  a 
gallon  of  spirits  ;  and  although  I  have  no 
special  knowledge'on  the  subject,  1  would 
ask  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  is  equal  to 
the   financial    feat   of    dividing   6d.  by 
64  ?     Rum,  which  is  the  sheet  anchor  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's   finance,   is 
sold  at  most  of  the  public  houses  at  2Jd. 
a  glass,  and  as  in  the  case  of  other  spirits 
I  am  informed  that  there  are  of  these  64 
glasses  in  a  gallon,  which  would  make  the 
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receipt  of  one  gallon  13s.  4d.,  while  the 
cost  of  the  rum  being  3s.,  and  the  duty 
7b.  6d.,  the  profit  left  on  the  serving  of 
64  customers  is  just  2s.  10d.,  from  which 
email  sum  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
poses  to  take  6d.  I  put  it  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  does  he  think  that  this  is 
fair  1  I  do  not  see  any  method  in  which 
the  landlord  can  distribute  the  burden 
among  his  customers  unless  he  resorts 
to  the  base  and  unscrupulous  method  of 
adulteration.  I  am  told  that  the  trade 
would  greatly  have  preferred  to  have 
had  even  2s.  put  on  spirits  to  this 
arrangement. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  will  do  that  if  they 
wish  it.  • 

Mb.    KING:    I  cannot  promise   my 
right  hon.  Friend  that  they  will  petition 
in  favour  of  that  suggestion ;  but  I  have 
been  told  they  would  have  preferred  it. 
No  doubt  my  right  hon.  Friend  comforts 
himself  by  the  thought  that,  after  all,  he 
is     benefiting     the     trade,     and     that 
in      him     they    are     entertaining    an 
angel    unawares;     but,    oh    the   other 
hand,  that  does  not  appear  to  me  to  be 
a  reason  why  spirits  should  be  made  to 
compensate   beer,  for,  whereas  95  per 
cent,  of  the  public  houses  are  owned  by 
the  brewers,  and  one-half   of  the  goods 
sold  is  beer,  the  result  will  be  that,  under 
the  right  hon.    Gentleman's    proposal, 
three-fourths  of  the  compensation  will 
come  out  of  spirits  ;  so  that  the  bulk  of 
the  compensation  will  go  into  the  pockets 
of  the  rich  brewers,  and  the  poor  dis- 
possessed   publican     will    go     out    of 
his    holding    without  a  shilling  in   his 
pocket,    unless  care   be  taken    by    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  that   he 
shall  receive  some  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance.    On  this  subject  I  would  refer 
my    right    hon.   Friend  to  a  vigorous 
article  which  appeared  in  the  Economist 
of  last  Saturday.     I  have  no  doubt  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  think  I  am 
vary  ungrateful,  and  that  he   bases  his 
chief  claim  to  our  affectionate  regard  on 
the   reduction   he   proposes   in  the  Tea 
Duty.     I  would  remind  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that    "Blessed  is   he    that 
oxpects  nothing."      He  has  reduced  the 
Tea    Duty    by  2d.    per    lb.,  but  I    am 
afraid  that  although  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman expressed  great  concern  for  the 
the    poor     consumer,     and     virtuously 
repudiated  the    middleman,    the    same 


original  sin  lurks  in  this  proposal  as  in 
the  case  of  the  Spirit  Duty.  The  pur- 
chaser of  half  or  a  quarter  of  a  pound 
of  tea  may  derive  some  good  from  the 
reduction  ;  but  it  is  a  fleeting  and  micro- 
scopic reduction,  inasmuch  as  the  pur- 
chaser of  a  whole  chest  would  only  receive 
3s.  4d.,  whereas  those  in  whose  interest 
the  reduction  is  supposed  to  be  made — 
the  poorer  classes — who  buy  thoir  tea  by 
the  ounce  or  half  ounce,  cannot  receive 
anything  unless  my  right  hon.  Friend 
can  show  some  way  in  which 
2d.  can  be  divided  by  16.  I 
must  here  say  that  I  view  the  proposed 
remission  of  the  Tea  Duty  with  great 
concern,  because,  in  the  first  place,  I 
think  that  no  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer will  ever  have  the  courage  to 
re-impose  that  duty ;  and  when  revenue 
is  sought  for  in  vain  from  that  source 
the  Income  Tax  collector  will  once  more 
be  called  in  to  make  up  the  amount  that 
may  be  needed.  In  the  second  place,  I 
regard  the  remission  with  concern  be- 
cause of  the  effect  it  is  likely  to  have  on 
tea  planting  in  India.  On  this  subject 
I  can  speak  with  some  knowledge,  owing 
to  my  connection  with  that  country,  and 
I  say  that  the  remission  will  do  no  good 
to  the  tea  planters  of  India,  who  are 
prosecuting  an  industry  in  which  mil- 
lions of  British  capital  are  invested.  It 
will  be  no  compensation  to  them  if  that 
industry  is  jeopardised  to  be  told  that 
India  will  profit  by  the  removal  of  the 
duty  on  silver  plate,  which  I  admit  is 
called  for  by  public  opinion  in  India ;  but 
I  warn  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  it  is 
more  than  probable  that  the  remission  of 
the  Tea  Duty  will  seriously  cripple  one 
of  the  greatest  industries  of  India  by 
enabling  the  cheap  and  worthless  teas  of 
China  to  compete  with  Indian  tea  in  this 
market  in  a  manner  it  has  hitherto  been 
unable  to  do.  I  now  come  to  the  pro- 
posed reduction  of  the  Inhabited  House 
Duty,  of  which  I  most  heartily  approve. 
It  is  said  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
introduced  the  principle  of  graduated  taxa- 
tion, and,  for  my  part,  I  am  not  in  the 
least  afraid  of  that  principle.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  should  like  to  see  it  extended 
on  behalf  of  the  class  who  wear  the 
"  rusty  black  coat; "  and  that  brings  me  to 
a  suggestion  which  I  make  with  great 
deference  to  the  authority  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  It  is  based  on  a  regard  for 
those  whose  interests  he  has  specially  at 


1 67         Customs  and  Inland  {COMMONS} 


Revenue  BUI. 


168 


heart.  I  mean  those  earning  incomes 
of  from  £150  to  £400  a  year.  What,  I 
ask,  do  they  gain  under  the  scheme  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ?  Let 
us  assume  that  a  man  with  an  income  of 
£400  a  year  is  a  married  man  with  a 
family,  and  consumes  a  chest  of  tea  in 
the  course  of  a  year ;  that  he  also  con- 
sumes 1£  cwts.  of  currants,  which  pro- 
bably would  be  in  excess  of  his  require- 
ments. Let  us  also  assume  that  his  rent  is 
£50  a  year,  and  that  he  takes  one  glass 
of  whisky  a  night,  with  an  extra  allow- 
ance of  1 9  glasses  for  festive  occasions. 
The  result  would  be  that  he  would  find 
he  had  saved  13s.  4d.  on  bis  tea  and  7s.  6d. 
on  his  currants,  £1  0s.  lOd.  on  his  House 
Duty,  making  a  total  of  £2  Is.  bd.  If 
from  that  we  deduct  3s.  for  the  whisky 
he  has  consumed  to  the  extent  of  six 
gallons  his  total  gain  would  have  been 
£1  18s.  8d.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
started  with  a  surplus  of  £3,500,000. 
Ue  has  proposed  to  allocate  £300,000  of 
this  for  barracks,  £100,000  for  the 
Volunteers,  £210,000  on  currants, 
£80,000  on  postage,  and  £300,000  on 
the  police,  making  together  a  total  of 
£990,000,  leaving  him  with  a  balance  of 
£2,510,000.  Even  after  the  most  careful 
consideration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's apologetic  utterances  at  the 
Mansion  House  as  indicative  of  an 
unquiet  conscience  which  induced  him 
to  think  that  some  relief  should  be 
given  to  the  Income  Tax  payer,  especially 
to  the  class  whose  incomes  are  between 
£150  and  £400,  it  will  be  seen  that 
people  of  that  class  pay  something  like 
£4,700,000  a  year,  or  more  than  one- 
third  of  the  whole  £12,200,000.  [The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  dissented.] 
I  am  afraid  I  have  misunderstood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  my  argument 
is,  therefore,  somewhat  thrown  out. 
My  proposal  would  be  that  he  should  re- 
duce the  tax  on  such  incomes  ay  2d.  or 
3d.,  which  would  still  have  made 
possible  the  reduction  on  the  Inhabited 
House  Duty  and  left  over  the  sum  of 
£320,000  to  be  applied  either  in  repeal- 
ing the  Plate  Duty  or  in  subsidising  the 
County  Councils.  I  have  to  apologise  to 
the  House  for  the  length  at  which  I  have 
spoken ;  but  I  have  felt  so  deeply  the 
immense  claims  of  the  classes  for  whom 
I  have  pleaded  for  consideration,  and 
against  the  injustice  that  is  being  done 
to  one  of  them  by  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
Mr.  Xing 


proposals,  that  I  have  ventured  to 
trespass  somewhat  longer  than  I  ought 
to  have  done  on  the  indulgence  of  the 
House. 

(5.28.)  Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT 
(Derby) :  I  think  that  the  hon.  Member 
has  accurately  described  the  Budget  as  one 
which  aims  at  too  much  and  does  too 
little.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
frequently  took  credit  for  the  large 
sums  which  had  been  liquidated  during 
his  period;  but,  like  one  of  the 
characters  in  Moliere,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  paid  off  debt  malgre  lui. 
He  has  deliberately  reduced  the  annual 
fund  for  the  payment  of  debt  by 
£3,000,000,  and  if  there  have  been 
surpluses  they  are  surpluses  which  he 
has  not  expected  or  provided  for,  but 
which  have  depended  upon  windfalls, 
upon  the  profits  from  silver,  or  the  large 
increase  in  the  consumption  of  rum  and 
other  intoxicants,  and  were  no  part  of 
the  provision  for  the  payment  of  debt. 
But  that  is  not  alL  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  left  out  of  sight, 
and  kept  out  of  the  sight  of  the 
country,  the  fact  that  he  has 
been  making  debt  at  the  same  time. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
practically  created  a  debt  of  £5,000,000r 
which  remains  to  be  liquidated  in  the 
future,  and  instead  of  having  made 
immense  reductions  of  the  National 
Debt,  the  fact  is  that  he  has  destroyed 
the  permanence  and  regularity  of  the 
liquidation  of  the  Debt — a  very  different 
state  of  things  to  that  which  he  has 
presented  before  us.  With  reference  to 
the  relief  of  taxation,  I  protest  against 
the  notion  of  treating  the  increase  of 
the  Spirit  Duty  as  anything  else  than 
Imperial  taxation,  for  there  never  was  a 
more  audacious  fallacy  than  to  say  that 
the  tax  upon  spirits  is  a  tax  levied  upon 
the  publican,  and  is  to  be  disposed  of  for 
the  benefit  of  the  publican.  A  more 
unfounded  suggestion  was  never  made. 
We  might  just  as  well  say  that  the  Tea. 
Duty  is  a  tax  levied  upon  the  grocer,  and 
that  the  produce  should  be  disposed  of 
for  the  benefit  of  the  grocer,  and  similarly 
with  the  Tobacco  Duty  and  (he  tobac- 
conist. The  suggestion  is  fundamentally 
false  in  finance.  The  duty  upon  spirits 
is  a  duty  under  which  the  publican  has 
no  more  right  to  expect  special  advan- 
tage than  under  any  other  tax;  it  is. 
absolutely  indistinguishable    from    any 
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other  tax.  In  some  form  or  other  it  will 
be  ultimately  paid  by  the  consumer,  and 
therefore  it  should  be  regarded,  like  any 
other  tax,  as  a  consumer's  tax.  If  the 
tax  is  agreed  to  by  this  House  it  must 
be  regarded  like  every  other  tax,  as 
belonging  to  the  general  public  ;  it  must 
be  devoted  to  the  general  convenience  of 
the  country,  and  not  to  any  particular 
class  of  the  community  or  of  property. 
My  hon.  Friend  behind  me,  speaking  of 
the  reduction  of  the  Tea  Duty,  8  iid  this 
proposal  of  the  Budget  was  a  half-hearted 
measure.  That,  I  think,  was  a  rather 
too  complimentary  term  to  apply  to  it, 
for  it  is,  in  my  opinion,  a  third-hearted 
measure,  and  a  very  inferior  one  at  that.  I 
confess  that  I  am  glad  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  dealt  with  the  Tea 
Duty,  but  I  wish  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  taken  off  half  the  duty  instead 
of  one-third.  I  refuse  to  distinguish 
between  the  Spirit  Duty,  which  he  has 
appropriated  to  local  purposes,  and  duties 
which  are  levied  for  other  purposes 
under  this  Bill.  They  are  all  Imperial 
Duties,  and  must  be  regarded  as  such. 
Therefore,  I  hold  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had,  in  point  of  fact,  a  sum 
of  £4,000,000  to  deal  with,  and  I  say 
that  he  would  have  produced  a  much 
much  more  simple  Budget,  as  well  as  one 
of  sounder  finance,  and  one  giving  much 
greater  relief,  if  he  had  taken  off 
half  of  the  Tea  Duty  and  the 
whole  of  the  Inhabited  House  Duty. 
I  know  that  these  are  not  the  views  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer;  he 
likes  to  keep  the  skeleton  of  a  tax  even 
when  he  is  obliged  to  take  the  flesh  off. 
I  prefer  the  corpse  of  the  tax,  and  to 
see  it  well  buried,  as  we  have  buried 
many  a  tax  in  former  days.  In  the 
time  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  there  have  been  taxes  on 
hundreds  of  commodities  taken  off,  and 
I  confess  that  I  prefer  the  financial 
doctrines  and  financial  practice  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel  and  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
— those  great  masters  of  former  Budgets — 
to  the  doctrines  laid  down  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to-day.  I 
have  a  few  figures  which  I  should  like 
to  lay  before  the  House  dealing  with  the 
subject  of  the  Inhabited  House  Duty.  I 
quite  approve  of  the  proposal  to  deal 
with  that  duty ;  and  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  who  last  spoke  that  it  would 


have  been  better  if  a  clean  sweep  had 
been  made  of  it,  because  it  falls  unequally 
and  with  undue  severity  on  the  lower 
part  of  the  scale,  while  its  exemptions- 
in  favour  of  the  higher  classes  are 
extremely  unjust.  The  man  who  just 
comes  within  the  ranks  of  those  who 
wear  black  coats  pays  a  much  larger  pro- 
portion than  the  more  wealthy  man,  and 
the  reason  is  this,  that  he  pays  a  larger 
share  of  his  annual  income  for  rent.  I 
am  happy  to  think  that  in  later  times- 
men  have  been  more  willing  to  do  this 
for  the  benefit  of  their  families  than  they 
were  in  former  days.  A  man  with  an 
income  of  £600  a  year  will  pay  as  much 
as  £100  a  year  for  his  house.  If  you 
take  a  sixpence  off  his  Income  Tax  you 
relieve  him  to  the  extent  of  six  hundred 
pence ;  but  if  you  altogether  abolish  the- 
House  Duty  you  relieve  him  of 
a  charge  of  nine  hundred  -  pence : 
and  he  belongs  to  the  class  who 
most  want  relief.  But  take  the  case 
of  a  man  with  an  income  of  £10,000  a 
year,  or  from  £10,000  to  £20,000.  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  houses  occupied 
by  such  men  are  seldom  assessed  at 
more  than  £500  a  year,  and  I  know 
many  men  of  great  fortune  whose  houses- 
ai^  assessed  at  from  £300  to  £500,  and 
who  therefore  contribute  infinitely  less- 
to  the  Inhabited  House  Duty  than  they 
do  to  the  Income  Tax. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  Eastbourne)  : 
But  suppose  such  a  man  has  two  or 
three  houses? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  The  gallant 
Admiral  may  have  three ;  indeed,  I  do 
not  know  how  many  flags  he  flies.  I  am 
taking  the  case  of  men  of  more  moderate 
means,  of  men  who  have  only  one  house ^ 
The  figures  on  this  subject  are  interesting.. 
The  Inhabited  House  Duty  yields* 
£2,000,000,  and  of  that  sum  £1,250,000 
a  year  is  paid  by  houses  of  £100  a  year 
and  under.  Now,  if  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  done  nothing  else,  he 
might  have  struck  off  that  portion  of  the 
tax  at  least.  When  we  get  to  higher 
rates  the  yield  is  much  smaller.  Houses 
and  shops  of  £100  to  £150  a  year  yield 
only  £200,000  ;  houses  of  £300  to  £500 
yield  £95,000;  those  from  £500  to 
£1,000  a  year  yield  £58,000  ;  and  when 
we  reach  houses  of  £1,000  a  year  and! 
upwards  the  duty  yields  only  £60,000  a 
year.  It  is  quite  clear  that  this  is  a  tax 
of  which  the  whole  weight  falls  practically 


171         Customs  and  Inland  {COMMONS} 


Revenue  BUI. 


172 


upon  men  of  moderate  means,  and  by 
sweeping  it  away,  therefore,  the  Chan- 
cellor   of  the  Exchequer    would    have 
removed  a  burden  which  it  is  plain  does 
not  press  equally  on  rich  and  poor.     I 
-shall  not  oppose  the  Second  Beading  of 
this  Bill ;  but  I  confess  that  these  seem 
to    me    to   be    very  fair    criticisms  of 
general  principles.     I  do  not  complain 
-of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  having 
-dealt  with  the  Tea  Duty  and  the  In- 
habited House  Tax ;  on  the  contrary,  I 
approve  of  his  having  done  so ;  all  I  wish 
is  that  he  had  reduced  the  Tea  Duty  by 
one-half,  and  taken  away  the  whole  of 
•the  Inhabited  House  Duty,  as  he  might 
have  done  with  the  funds  at  his  disposal. 
An  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  compared 
the  publican  to  the  Jew  of  the  Middle 
Ages,  and  said  that  he  was  in  a  still 
worse  position.     I  never  heard,  however, 
that    the    Government  of    King   John 
introduced  a  Bill  to  give  compensation 
to  the  Jew  for  the  extraction  of  his  teeth. 
Therefore,  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  a  little  hasty  in  taking  a  view  of  the 
publican  that  used  not  to  be  taken  of 
nthe  Jew,  and  he  is  a  little  ungrateful  to 
ithe  Government  for  what  they  are  doing. 
Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  question  of  the 
hypothecation    of    particular   duties    to 
local  purposes.    If  you  are  going  to  carry 
out   the  principle  of  hypothecating  the 
duties    for  local  purposes  it  is  obvions 
that    you   will    place    upon  yourselves 
great  restraint  and  difficulty  with  regard 
to  the  increase  or  the  reduction  of  those 
duties.     If  the  localities  are  entitled  to  a 
certain   proportion  of    the  duties  they 
may  say  it  will  be  very  unfair  to  them 
if  the  duties  are  reduced.     On  the  other 
hand,  it  may  be  extremely  unfair  to  the 
State  if  a  large  portion  of  the  taxes  are 
carried  off  for  local  purposes.     By  their 
proposed    appropriation    of    the    Spirit 
Duties    the     Government    are    placing 
themselves  in   a  position    of   want    of 
freedom  and  of  restraint  in  dealing  with 
the  great  pillars, of  Imperial  finance.     I 
do  consider  that  this  is  a  most  important 
principle,  and  one  which  we  ought  to 
consider  most  carefully  before  we  allow 
•ourselves  to  be  committed  to  it.  My  hon. 
Friend  remarked  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the    Exchequer  was   frequently  taking 
credit    to   himself  for  giving  relief   to 
indirect  taxation  as  compared  with  his 
dealings   with    direct   taxation.     I   am 
bound  to  say  that  when  he  went  to  the 
Sir  W.  Harcourt 


City  of  London  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man    principally    enlarged    upon     the 
remissions  he  had  made  in  direct  taxa- 
tion, and  gloried  in  what  he  had  done 
for  the  Income  Tax.   To  other  audiences, 
however,    the    right    hon.     Gentleman 
played  on  the  other  string  of  his  fiddle, 
and  enlarged  upon  what  he  had  done  in 
the  way  of  remissions  of  indirect  taxa- 
tion.    For  my  own  part,  I  do  not  object 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  running 
the  horse  which  he  thinks  is  most  likely 
to  win.     But  the  comparison  made  by 
my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  is,  in  my 
opinion,  a  fair  one  ;  and,  if  so,  it  cannot 
be  denied  that  even  taking  the  Budget 
of  this  year,  which  is  supposed  to  redress 
the    balance,    that    balance    stands    in 
favour  of  the  remission  of  direct  taxation. 
At  all  events,  the  relief,  taking  all  things 
into  consideration,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  given  to  direct  taxation 
is  more  than  double  the  relief  which  has 
been  given  to  indirect  taxation.     I  con- 
fess that  I  am  not  myself  a  convert  to 
the   new  doctrine  of  appropriating  the 
taxes  in  respect  of  the  people  who  pay 
them.     I  have  said  already  that  I  do  not 
regard    the  Spirit  Duty  as  being    the 
special  property  of  the  publicans ;  and 
when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
says  that  because  his  increase  of  income 
is  due  to  the   greater  consumption   of 
spirits,  therefore  relief  should  be  given 
to  those  who  contribute  to  this  source  of 
income,  I  reply  that  that  is  a  ne* w  finan- 
cial doctrine,  and  one  which  may  lead  to 
great  difficulties  hereafter.     My  opinion 
is  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
should  regard  his  surplus  as  an  Imperial 
fund,  and  that  he  should  distribute  it  for 
the   benefit  of   the   community  to  the 
best  of  his  judgment.  The  new  standard 
which  he  sets  up  is  perfectly  unsound. 
It  is  a  novel  doctrine  of  finance.   I  claim 
to  be  a  Conservative  on  financial  doc- 
trines, and  I  say  it  is  a  new  doctrine  to 
deal  with    the   origin   of  surpluses   on 
speculations  of  this  kind.     I  have  ven- 
tured to  make  these  remarks  upon   the 
general   framework   of  the  Budget.     I 
am  extremely  glad  that  the  Chancellor 
of   the  Exchequer  has  had   so   large  a 
surplus,   and  that  it  has  been   mainly 
derived  from  the  increased  prosperity  of 
the  country ;  for,  after  all,  although  it 
comes  directly  from  the  increased  con- 
sumption of   intoxicating   liquors,   that 
increased    consumption    arises  from  in- 
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•creased  wages,  which,  of  course,  results 
from  increased  employment.  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  think 
I  have  behaved  at  all  unfairly  in  the 
spirit  in  which  I  have  addressed  myself 
to  the  consideration  of  his  Budget. 
There  are  some  things  in  it  which  I 
should  have  desired  to  see  otherwise,  and 
in  the  disposal  of  this  large  surplus  I 
wish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  dealt 
with  it  upon  one  large  topic,  rathsr  than 
upon  several  smaller  heads.  That  is  no 
reason,  however,  why  we  should  oppose 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  although 
some  of  the  clauses  will  require  careful 
-consideration  when  we  come  to  consider, 
in  Committee,  the  duties  upon  particular 
Articles. 

*(5.55.)  Mb.  BARTLBY  (Islington, 
N.) :  I  take  a  view  somewhat  different 
from  that  adopted*  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Central  Hull.  It  seems  to 
me  that  this  Budget  affords  immense 
relief  to  the  smaller  paying  part  of  the 
■community,  which  I  have  always  held 
pays  too  large  a  proportion  of  the  Impe- 
rial taxation.  I  regard  the  Budget, 
therefore,  as  a  step  in  the  right  direction. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  described  it  as  a 
Budget  of  petty  items.  That  may  be 
quite  true  from  the  view  of  opulent 
Members  opposite  who  have  derived  great 
fortunes  from  breweries,  and  to  whom 
vthese  reductions  are  unimportant ;  but  to 
the  great  mass  of  the  people  the  reduc- 
tions are  of  the  utmost  importance,  for 
they  will  greatly  benefit  the  hard-work- 
ing classes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  spoke  of  a  man 
with  £600  or  £600  a  year  as  just  coming 
within  the  rankB  of  those  who  wear  a 
black  coat.  That  shows  that  he  knows 
*very  little  of  the  habits  of  the  less  well- 
to-do  classes  of  the  community.  Men 
who  have  £600  a  year  do  not  pay  £100 
a  year  as  rent. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  I  was  only 
arguing  to  show  that  a  reduction  of  the 
Inhabited  House  Duty  would  give  greater 
relief  than  a  reduction  of  the  Income 
tax. 

•Mb.  BARTLEY :  And  my  point  is, 
that  by  reducing  the  Tea  Duty,  the 
Currant  Duty,  and  the  Inhabited  House 
Duty,  the  less  well-to-do  classes  are 
mostly  benefited.  No  man  can  eat 
xaore  than  a  certain  number  of  currants, 
and  it  is  the  poor  who  will  reap  the 
advantage    of    the    reduced    duty     on 


currants,  which  form  an  attractive  article 
of  food.  The  man  with  a  small  income 
spends  a  larger  proportion  of  that  income 
on  currants  than  the  man  with  a  large 
income.  Therefore,  I  say  the  Budget  is 
a  step  in  the  direction  of  reducing  the 
inequalities  of  the  incidence  of  taxation. 
I  do  not  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber when  he  said  the  reduction  of  the 
Tea  Duty  should  have  been  3d.  instead  of 
2d ,  and  for  this  reason,  that  2d.  is  divisible 
by  four,  and  we  want  to  get  the  poorer 
classes  to  buy  their  tea  by  the  quarter 
of  a  pound.  They  are  not  likely 
to  buy  it  by  the  half  pound, 
and '  3d  is  not  divisible  into  four.  I 
think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  shown  his  wisdom  in  this  matter. 
It  is  true  many  of  the  poorer  people  buy 
tea  in  small  quantities,  but  we  want  to 
induce  them  to  buy  it  in  larger  quantities, 
in  which  case  they  will  get  much  better 
tea.  Reference  has  been  made  to  the 
Income  Tax.  All  of  us  would  be  glad  to 
see  the  tax  reduced,  and  I  nope  when  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  considers 
the  matter,  as  he  may  do  in  another 
year,  he  will  consider  whether  there 
should  not  be  a  different  rate  of  Income 
Tax  for  accumulated  savings  as  compared 
with  the  savings  of  the  current  labour  of 
the  day.  Personally,  I  think  the  Budget 
will  give  general  satisfaction  to  most  of 
the  poorer  classes.  It  is  said  it  is  an 
electioneering  Budget.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  or  not,  but  I  am  sure  of 
this,  that  if  our  Friends  opposite  were  in 
office  they  would  certainly  introduce 
electioneering  Budgets.  I  notice  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  always  criticise 
what  is  done  by  their  opponents,  but  when 
in  office  never  take  the  steps  they  have 
advocated.  This  Budget  tends  to  equalise 
taxation,  and  I  hail  it,  therefore,  with 
great  satisfaction.  I  trust  that  another 
year  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  be  able  to  go  further  in  this 
direction. 

*(6.3.)  Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton) :  Before  dealing  with  the  second 
part  of  the  Bill,  to  which  I  wish  particu- 
larly to  address  myself,  I  should  like  to 
refer  to  the  surplus  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  finds  at  his  disposal.  As 
I  understand  him,  he  attributes  the  great 
increase  in  the  consumption  of  spirits  to 
increased  prosperity.  As  far  as  the  con- 
sumption of  rum  is  concerned,  the 
information  which  reaches  me  is  that  the 


175         Customs  and  Inland  {COMMONS} 


Revenue  Bill. 


I7fc 


increased  consumption  is  to  ba  attributed 
chiefly  if  not  entirely  to  the  influenza 
epidemic.  Of  course  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  better  means  than  I 
have  of  knowing  in  what  part  of  the 
year  the  chief  rise  was,  but  it  is  curious 
that  while  in  1848  duty  was  paid  on 
2,430,583  gallons  of  brandy,  in  1849— 
the  cholera  year — duty  was  paid  on 
4,479,549  gallons  of  brandy.  It  may  not 
be  uninteresting  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  consider  whether  the 
recent  influenza  epidemic  had  any  rela- 
tion to  his  surplus.  It  is  not,  however,  in 
the  sense  of  criticism  that  I  have  risen.. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  King) 
sneered  somewhat  at  the  remission  of 
the  Plate  Duty,  and  at  the  reduction  of 
the  Tea  Duty.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
wish  expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby,  that  the 
reduction  of  the  Tea  Duty  had  been 
larger,  but  I  fail  to  comprehend  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull, 
that  the  reduction  of  the  Tea  Duty  can 
be  a  mischief  to  the  Indian  tea  trade.  I 
suppose  there  is  some  reason  in  his  mind 
which  he  did  not  communicate  to  the 
House,  but  unless  there  is  some  reserve 
on  the  part  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, of  which  I  am  ignorant,  I  under- 
stand that  the  reduction  affects  equally 
the  tea  coming  from  India  and  the  tea 
coming  from  China.  I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand, therefore,  how  it  can  be  to  the 
injury  of  the  tea  merchants  or  tea  cul- 
tivators and  those  they  employ,  that  the 
duty  should  be  reduced.  It  is,  however, 
specially  with  regard  to  the  remission  of 
the  Plate  Duty,  that  I  rise  to  say  a  word, 
and,  apart  from  the  communication  made 
to  me,  it  would  have  been  impossible  forme 
to  remain  silent  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hull  stated  that  the  public  opinion 
expressed  in  India  for  the  remission  of  this 
Plate  Duty  had  been  chiefly  bi-met&llic 
opinion.  I  was  present  at  one  meeting, 
attended  by  delegates  from  all  parts  of 
India,  which  did  not  express  the  slightest 
opinion  in  favour  cf  bi-metallism,  which 
did  not  discuss  it,  which  I  don't  think 
cared  much  about  it,  but  which  cer- 
tainly made  a  very  strong  appeal  to 
the  English  Government  to  remove  the 
duty  on  silver  plate,  and  I  put  a  Motion 
upon  the  Paper  not  merely  at  the  request 
of  those  very  persons,  but  also  on  behalf 
of  a  large  English  Association  which  is 
in  no  sense  whatever  connected  with 
Mr.  Bradlaugh 


bi-metallism,  but  which  has  for  years- 
been  agitating  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Silver  Plate  Duty.  I  do  not  know  that 
I  ought  to  say  anything  upon  the 
subject  of  hall-marking.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  will,  I  suppose* 
say  that  another  Bill  will  be  introduced 
to  deal  specially  with  the  matter  of  hall- 
marking. Unless  that  is  so,  my  thanks 
to  him  for  repealing  the  Plate  Duty  will 
have  to  be  expressed  with  some  caution. 
The  whole  of  the  silver  plate  made  in 
India  is  made  of  rupee  silver,  which  ia 
of  a  less  standard  than  the  ordinary 
English  silver.  I  understand  from  the- 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  that  ia 
a  point  he  has  considered,  and  that  he- 
intends  to  make  a  legislative  proposition 
to  the  House  enabling  the  Indian  silver 
to  be  hall-marked  with  a  standard  of  its 
own.  If  so,  that  standard  would  have  to 
be  the  standard  of  rupee  silver,  less 
the  necessary  reduction  in  the  standard 
which  arises  from  reducing  it  in  the 
working-up  into  the  very  fine  native 
work  which  we  too  seldom  see  in  England. 
I  do  not  know  whether  I  have  any  right 
to  infuse  my  own  feeling  into  the  matter, 
brought  home  as  it  was  when  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  laid  violent 
hands  on  some  silver  with  which 
I  had  been  temporarily  entrusted. 
There  is  another  point  in  connection 
with  the  hall-marking,  which,  unless  the- 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  considers,, 
he  will  not  earn  the  gratitude  of  the 
Indian  native  population  to  the  extent 
he  otherwise  might.  The  Indian  silver 
work  is  very  fine  work,  and  very  easily 
damaged  unless  the  hall-marking  is  very 
carefully  applied.  I  am  sure  the  trade 
represented  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent) 
will  not  do  anything  to  injure  their 
Indian  competitors.  Still,  I  should  like- 
it  to  be  impossible  that  anything  of  the 
kind  can  happen.  Considering  the  very 
great  and  influential  pressure  which  has 
been  put  on  the  Chancellor  of  the- 
Exchequer,  I  wonder  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  really  did  repeal  the  duty. 
His  action  only  shows  that  some  of  the 
old  views  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  still  exist  in  his  mind  and! 
make  him  do  justice  in  a  matter  of  this- 
kind.  The  Budget  has  been  attacked 
as  a  twopenny  halfpenny  Budget.  I 
do  not  know  whether  that  is  a  proper 
conclusion,  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  a 
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few  twopenny  halfpennies  are  some- 
times of  serious  importance  to  those  who 
get  the  benefit  of  remissions.  The 
remission  of  the  Plate  Duty,  even  if  it 
he  a  twopenny  halfpenny  duty,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hull  urges,  is  a  re- 
anission  which  enables  a  possible  develop- 
ment of  an  artisan  trade  which  is 
not  practised  in  this  country,  and  which 
is  of  such  a  character  that  it  cannot  in 
any  way  compete  with  the  trade  of  this 
country.  While  one  is  not  astonished 
to  hear  from  those  Benches  some  of  the 
old  Protectionist  doctrines  occasionally 
trotted  out,  as  they  are  likely  fco  be 
presently  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Sheffield,  I  avow 
1  was  rather  shocked  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hull  urge  that  injury  will 
be  done  to  the  Indian  tea  trade  by  the 
reduction  of  the  Tea  Duty  by  2d. 

*(6.12.)  Sir  B.  BIRKBECK  (Norfolk, 
E.)  :  While  expressing  general  approval 
of  the  Budget,  I  must  express  some 
surprise  at  the  treatment  both  the  barley 
growers  and  the  brewers  have  received 
at  the  hands  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
He  did  them  justice  at  first,  by  with- 
drawing the  extra  3d.  a  barrel,  which, 
last  year,  he  placed  on  beer,  but  20 
minutes  afterwards  he  re -imposed  it. 
Last  year  I  placed  on  the  Paper 
-an  Amendment  to  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  Bill,  limiting  the  duty 
•to  one  year,  and  I  only  withdrew  it  on 
the  understanding  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  would  take  the  3d.  a  barrel  off 
•this  year  if  there  was  a  surplus 
■and  if  there  was  a  general  remission  of 
taxation.  Last  year  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  duty  was  to  make  up 
a  deficiency  of  £300,000,  and  this  year 
he  asks  for  £386,000.  To  my  mind  the 
effect  of  this  increased  Beer  Duty  will 
certainly  be  in  the  direction  of  brewers 
watering  their  beer,  less  barley  being 
used.  What  the  tenant  farmers,  certainly 
in  the  corn  growing  counties,  wished  for 
originally  was  a  total  repeal  of  the  malt 
tax.  They  never  bargained  for,  and 
never  asked  for,  a  transfer  of  the  tax  from 
malt  to  beer.  The  repeal  of  the  Malt 
Tax  was  considered  a  very  important 
question  in  the  prosperous  days  of 
turriculture,  but  surely  it  is  still  more 
important  in  these  days  of  agricultural 
depression.  In  1880,  when  the  question 
of  an  increased  Beer  Tax  was  brought 
forward  by  the  Government  of  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  the  present  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach), 
in  speaking  from  the  opposite  Bench, 
said — 

"  In  my  opinion  the  price  of  barley  will  con- 
tinue to  fall  and  this  will  be  the  last  nail  in  the 
coffin  of  the  representatives  of  the  most  de- 
pressed industry  in  the  country,  namely,  the 
corn  growing  industry." 

And  on  that  occasion  no  less  than  25 
Members  of  the  present  Government 
voted  against  the  proposal.  I  must  con- 
fess I  am  astonished  that  the  present 
Government  should  not  have  thought  of 
the  barley  growers  in  this  matter,  and 
have  relieved  them  of  this  tax.  I  renew 
my  protest,  and  express  the  hope  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
consider  this  matter  whenever  he  has 
another  surplus. 

*(6.15.)  Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow, 
College) :  I  rise  to  protest  against 
the  Bill  on  a  question  of  principle. 
Whether  I  should  move  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill  is  a  matter  which  has 
somewhat  puzzled  me.  I  had  thought  of 
moving — 

"  That  this  House  regards  an  unjust  a  pro- 
posal to  impose  fresh  unequal  taxation  on 
alcohol  in  the  form  in  which  it  is  chiefly 
consumed  in  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland 
respectively,  with  the  object  of  raising  a  fund 
to  be  equally  divided  amongst  the  three  king- 
doms." 

That  embodies  my  objection  to  the  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  refused 
to  give  us  any  information  as  to  the 
taxation  which  is  at  present  levied  per 
gallon  of  proof  spirit  of  alcohol  in  the 
form  of  beer  and  in  the  form  of  spirits. 
In  Scotland  the  duty  on  alcohol  is  levit  d 
at  the  rate  of  10s.  per  gallon  proof  spirit, 
while  in  England  the  duty  on  the  proof 
spirit  in  beer  only  amounts  to  1  s.  6d.  or 
Is.  8d.  per  gallon.  I  do  not  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  remedy 
what  has  passed,  but  here  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  is  taking  an  en- 
tirely new  departure  on  very  question- 
able lines  when  he.  gives  aids  to  Local 
Taxation,  not  directly  from  the  Exche- 
quer, but  in  the  form  of  a  share  in  a 
general  tax.  Last  year  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  us  that  he  was  obliged 
to  divide  the  Probate  Duty  to  suit  the 
exigencies  of  the  case.  I  d-  >  not  approve 
of  any  system  which  involves  unfair- 
ness, but  having  started  the  system 
with     regard     to    the     Probate    Duty 
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he      now      proposes      to      amend     it 
in    regard     to    this    duty    on    alcohol. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  is  a  larger 
annual  consumption  of  alcohol  in  Eng- 
land per  head  of  the  population  than  in 
Scotland  or  Ireland.     In    England    the 
annual    consumption    per    head  of  the 
population  is  6  J  gallons  of  proof  spirit ; 
in  Scotland  it  is  4  J,  and  in  Ireland  only 
3,  and  yet  in  England  the  amount  of  duty 
paid  per  head  on  this  alcohol  is  lis.  8d., 
in    Ireland    13s.    10d.,   and   in  Scotland 
18s.    lOd.     The   right  hon.   Gentleman 
now  proposes  to  increase  the  duty  on 
whisky  by  6d.  per  gallon  of  proof  spirit, 
and  on   beer   by  3d.  per  barrel   of  36 
gallons.      There  cannot  be    less  on  an 
average  in  beer  than  10  par  cent,  of  proof 
spirit,  and  that  will  give   you  Id.  per 
gallon  of  proof  spirit  on   the    beer  as 
against   the    6d.    on  the   whisky.     The 
right  hon.  Gentle  man  proposed  to  bring 
the  proceeds  altogether  and  divide  the 
aggregate    equally    amongst    the   three 
countries.      Was    there    ever    a    more 
monstrous     suggestion?      I     have     no 
sympathy  with  the  publican,  and  do  not 
mind  how  much  you  increase  the  duty 
as  long  as  you  do  not  produce  smuggling, 
but  I  say  this  is  a  grossly  unfair  proposal, 
and  if  I   do  not  divide  against  it,  it  is 
only  because  it  is  mixed  up  with  other 
proposals.     I  think  that,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, perhaps,  the  best  course  to 
pursue  would  be  to  single  out  this  tax 
and  to  move  an  instruction  on  going  into 
Committee  stating  that  the  new  duty  on 
alcoholic  drink  should  be  equalised  on 
per  gallon  of  proof  spirit,  whether  the 
proof  spirit  be  in  the  shape  of  spirits  or 
beer.      I  hope  hon.  Gentlemen  who  take 
an   interest  in   the   question  will  come 
down  to  the  House  early  to-morrow  so 
as  to  make  as  good  a  fight  on  the  subject 
as  it  is  in  our  power  to  make. 
•(6.25.)    Mb.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Old- 
ham)  :  I  do  not  think  there  is  much  in 
the  chief  objection  to  the  Budget.     That 
objection  is  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  tried  to  remove  too  many 
grievances    and  to  conciliate  too  many 
interests.     It     is    much  better    some- 
times for  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  do  a  little  for  a  great  many  interests 
than  to  use  his  surplus  in  relieving  one 
particular  interest.     This  discussion  has 
wandered  over  a  very  wide  range  of  sub- 
jects.    I  should  like  to  say  a  word  about 
the  removal  of  the  duty  on  silver  plate, 
Dr.  Cameron 


referred    to  by  the    hon.   Member  for 
Northampton   (Mr.  Bradlaugh).     I  am 
entirely   in    sympathy    with    the    hon. 
Member  in  his   remarks   on   the  desir- 
ability of  doing  away  with  that   duty. 
No  doubt  the  imposition  of  the  duty  waa 
looked  upon  in  India  as  a  real  grievance. 
I  am  somewhat  sceptical  myself  as  to  the 
results  that  will  follow  its  repeal.     The 
principal  silver  manufactures  of  India  are 
very  delicate  works  of  art,  and  not  useful  ob- 
jects likely  to  meet  any  large  or  general  con- 
sumption.    The  great  proportion  of  them 
are  casksts  for  enclosing  addresses  for 
presentation  to  hon.  Members  who  go  out 
there  to  court  the  favour  of  the  natives, 
and  then  there   are  card  cases  and  so- 
forth.     It  is  extremely  improbable  that 
work  of  this  kind  will  ever  be  largely 
consumed  in  this  country,  so  that  I  do 
not  think  the  clients  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Howard 
Vincent)  need  be  much  alarmed  about 
the  repeal  of  the  duty.     Something  was 
said  about  the  reduction  of  the  Tea  Duty 
being  likely  to  prejudice  Indian  planters, 
and  to  benefit  rather  the  tea  of  China.  It 
must  be  obvious  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  who  said 
he  could  not  understand  the  complaint^ 
that  the  reduction  of  the  duty  will  be 
much    larger     proportionately    on    the 
coarser  teas  of  China  than  on  the  finer 
teas  of  India.      On  the  other  hand,  of 
course,  the  cheaper  teas  are  still  placed 
at  a  disadvantage  by  a  duty  which  is  not 
levied  ad  valorem,  but  is  a  fixed  sum 
for  each  pound  of  whatever  quality,  so 
that    this     argument  cuts  both    ways. 
I  wish  to  take  an  objection  to  the  way 
in    which    the   Chancellor  of  the   Ex- 
chequer has  dealt  with  the  surplus  he 
has  obtained  from  the  beer  and  spirit 
drinkers  in  this  country.     The  principle 
laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  that  those  who  produced  the  surplus 
were  entitled  to  the  remission  of  taxa- 
tion. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  am  afraid  I  must 
have  used  some  incautious  words.  I 
said  it  should  not  be  given  back  to  them, 
but  that  alcohol  should  pay  for  tea.  I 
did  not  intend  to  lay  down  a  principle. 

•Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN:  I  think  I 
am  correct  in  saying  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  what  had 
been  given  to  him  by  indirect  taxa- 
tion should  go  to  the  relief  of 
indirect  taxation.    Well,  I  object  to  a 
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particular  application  of  this  doctrine. 
He  owes  a  great  deal  of  his  surplus  to 
the  increased  consumption   of  alcoholic 
liquors,  and  he  says  he  will  make  the 
tippler  pay  for  the  tea-drinker.     I  look 
on  that  as  a  very  immoral  doctrine  for 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  use 
in  effecting  a  transfer  of  taxation.  What 
right  has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
his   position  as   Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, +o  brand  a  large  body  of  his 
fellow  countrymen  as  tipplers  ?     He  had 
previously   told   us  that  all  classes   of 
society  had  consumed  large  quantities  of 
strong  drink,  and  so  he  had  a  surplus  to 
offer  us.     But,  why  then  did  he  go  on  to 
outrage   the   sensibilities  of  these   con- 
sumers by  denouncing  them  as  tipplers  ? 
I  know  he  may  be  said  to  have  used  the 
phrase     humourously,     and      that     he 
did  not   mean    seriously    to  denounce 
everybody     who     takes     a     glass     of 
beer  or  wine  as  a  "  tippler,"  but  is  there 
not  at  the   same   time   some    practical 
unfairness,  some  injury  to  these  men,  that 
you  take  their  money  and  use  it  for  the 
benefit    of    the   tea    drinkers?      What 
satisfactior    has   the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man obtained  by  this  ?     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester   (Mr.    Picton)   is   not 
pleased.     The   hon.    Member    has    one 
ruling  idea  of  his  Parliamentary  life,  and 
that  is  to  compel  other  people  to  pay  his 
taxes  for  him.     He  is  not  satisfied  at  all 
with  the  concession  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.     He  never  will  be  satis- 
fied until  the  whole  of  the  Tea  Duty  is 
abolished.     Now,  speaking  seriously,    I 
think  it  is  a  matter  for  the  House  to 
consider   whether  it  is  a  just  doctrine 
that  the   Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
should  annually  raise  money  whenever 
he  needs  it  by  increasing  the  duty  on 
beer  and  spirits.     It  seems  to  me  that 
beer   is  quite  as  wholesome   an   article 
for   anybody  to  drink  as  .tea,   and  no 
doubt  it  always   will  be   drunk.      The 
present  Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer 
poses,  as  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  are 
apt  to  pose,  as  the  champion  of  morality, 
while  all  the  time  they  are  jingling  the 
money  of  the  publican  in  their  pocket. 
If  the   Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer 
thinks    that    a  heavy     tax     ought   to 
be  imposed    on    beer    and    spirits    to 
check      alcoholic     consumption,     then 
he     is     bound      to      show .    that    the 
increased  consumption  during   the   last 
year  has  had  a  distinctly  demoralising 


effect.        Is     he      able      to     do    that? 
Can       he        show       us       there      has 
been  any  increase   in   pauperism  or  in 
crime    commensurate    with    the     great 
increase  in  the  consumption  of  alcoholic 
liquors  during  the  last  12  months?     If* 
he   cannot    do    this    then    what   moral 
ground     is     there     for      the     doctrine 
he  adopts,  and  the  distinction  he -makes- 
between  beer  drinkers  and  tea  drinkers  T 
I  certainly   agree   with   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Darby  (Sir- 
W.  Harcourt)  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  made  a  mistake  in  speaking  against 
this  new  duty  on  beer  and  spirits  as  an 
impost  upon  publicans.     No  doubt,  ulti- 
mately, the  money  will  be  paid  by  the- 
consumer  in  one  form   or  other — either- 
he  will  have  to  pay  a  higher  price  or  he 
will  get    an    inferior  article.     It  is   a 
change  which  affects  not  the  publican 
class  alone — it  affects  the  great  body  of 
the  people  of  England,  and  the  working 
classes  particularly.     We  have  seen  the 
result  of  an  increased  duty  od  one  class 
of  alcoholic  liquor  imposed  by  the  Chan- 
cellor   of    the    Exchequer.     Everybody 
knows  that  since  the  new  duty  was  put 
upon  champagne  we  have  had  to  pay  a. 
price  much  higher  than  the  proportionate 
increase   in   the   duty,  and  this  is  the 
inevitable  tendency  of  taxation  of  thi& 
kind.    Therefore,  we  ought  to  remember, 
when  we  think  how  cheap  and  easy  a 
thing  it  is  to  increase  the  duty  on  beer 
and  spirits,  that  we  are  actually  levying- 
a  considerable  tax  in  the   country.     I 
have  heard  it  said  that  this  is  an  election- 
eering Budget.  Well,  if  the  Chancellor  of 
the   Exchequer  framed  it  with  that  in- 
tention, I  think    he  has  made  a  great 
mistake.     A  Budget  of  this  kind  will 
not     increase   the    number    of    friends, 
of  the  Conservative  Government  in  the 
country,  and   I  am  strongly  convinced 
myself  that  the  line  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  taken  of  levying  increased 
duty  on  beer  and  spirits  will  alienate  a 
great  many  of  the  best  friends  of  the- 
Govemment.     It  certainly  will  not  pro- 
pitiate our  fanatical  friends  opposite,  who- 
are  invariably  Radicals  first  and  teeto- 
tallers afterwards. 
*(6.35.)      Mb.     SHAW     LEPEVRE 
(Bradford,  Central)  :  I  do  not  propose  to 
enter  into  the  general  question,  but  I 
desire  to  say  a  few  words  upon  a  point 
with  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer dealt  in  one  of  the  most  eloquent 
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passages  In  his  Budget  speech.  I  mean 
the  growing  expenditure  of  the  Army 
and  Navy.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  no  apology  was  needed  for  this 
expenditure,  considering  the  purposes  to 
which  it  was  applied,  and  most  hon. 
Members,  from  this  passage  in  the  speech, 
would  have  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  intending  to  meet  this 
expenditure  by  taxation  within  the  year. 
But  I  will  show  that  a  very  great  pro- 
portion of  the  extra  expenditure  on 
these  Services  is  paid  out  of  borrowed 
money.  Roughly  speaking,  it  may  be 
.said  that  during  the  last  three  years  the 
•Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  in- 
creased the  Army  and  Navy  expenditure 
by  the  sum  of  £2,000,000  a  year ;  and 
further,  during  the  same  period  he  has 
entered  into  obligations  for  extraordinary 
•expenditure  to  the  amount  of  £18,000,000, 
the  whole  of  which  will  be  raised  by 
borrowing  or  by  postponing  payment  to 
future  years.  I  have  found  it  extremely 
'difficult  to  ascertain  exactly  the  amount 
of  the  expenditure  upon  the  Army  and 
Navy  which  is  to  be  met  within  the  cur- 
rent year.  There  are  no  means  of  ob- 
tainingthisinformation  from  the  accounts 
put  before  the  House,  without  an 
dmmense  amount  of  trouble,  and 
I  very  much  doubt  if  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  or  the 
■Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  could  say 
oxactly  the  amount  to  be  expended  in 
the  current  year  on  the  two  Services. 
But  by  dint  of  questions  to  the  heads  of 
•the  two  Departments,  upon  different 
items,  and  at  different  times,  I  am  in  a 
jjosition  now  to  say  what  the  expendi- 
ture in  the  present  financial  year  will  be, 
and  I  think  the  House  will  be  surprised 
to  hear  the  total  to  be  expended  on  these 
two  Services.  The  amount  is  £38,163,000, 
or  £7,000,000  more  than  was  ever 
spent  before  in  any  year  in  time  of 
peace.  Of  this  amount,  £31,497,000 
appear  on  the  Estimates,  and  may  be 
called  the  ordinary  or  normal  expendi- 
ture on  the  Services,  and  the  remainder  is 
for  the  following  purposes: — £5,236,000 
(for  new  ships  and  their  armaments, 
under  the*  Naval  Defence  Act  of  last 
jear ;  £180,000  is  devoted  to  the  building 
of  ships  for  the  Australian  Squadron ; 
£400,000  for  fortifications  under  the 
Imperial  Defence  Act ;  £450,000  for  the 
-armament  of  these  fortifications; 
.£300,000  for  new  barracks,  out  of  the 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre 


Budget  and  surplus  ;  and  £100,000  for 
the  equipment  of  Volunteers  from  the 
same  source.  Thus  we  have  £6,666,000 
for  extraordinary  expenditure  upon  the 
two  Services,  and  the  House  will  b  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  various  shifts  and 
devices  by  which  this  money  is  provided. 
£1,400,000  falls  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund  for  the  year,  under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  of  last  year ;  then  there  is 
an  item  of  £128,000,  which,  under  anew 
and  dangerous  process,  is  paid  out  of  unex- 
pended balances  of  last  year  on  Army 
account ;  then  comes  £64,000  under  the 
Imperial  Defence  Act,  charged 
by  way  of  annuities  in  the 
Estimates  in  regard  to  the  Australian 
Squadron ;  then  £400,000  is  provided  out 
of  the  surplus,  and  deducting  these 
amounts  from  the  £5,666,000  there 
remains  a  sum  of  £4,774,000  unprovided 
for  in  the  Budget  of  the  year,  and  which 
is  borrowed  or  the  payment  of  which  is 
postponed  over  future  years.  The  pay- 
ment of  £3,800,000  is  spread  over  seven 
years,  the  payment  not  beginning  until 
1892,  £116,000  is  spread  over  12  years, 
and  £712,000  will  be  paid  out  of  the 
dividends  from  the  Suez  Canal  shares 
after  1894.  These  are  the  various 
operations,  methods,  shifts,  and  devices 
by  which  provision  for  expenditure  with- 
in the  year  is  avoided.  Roughly  speak- 
ing, it  may  be  said  that  of  the  extra- 
ordinary expenditure  upon  the  Services 
of,  say,  £6,500,000,  we  pay  £2,000,000 
within  the  current  year,  and  spread 
£4,700,000  over  future  years.  I  need 
hardly  remind  the  House  that,  under  the 
Sinking  Fund  established  by  the  late 
Lord  Iddesleigh  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Edinburgh, 
the  amount  which  ought  to  be  paid  for 
repayment  of  debt  within  the  year  would 
be  £5,000,000,  and  I  presume  we  shall 
repay  debt  by  that  amount ;  but  then, 
on  the  other  hand,  we  borrow  to  the 
extent  of  £4,674,000,  so  that  practically 
the  operation  of  what  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  doing  this  year  in 
respect  to  extra  expenditure  is  really  to 
suspend  the  Sinking  Fund  for  the  year 
for  the  amount  which  ought  to  go  in 
reduction  of  debt,  and  which  I  suppose 
will,  in  a  certain  sense,  be  paid, 
will,  on  the  other  hand,  be  withdrawn 
by  borrowing  or  suspending  payment. 
That  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  wise 
finance,   and  seems  to  me  to  present  a 
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dangerous  precedent  for  the  future.  I 
need  hardly  point  out  that  the  only  real 
check  within  the  Government  itself  is 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
the  Treasury.  The  two  great  spend- 
ing Departments  are  always  desirous 
of  increasing  expenditure,  and  this 
tendency  is  kept  in  check  by  the  wish  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  avoid 
increase  of  taxation,  and  to  obtain  credit 
for  the  reduction  of  taxation,  but  if  it  is 
laid  down  as  a  precedent  for  the  future 
that  by  spreading  payments  of  money 
expended  over  future  years  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  can  obtain  credit 
for  his  finance,  while  still  borrowing  or 
incurring  debt,  then  it  seems  to  me  a 
dangerous  liberty  is  given  to  Admiralty 
and  War  Office  Expenditure.  For  this  I 
must  hold  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  largely  responsible.  It  was 
my  fortune  to  serve  under  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  when  he  was  at  the 
Admiralty  in  the  years  1871-73,  and  I 
should  like  to  call  attention  to  a  com- 
parison between  the  expenditure  of  the 
two  great  spending  Departments,  the 
Admiralty  and  War  Office,  then,  and  the 
expenditure  of  the  present  year.  In 
1871  the  Army  and  Navy  expenditure 
was  £22,735,000,  of  which  the  Navy 
absorbed  £9,770,000.  For  the  present 
year  the  normal  expenditure  is 
£31,500,000,  and,inoluding  extraordinary 
expenditure,  £38,360,000,  so  that  the 
increase  in  normal  expenditure  has  been 
44  percent,  in  the  interval,*  or,  including 
the  extraordinary  expenditure,  the  in- 
crease  has  been  70  per  cent.  Looking 
back  at  the  year  I  have  mentioned,  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
then  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  was 
controlled  by  two  great  economists  at  the 
Treasury,  Mr.  Lowe,  the  present  Lord 
Sherbrooke,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  But  for 
that  control,  I  have  no  doubt,  those  re- 
sponsible for  the  Navy,  as  well  as  those 
responsible  for  the  Army,  would  have 
launched  out  into  all  kinds  of  expendi- 
ture, and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  then  quite  ready  to  be  re- 
sponsible for  the  Naval  Service  and  the 
security  of  the  country  at  an  ex- 
tremely modest  expenditure  as  compared 
with  the  present.  For  my  part,  I  see  no 
justification  for  this  enormous  increase  of 
naval  and  military  expenditure.  I  believe 
it  is  not  required,  and  that  if  the  Treasury 
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had  kept  a  firm  hand  of  recent  years  over 
these  Departments  the  expenditure  would 
not  have  been  found  necessary.  But  if 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  joins 
the  ranks  of  the  professional  alarmists, 
and  if,  at  the  same  time,  he  can  claim 
credit  for  reducing  taxation  by  postpon- 
ing payment,  all  checks  will  be  got  rid 
of,  and  there  will  be  no  limit  to  the  .de- 
mands that  may  be  made  in  the  future. 
For  one  part  of  the  Budget  I  have 
nothing  but  praise ;  I  refer  to  the 
reduction  on  Indian  and  Colonial 
postage.  The  high  rate  of  postage  has 
been  in  the  past  a  perfect  scandal,  and  it 
was  quite  time  a  portion  of  the  surplus 
should  be  devoted  to  its  reduction.  1 
must  congratulate  the  hon.  Member  for 
Canterbury  (Mr.  Henniker  Heaton)  on 
the  success  of  his  efforts  in  this  direction, 
and  I  must  say  I  was  somewhat  surprised 
at  the  tone  of  the  Postmaster  General's 
remarks  at  Bradford  in  reference  to  the 
hon.  Member  in  which  he  spoke  of  the 
hon.  Member  as  the  "My  on  the 
Wheel,"  whose  buzzing  had  become 
offensive.  I  should  hardly  have 
expected  such  language  towards  a 
supporter  of  the  Government,  and 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  been  wiser  to  have 
acknowledged  the  assistance  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Canterbury  in 
his  efforts  to  induce  the  Treasury  to 
give  way  on  this  point.  Many  other 
Post  Office  reforms  are  urgently  needed. 
For  my  part,  I  think  that  for  the  past 
four  or  five  years  the  present  Treasury 
has  starved  the  post  Office,  and  many 
important  reforms  have  been  postponed 
in  order  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  might  realise  the  surplus 
Post  Office  Revenue.  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  seems  to  dissent  to  that, 
but  he  will  not  deny  that  there  has  been 
a  growing  surplus  derived  from  this 
source  in  the  past  three  years. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  Gross 
Revenue 

•Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  In  the  net 
surplus  in  the  last  three  yearsi  Within 
four  years  it  has  increased  £760,000,  or 
at  the  rate  of  £190,000  a  year.  In  1860, 
after  deducting  the  cost  of  the  Packet 
Service,  there  was  a  surplus  Revenue  of 
£440,000;  in  1870  of  £1,173,000;  in 
1880  of  £2,225,000;  in  1890  of 
£3,500,000.     Of  course  there  have  been 
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some  ups  and  downs  in  the  intervals,  but, 
looking  broadly  over  the  period,  that  is 
the  rate  of  progress,  and  at  the  present 
time  therj  is  a  larger  surplns  than 
bifore.  On  the  Post  Office  Vote  I  shall 
attempt  to  show  the  effect  of  the 
Treasury  screw  on  necessary  and 
urgent  Post  Office  reforms,  but  1  should 
hardly  be  justified  in  doing  that  now. 
For  the  moment  I  congratulate  the 
Government  on  giving  up  £80,000  for 
Indian  and  Colonial  postage,  and  I  think 
they  might  well  have  devoted  more  of 
their  surplus  to  Post  Office  reforms. 
I  hope  the  hon.  Member  for  Canterbury 
will  not  be  discouraged  by  the  somewhat 
contemptuous  terms  in  which  he  was 
referred  to  by  the  Postmaster  General 
from  urging  still  further  those  reforms 
in  the  Post  Office  which  are  urgently 
required.  There  is  no  Department  of  the 
Public  Service  where  expenditure  is  more 
valuable  than  in  the  Post  Office  ;  it  gives 
immediate  facilities  to  the  public,  and  in 
the  long  run  is  almost  certain  to  result 
in  an  increased  revenue.  All  the  money 
expended  in  this  direction  yields  a  good 
return,  and  the  Post  Office  stands  in 
quite  a  different  category  to  all  other 
Services.  In  reference  to  the  Indian  and 
Colonial  postage,  1  should  like  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
he  has  any  information  to  give  us  as  to 
the  disposition  of  the  Indian  and 
Colonial  Governments — are  they  prepared 
to  assist  in  the  new  arrangements ;  will 
they  contribute  towards  bringing  the 
reduction  into  effect  very  shortly  ? 

(6.55.)  Sib  RICHARD  PAGET 
(Somerset,  Wells) :  I  will  not  follow  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  into  his  calcula- 
tions and  details ;  but  I  may  say  I  cannot 
attach  any  material  importance  to  the 
charges  he  makes  against  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  because  we  all  know 
that  the  expenditure  upon  our  defensive 
forces  was,  after  full  discussion,  adopted 
by  this  House  and  universally  approved 
by  the  country,  which  was  not  content  to 
go  on  in  an  unhappy  state  of  unprepared- 
ness,  subject  to  constant  panics  and 
fits  of  hurried  expenditure,  but  has 
approved  the  policy  that  is  placing  our 
Army  and  Navy  on  a  footing  the  mag- 
nitude of  our  interests  requires.  Passing 
from  this,  I  wish  to  express  my  gratitude 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for 
the  fulfilment  of  his  promise  in  a  certain 
direction  I  desire  to  indicate.  I  am 
Mr.  Sliaw  Lefevre 


one  of  those  who  considered  that  there 
was  still  an  account  remaining  unsettled 
between  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  Local  Authorities  when  the 
Horse  and  Wheel  Tax  was  withdrawn ; 
but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  by 
his  proposals  in  regard  to  the  surtax  on 
spirits  and  the  Beer  Duty,  has,  in  a  bold 
and  novel  manner,  largely  reinforced  the 
local  finance  and  done  what  he  could  to 
make  up  for  the  deficiency  caused  by  the 
abandonment  of  the  Van  and  Wheel  Tax. 
There  is  one  other  point  to  which  I  wish 
to  draw  attention.  For  the  first  time  in 
the  history  of  finance  a  contribution  in 
aid  of  local  finance  has  been  raised 
from  indirect  taxation.  Hitherto  all  the 
sums  that  have  been  devoted  to  the 
purpose  of  aiding  the  burdens  of  the 
local  taxpayers  have  been  by  way  of 
subvention  or  contribution  arising  out  of 
direct  taxation.  Now,  for  the  first  time, 
indirect  taxation  is  applied  to  the 
purpose.  That  is  a  new  departure,  which 
gives  us  hope  that  further  aid  will  be 
granted  from  Imperial  sources  to  local 
rates.  Exception  has  been  taken  to  the 
allocation  of  the  Beer  Duty  to  local 
purposes.  Now,  there  is  no  class 
which  received  more  benefit  from  local 
taxation,  while  paying  small  contribu- 
tions, than  brewers.  The  abolition  of 
the  turnpikes  was  a  great  gain  to  the 
brewers,  who,  while  the  turnpikes 
existed,  paid  their  fair  share  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  roads.  With  the 
disappearance'  of  turnpikes  their  con- 
tributions ceased.  Taking  the  Budget 
as  a  whole,  it  appears  to  me  to  deserve 
to  be  popular  in  the  country.  Taking  it 
as  a  whole,  it  is  a  Budget  that  gives 
relief  to  those  classes  .  who  are  most 
entitled  to  ask  it.  I  believe  that  the 
reduction  of  the  House  Duty  will  be 
widelv  appreciated,  and  that  the  more 
the  provisions  of  the  Budget  generally 
are  studied  the  more  they  will  be 
approved  by  the  country.  I  therefore 
give  it  my  most  hearty  support. 
*(7.5.)  Mr.  PROVAND  (Glasgow, 
Blackfriars) :  I  rise  to  enter  my  pro- 
test against  the  unfair  way  in  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
levied  further  duties  on  wine,  beer,  and 
spirits.  Spirits  already  pay  six  times 
the  duty  on  beer,  reckoned  by  alcoholic 
strength,  and  spirits  pay  half  as  much 
again  as  wine,  reckoned  in  the  same  way. 
No  doubt,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
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quer  will  reply  that  the  duty  is  levied  on 
the  various  articles  in  a  different  way, 
And  that  in  the  case  of  beer  it  is  levied 
not  on  alcoholic  strength,  but  on  specific 
gravity ;  bnt  my  contention  is  that  there 
ought  to  be  a  uniform  way  of  levying 
the  duty  on  intoxicants,  so  that  there  may 
be  a  fair  incidence  of  duty  on  the 
•drink  consumed  in  different  parts  of 
the  country.  Taking  it  per  head  of 
the  population  of  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland,  the  duties  on  intoxicants  are  now 
paid  by  the  peoples  of  the  three  countries 
in  almost  the  following  proportions 
per  head: — England,  12s.;  Ireland,  14s. ; 
and  Scotland,  19s.  This  is  in  conse- 
quence of  the  want  of  uniformity  in  the 
mode  of  assessing  the  duty  on  alcoholic 
drink.  But  the  unfairness  of  the  inci- 
dence of  the  duties  is  no  greater  than  the 
unfairness  with  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  intends  to  allocate  these 
duties  for  local  purposes.  He  told  us  in 
his  Budget  speech  that  he  intended  to 
.give  them  to  the  three  countries  in  the 
same  proportion  as  the  Probate  Duties 
are  now  given,  which  is  80  per  cent,  to 
England,  11  per  cent,  to  Scotland,  and 
9  per  cent,  to  Ireland.  As  the  new 
duties  are  something  like  £700,000,  this 
division  will  tax  Ireland  and  Scotland  for 
the  benefit  of  England.  The  precise 
figures  it  is  not  easy  to  ascertain  at  pre- 
sent j  but  it  is  clear  that  Scotland  and 
Ireland  will  not  have  returned  to  them 
for  local  purposes  so  much  as  they  will 
be  called  upon  to  pay,  by  a  sum  ex- 
ceeding £10,000  per  annum,  and  such  a 
state  of  things  will  be  condemned 
generally  by  hon.  Members  from  both 
of  those  countries.  With  respect  to  the 
duties  on  dried  fruits,  I  think  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  might  have  swept 
away  the  whole  of  them.  As  it  is,  he 
only  proposes  to  deal  with  currants. 
From  the  duties  still  to  be  imposed  he 
will  only  receive  £300,000  or  £400,000, 
and,  therefore,  I  think  he  might  have 
abolished  the  lot.  I  hold  it  is  self- 
evident  that  no  Minister  in  these  days 
would  ever  venture,  no  matter  what  the 
necessity  might  be  to  put  a  tax  on  food, 
and  a  sufficient  portion  of  the  magnificent 
surplus  might  have  been  applied,  with 
benefit  to  the  poorer  classes  of  this 
country,  in  the  complete  abolition  of  the 
Dried  Fruit  Duties. 

*(7.12.)     Mr.      JACKSON:     Per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed  to  endeavour  to 


answer  some  of  the  questions  which 
have  been  raised  in  this  discussion.  I 
think  that,  so  far  as  the  criticism  of  the 
Budget  has  gone,  we  have  no  reason  to 
complain  of  any  of  the  speeches  made. 
There  seems  to  have  been  a  general 
expression  of  opinion  that,  upon  the 
whole,  it  is  a  satisfactory  Budget, 
especially  so  far  as  the  constituencies  are 
concerned.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Poplar  Division,  however,  thought  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  rather  missed 
a  great  opportunity,  and  that  he  would 
have  done  better  to  make  some  great 
alteration  than  various  small  remissions. 
Yet,  in  the  course  of  his  speech,  the 
hon.  Member  avowed  himself  in  favour 
of  those  remissions  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  made.  Taking  the  general 
feeling  of  the  House  with  regard  to  the 
four  or  five  small  remissions,  it  seems  to 
be  that  they  are  wise  in  themselves  and 
beneficial  to  tbe  country.  A  complaint 
has  been  made  that  since  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  been  at  the  Treasury  he  has 
given  greater  relief  to  direct  than  to 
indirect  taxation.  That  is  not  so.  When 
my  right  hon.  Friend  remitted  2d.  from 
the  Income  Tax  it  was  because  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  take  it  off.  It  was  put  on 
for  a  special  purpose,  and  that  purpose 
having  been  served  he  felt  himself 
bound  to  take  it  off.  Excluding  that 
2d.,  in  regard  to  which  I  maintain  my 
right  hon.  Friend  had  no  discretion,  I 
submit  that  he  has  granted  more  relief 
to  indirect  than  to  direct  taxation.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Poplar  Division 
appears  to  think  that  the  amount  of 
money  being  handed  over  to  the  Local 
Authorities  is  too  large.  There  are  pro- 
bably not  very  many  Members  who  will 
agree  with  him  in  that  view.  The  hon. 
Member  must  himself  recollect  the  Reso- 
lutions which  in  the  past  were  carried 
against  the  Government,  compelling 
them  to  give  additional  financial  relief  to 
the  Local  Authorities. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  the  Local 
Authorities  are  being  given  more  than 
was  promised  them  in  1888. 

•Mb.  JACKSON:  The  hon.  Member 
says  it  is  more  than  was  promised 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer in  1888;  but  that  is  because, 
upon  the  basis  then  laid  down, 
the  sums  turned  out  to  be  larger 
than  had  been  estimated.  The  hon. 
Member  has  also  alleged  that  this  pro- 
H  2 
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vision  is  in  relief  of  realty.  But  does 
the  hon.  Member  consider  that  all  the 
local  rates  are  paid  by  realty  ?  If  so, 
realty  must  contribute  £20,000,000  a 
year  in  the  form  of  local  rates,  and  the 
reduction  by  £1,000,000  would  not  be 
much  relief  viewed  from  that  stand- 
point. The  hon.  Member  for  Hull  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  both  re- 
ferred to  the  Tea  Duties,  the  former 
expressing  a  doubt  as  to  whether  the 
pocket  of  the  consumer  would  be 
in  the  least  benefited,  and  the  latter 
doubting  whether  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  get  many  thanks  for 
what  he  has  done.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
however,  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  that  evidence  is  accumulating 
every  day  at  the  Treasury  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
secured  a  great  deal  of  thanks  for  what 
he  has  done  in  this  direction.  With 
regard  to  the  point  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hull  as  to  the  effect  on  China  tea,  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  there 
is  no  reason  to  doubt  that  Indian  teas 
will  be  able  to  hold  their  own,  notwith- 
standing this  reduction  of  duty.  As  to 
the  Beer  Tax  it  has  been  asserted  that 
both  the  public  and  the  farmers  will 
suffer — the  former  because  brewers  will 
water  their  beer,  and  the  farmers  because 
they  will  get  less  for  their  barley.  These 
arguments,  however,  were  urged  last 
year,  when  the  tax  was  originally 
imposed,  and  experience  has  not  shown 
that  it  has  led  to  any  depreciation  in  the 
quality  of  the  beer  or  to  any  fall  in  the 
price  of  barley.  I  am  not  sure  that  the 
Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture,  of 
which  my  hon.  Friend  is  a  member,  has 
not  refused  to  consider  this  question,  or 
to  endorse  the  opinion  that  the  interests 
of  barley  growers  will  be  seriously 
interfered  with.  Two  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  represent  different  divisions  of 
Glasgow  have  referred  to  a  question  of 
great  importance,  namely,  as  to  the 
proportions  in  which  these  sums  have 
been  allocated  to  the  Local  Authorities  of 
the  three  Kingdoms.  I  think  I  shall  be 
able  to  show  that  this  apportionment 
has  been  based  on  fair  and  just  principles, 
and  in  accordance  with  the  sources  from 
which  the  total  Revenue  is  raised,  and 
that  this  apportionment  is  in  fact  slightly 
against  England,  and  slightly  in  favour 
of  Ireland  and  Scotland.  Taking  the 
Tax  Revenue  at  £75,764,000,  it  is  found 
Mr.  Jackson 


by  means  of  the  most  accurate  calculation 
it  is  possible  to  make  that  £61,224,802 
is  paid  by  England,  or  80*8  per  cent.  ; 
£8,027,158,  onlO-6  per  cent,  by  Scotland ; 
and  £6,512,040,  or  86  per  cent.,  by 
Ireland. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  state  on  what  authority 
he  gives  these  figures  ?  I  am  not  aware 
that  they  are  to  be  found  in  any  public 
document. 

♦Mr.  JACKSON:  The  figures  have 
been  obtained  by  the  Department,  and  I 
believe  that  they  are  as  accurate  as  it  is 
possible  for  figures  to  be  made. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.):  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  state  the  proportion 
which  the  taxation  bears  to  the  produc- 
tion of  Excisable  articles,  such  as 
spirits  1 

*Mr.  JACKSON:  Yes,  presently.  I 
may  repeat  that  the  figures  have  been 
made  up  with  the  greatest  care.  They 
may  be  accepted  as  being  as  accurate  as  it 
is  possible  for  such  figures  to  be  made. 
In  these  figures  the  Post  Office  revenue 
is  not  included.  Taking  the  surplus 
from  the  Post  Office  at  £3,500,000,  and 
distributing  it  between  the  three  coun- 
tries in  the  proportion  of  the  number  of 
letters  calculated  to  be  delivered  in  each 
country,  the  percentages  will  be  found 
to  be  slightly  different,  namely,  81  per 
cent  contributed  by  England,  10*5  per 
cent,  by  Scotland,  and  8*5  per  cent,  by 
Ireland. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.):  Has 
the  hon.  Gentleman  made  allowance  for 
articles  cleared  in  England  but  consumed 
in  Ireland  ? 

•Mr.  JACKSON :  Yes ;  there  has  been 
some  allowance  made.  It  is  quite  true 
that  there  are  cross  items  between  the 
two  countries,  and  also  between  England 
and  Scotland.  It  is  true,  for  instance, 
that  beer  comes  from  Ireland  to  England, 
and  also  from  England  to  Ireland,  and 
that  tobacco  is  sent  from  Ireland  to  Eng- 
land, and  I  am  not  aware  of  tobacco 
being  sent  from  England  to  Ireland. 
Allowance  is  made  for  these  facts,  and 
the  figures  work  out  as  I  have  said,  81 
per  cent  for  England,  10-5  per  cent,  for 
Scotland,  and  8*5  per  cent,  for  Ireland. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
making  the  apportionment  of  the  Probate 
Duty  allocated  80  per  cent,  to  England, 
1 1  per  cent,  to  Scotland,  and  9  per  cent, 
to  Ireland,  so  that  England  receives  1 
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-per  cent,  less  than  its  due,  and  Scotland 
-and  Ireland  a  half  per  cent,  more  than 
their  due. 

•Mr.  PROVAND  :  May  I  ask  if  allow- 
ance is  made  for  Income  Tax  collected  in 
London,  but  in  respect  of  Scotch  and 
Irish  incomes,  from  sources  such  as  shares 
in  public  companies  1 

♦Mb.  JACKSON :  I  have  already  said 
that  we  have  madd  all  the  allowances 
which  we  consider  ought  to  be  made  in 
arriving  at  these  figures,  and  upon  being 
checked  they  will  be  found  to  be  accu- 
rate. I  will  state  to  the  House  a  few 
figures  which  will  show  the  House  how 
the  taxation  is  apportioned  and  how  it  is: 
allocated  among  the  three  Kingdoms. 
Out  of  a  total  of  £3,704,000,  £3,059,218 
is  paid  by  England,  £388,594  by  Scot- 
land, and  £256,188  by  Ireland.  The 
percentage  of  contributions,  therefore, 
■are  82-6  per  cent,  paid  by  England, 
10*5  paid  by  Scotland,  and  6*9  paid  by 
Ireland.  The  distribution  gives  to  Eng- 
land £2,963,200,  to  Scotland  £407,440, 
and  to  Ireland  £330,000.  Therefore 
England  receives  £96,018  less  than  she 
pays,  Scotland  receives  £18,846  more 
than  she  pays,  and  Ireland  receives 
£57,000  more  than  she  pays.  I  think 
that  it  will  be  seen  that  my  right  lion. 
Friend  has  given  a  distinct  advantage 
to  Scotland  and  Ireland  as  compared 
with  England.  The  comparative  figures 
showing  the  proportion  of  the  Probate 
Duty  paid  by  each  country  are  these — 
England,  88  per  cent.,  Scotland,  8  per 
cent.,  and  Ireland  4  per  cent.  But 
according  to  the  more  recent  figures 
there  would  come  to  hand  for  the  last 
nine  months  an  actual  contribution  of 
90  per  cent,  from  England,  6  5  from 
Scotland,  and  3-5  from  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  believe,  in- 
tends when  he- has  got  the  figures  into 
something  like  shape  to  lay  them  before 
the  House  in  a  clear  form,  in  the  event 
of  hon.  Members  deeming  them  to  be  of 
sufficient  interest  for  that  course  to  be 
adopted.  I  think,  therefore,  that  I  have 
shown  that  the  charge  of  unfairness 
which  has  been  made  with  reference 
to  the  allocation  of  this  local  taxation 
is  without  foundation.  The  only  in- 
justice that  has  been  done  in  the  matter 
is  that  too  much  has  been  taken  from 
England  and  too  little  returned  to  her. 

*Dr.  CAMERON  :  I  do  not  allege  un- 
fairness as  regards  Scotland  in  the  dis- 


tribution of  the  Probate  Duty,  but  in 
the  distribution  of  the  new  Spirit  and 
Beer  Duty. 

•Mr.  JACKSON :  It  would  not  be  fair 
to  single  out  the  Spirit  Duty  without 
taking  into  consideration  the  whole  case, 
which  shows  that  Scotland  and  Ireland 
have  been  unduly  favoured  at  the  ex- 
pense of  England.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  has  made  some 
rather  good-natured  remarks  with  regard 
to  the  action  of  the  Treasury  in  dealing 
with  the  Post  Office ;  but  I  can  say  most 
cjnscientiously  that  since  I  have  been 
at  the  Treasury  not  only  have  the  Post 
Office  and  other  Departments  not  been 
stinted  in  any  justifiable  expenditure, 
but  every  application  for  extension  of 
buildings  and  acquisition  of  sites  has 
been  met  by  the  Treasury  in  a  most 
reasonable  spirit.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  they  have  yielded  to  every  applica- 
tion, because  I  am  sure  that  the  Treasury 
have  made  the  Post  Office  and  every 
other  Department  show  that  the  money 
they  asked  for  was  really  needed  in 
justice  to  the  Service.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  has  rather  warned 
my  right  hon.  Friend  that  he  had  almost 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  surplus 
of  last  year  was  due  to  the  epidemic  of 
influenza ;  but  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to 
inform  the  hon.  Member  that  although 
the  influenza  has  left  us  the  buoyancy 
of  the  revenue  continues.  I  hope  that 
hon.  Members  will  now  allow  the  Bill 
to  be  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  The  hon. 
Member  has  declared  that  the  Budget  is 
a  most  popular  one  in  the  country.  I 
ask  what  country  he  refers  to  ?  That  is 
certainly  not  the  case  as  regards  Ireland, 
because  it  throws  a  most  unfair  burden 
upon  an  article  of  large  consumption  in 
that  country.  I  object  to  the  hon.  Member 
laying  mere  results  of  calculations  be- 
fore the  House  instead  of  the  figures 
upon  which  those  calculations  were  based. 
Three  years  ago  Mr.  Giffen  showed  that 
Ireland  contributes  more  than  double 
what  she  ought  to  do  to  the  Imperial 
Revenue.  We  are  kept  in  the  dark  ;  we 
have  no  materials  to  go  upon.  A  bland 
Minister  rises  at  the  Table  whenever 
a  financial  debate  occurs,  and  gives  us 
some  meagre  fare  in  the  shape  of  what 
he  calls  the  results  of  calculations.  I 
say  with  regard  to  the  estimates  of  the 
relative  proportions   paid   by  the  three 
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countries,  we  have  every  reason  to  doubt 
them.  In  Our  view  the  proportion  paid 
by  Ireland  is  nearly  double  what  it  ought 
to  be.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  said 
that  this  new  Spirit  Tax  will  be  in  pro- 
portion to  the  yield  from  it,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  Probate  Duty.  What  has 
the  Probate  Duty  to  do  with  it  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  You  have  got  your 
share  of  it. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  The  basis  of  the  rela- 
tive contribution  from  the  three  coun- 
tries is  no  argument  for  the  distribution 
of  what  is  derived  from  the  tax  on 
alcohol.  There  is  no  possible  relation 
between  the  two  subjects. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  perhaps  misunderstood  what  I 
said.  I  did  not  say  that  the  allocation 
is  made  on  the  proportions  of  Probate 
Duty  contributed.  If  the  distribution 
were  on  the  basis  of  the  Probate  Duty 
contributed,  Ireland  would  get  one-half 
what  she  is  to  get. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Why  did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  refer  to  the  contribution  of 
Probate  Duty  at  all  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  only  mentioned  it 
to  show  that  at  the  time  the  Probate 
Duty  was  allocated,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  fixed  the  proportions  which 
local  taxation  should  receive  in  the 
three  countries. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  The  only  meaning  of 
the  reference  to  the  Probate  Duty  was 
that  the  proportions  correspond  to  the 
taxes  received  in  the  three  countries.  I 
say  Ireland  is  at  present  unfairly  taxed. 
It  is  very  difficult  to  arrive  at  a  con- 
clusion so  long  as  the  Government  act 
upon  the  policy  of  refusing  us  the 
materials  on  which  they  arrive  at  their 
own  conclusions.  May  I  remind  the 
Government  what  happened  five  years 
ago  when  a  similar  attempt  was  made  by 
a  Liberal  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who  had  no  surplus,  but  a  deficiency  to 
make  good?  His  position,  remember,  was 
a  much  more  yistifiable  one  than  that  of 
the  present  Chancellor  in  imposing  new 
taxation,  because  he  had  to  meet  a 
deficiency.  He  made  a  proposal  of  the 
very  kind  which  we  are  now 
protesting  against.  He  proposed  an 
increased  duty  on  alcohol,  and  he 
was  met  with  this  Reosolution — 

"  That  increased  tax  on  beer  and  spirits  was 
inequitable  in  the   absence  of  corresponding 
addition  to  the  duties  on  wine  " 
Mr.  Sexton 


The  Party  opposite — whose  chief  object 
appears  to  be  to  show  in  1 890  how  far  they 
are  willing  to  proceed  in  the  adoption  of 
more  than  one  article  of  the  financial 
policy  which  they  denounced  in  1885 — 
with  the  help  of  the  Irish  Members  de- 
feated the  Liberal  Government  on  that 
very  point,  and  drove  them  out  of 
Office.  If  it  was  inequitable  then,  it  is 
inequitable  now.  The  duty  on  wine  has 
not  been  materially  altered.  The  duty 
on  beer  has  been  altered  by  Jd.  or  Id. 
per  gallon,  which  is  about  the  increase 
made  by  the  extra  duty  of  3d.  per 
barrel.  You  propose  to  put  6d.  a  gallon 
on  spirits — a  proportion  which  you 
described  as  inequitable  in  1885, 
when  a  Liberal  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  struggling  with  a  deficiency, 
but  which  you  now  adopt  with  a  surplus 
of  £3,500,000.  Therefore,  in  regard  to 
justification  of  the  tax,  you  are  in  a 
worse  position  than  was  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  1885.  With  his 
£3,500,000  surplus,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  deals  with  it  to  the  extent  of 
£500,000  of  expenditure  and  £3,000,000 
in  remissions.  In  the  expenditure  Ire- 
land has  no  substantial  interest ;  and  in 
the  remissions,  she  will  only  benefit  to  a 
small  extent  for  the  remissions  on  tea  and 
currants,  altogether,  perhaps,  to  the 
amount  of  £150,000  or  £200,000,  a  pro- 
portion very  much  less  than  her  fair 
share  in  the  way  of  remission.  In  the 
Memorial  of  the  Irish  distillers  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  there  are 
three  statements.  The  first  is  as  to  the 
inequitable  dealing  between  the  three 
countries  with  regard  to  the  tax  on 
alcohol,  and  also  as  between  the  classes. 
The  present  tax  on  foreign  wines  is 
3s.  lOd.  per  gallon;  on  beer,  Is.  8|d. ; 
on  alcohol,  10s.  per  gallon.  The  tax  on 
alcohol  is  six  times  as  heavy  as  that  on 
beer,  and  three  times  that  on  wine. 
Alcohol  is  the  drink  of  the  people ; 
wine  the  drink  of  the  wealthier 
classes.  That  is  unjust  as  between  the 
classes.  It  is  also  unjust  as  between  the 
countries.  Beer  is  the  national  beverage 
of  England  ;  whisky,  for  climatic  reasons, 
is  the  national  beverage  of  Scotland  and 
Ireland.  The  tax  on  alcohol  in  Ireland 
is  three  times  as  great  as  it  is  in 
England.  That  fact  cannot  be  disposed 
of  by  general  arguments  as  to  the  pro- 
portions for  the  three  countries  to  the  whole 
Imperial  Revenue.    What  is  the  relative 
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consumption  in  the  three  countries? 
Taking  the  consumption  of  alcohol  in  all 
its  forms,  the  consumption  in  England 
over  the  year  is  6f  gallons  per  head,  in 
Scotland  4J  gallons,  and  in  Ireland  3 
gallons.  That  is  to  say,  that  England 
consumes  one  and  a  half  times  as  much  as 
Scotland,  and  twice  as  much  as  Ireland 
per  head.  What  is  the  taxation  per 
head?  In  England  it  is  lis.  8d. 
•Mr.  GOSCHEN :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  me  his  authority?  I 
make  it  14s.  Id. 

Mr.    SEXTON:    It  is  the  Memorial 
addressed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
by  the  Distillery  Trade  and  Wholesale 
Spirit  Merchants  of  Ireland.     In  Ireland 
the  taxation  per  head  is  13.s.  lOd. ;  and 
in  Scotland  18s.  lOd.      Prom  the  figures 
I  have  given,  the  just  standard  of  taxa- 
tion in  England  ought  to  be  31s.    per 
head,  in  Ireland  about  7s.,  and   in  Scot- 
land only  aloout  half  what  it  at  present 
pays.      Taking  these  three  elements   of 
calculation  together  it  does  appear  that 
you  have  managed  to  make  the  taxes  in 
Ireland    about    three  times    what  they 
ought    to    be,    and    in    Scotland  about 
double.     There  is  one  point  on  which  I 
wished  to    ask    the  Chancellor  of    tbe 
Exchequer  a  question.     In  what  propor- 
tion is  this  £1,300,000  to  be  raised  to 
bi  contributed  by  England,  Ireland,  and 
Scotland  ?    He  was  unable  to   give  us  a 
reply.    But  surely  hon  Gentlemen  must 
see  that  the  reply  to  that   is  only  rele- 
vant to  the  present  Debate.     We  have 
the  fact  before  us  that  alcohol  in  Ireland 
is  taxed  six  times  as  much  as  it  is  in 
England.      Yet  the   Chancellor    of  the 
Exchequer  proposes  to  add  6d.  a  gallon 
to  the  article  manufactured    and    con- 
sumed in  Ireland,  and  to  raise  the  duty 
per  head  in  the  country  by  about   2s. 
How  does  he  propose  to  raise  the  money  ? 
He  proposes  to  raise   one-third    of  the 
amount  on  the  English   beverages  and 
two-thirds  upon  the  Irish  and   Scottish 
drink.     And  how  is  the  money  to   be 
applied  ?    I  say  that  if  you  are  raising  a 
new  tax  of  this  kind  for  local  purposes, 
so  much  of  the  tax  as  Ireland  contributes 
ought  to  go  back  to  the  local   uses    of 
Ireland,  and  so  much  as   Scotland  con- 
tributes ought  to  go  back  to    the   local 
uses     of     Scotland.      You     only    raise 
£386,000  on  the  English  beverage,   and 
you     propose    that    England   shall  get 


you  raise  £700,000  on%  the  Scotch  and 
Irish  beverage,  you  propose  that  Scotlavd 
and  Ireland  shall  only  have  £250,000. 
I  venture  to  lay  down  the  principle  that 
the  fresh  taxation  from  England,  Ireland , 
and  Scotland  in  this  case  ought  to  '  be 
proportionate  to  the  amount  to  be  given 
to  each  of  the  three  countries  for  their 
local  uses,  and  I  fail  to   discover  what 
right  you  have  to  levy-  two-thirds  of  your 
£1,000,000  on  Irish  and  Scotch  manu- 
factures, in  order  that  you  shall  pay  the 
money  over  for  the  purpose  of  super- 
annuating English    policemen,   for  ex- 
tinguishing English  licences,  and  for  the 
general  purposes  of  the  English  County 
Councils.  Of  the  infinitesimal  proportion 
of   the  whole  million— only  £100,000! 
— that  you  give  to  Ireland,  you  propose 
to  lock  up  £40,000  for  the   purposes  of 
of    your   precious  Land  Purchase   Bill, 
and  the  remainder  is  to  be  distributed  by 
a  Department  over  which  the  Irish  people 
have  not  the  least  control.     So  far  from 
this  being  a  defensible  charge,  it  is   a 
most  audacious  proposal-     Having   pro- 
posed   to    make    more    oppressive    the 
inequality  in  the  incidence  of  taxation, 
and  having  proposed  to  tax  still  further 
an    article    of  Irish    manufacture    and 
consumption,  you  propose  to  spend  the 
bulk  of  the  special  levy  on  the  local  uses 
of  England.     For  my  part,  I  shall  ask 
my  Party  to  divide  *  gainst  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill    because  I  regard 
this  proposal  as  extremely  oppressive  to 
our  country,  and  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty 
to  oppose   the   measure  in   its  further 
stages.     The   Irish  people  were  told  at 
the  time  of  the  Union — it  was  one  of  the 
main  arguments  of  Mr.  Pitt  in  advancing 
the  project  of  the  Union — that  Ireland 
would   benefit   by   the   connection  with 
England,  that  the  wealth  of  the  richer 
country  would  fructify  to  the  benefit  of 
the  poorer.   Well,  we  have  had  90  years' 
experience  since  the  date  of  the  Union 
to  the   present   day.     We   have   never 
benefited  by  the  wealth  of  England,  but 
the  effect  of  the  Union  has  been  to  cast 
on  us  an  unfair  share  of  the  burden  of 
the    Imperial    Service,    and  an   unfair 
contribution  to  the   Imperial   Revenue. 
I     rather     think     that      the     idea     of 
Dr.    Johnson    was  accurate,    when    he 
said,     with     regard     to     the      Union 
with    Scotland,  that  you    would    have 
robbed  the  Scotch  if  they  had  had  any- 


£1,000,000  of  the  whole  sum;  and  though    thing  of  which  you  could  have  robbed 
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them.  If  he  had  lived  in  our  day  he 
would  have  said,  "Yon  have  found  an 
opportunity  of  robbing  the  Scotch."  As 
to  Ireland,  the  proposal  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  of  a  most  oppressive 
character,  as  it  taxes  the  last  industry 
that  is  left  to  us.  That  industry  being 
already  oppressively  taxed,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  add. to  that 
taxation  for  a  purpose  I  declare  to  be 
indefensible.  He  is  subsidising  local 
purposes  of  England  at  the  expense  of 
the  Imperial  Revenue  drawn  from  Scot- 
land and  Ireland. 

(8.35.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
were  not  present;  House  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

*(8.37.)  Commander  BETHELL  (York, 
E.R.,   Holderness)  :    I    am   anxious   to 
take   the   opportunity  of  saying  a  few 
words  upon  the  Bill   not   so   much  in 
criticism  of  the  general  principles  of  the 
Budget,  but  on  one  or  two  subjects  in 
which   I  feel   particular    interest.      In 
passing,   1   need  not  say    I  have    any 
sympathy   with    the    hon.  Member  for 
Poplar    (Mr.    Buxton),  who   began  the 
Debate  in   which   my   hon.  Friend   the 
Member  for    Central  Hull  (Mr.  King) 
spoke     in     a     sense     opposed    to     the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.     I  hope 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  who  at 
present  represents  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  will  not  think  me  ungracious 
or    ungrateful,    if,    while  I   thank    the 
Treasury  for  the  considerable  assistance 
they  have  given  to  local  rates,  I  say  I 
feel  a  very  strong  objection  to  what  is 
really  only  another  form  of  subvention 
towards   the   existence  of  local  finance. 
I  do  not  want  to  argue  the  matter  upon 
the  grounds  of  orthodox  economy,  but 
the  point  that  has  forced  itself  upon  my 
mind  is  that  so  long  as  assistance  to  the 
rates  is  given,  substantially  by  way  of 
subvention,     we   cannot   expect  to  get 
quifce   the  same   interest  taken   in   the 
proceedings  of  the  County  Councils  by 
the  gentlemen  who  form  those  impor- 
tant  bodies   that     we    should    if    they 
were  responsible  for  raising  the  money. 
This    will     become     more     evident    to 
the   Secretary   to   the    Treasury   if    he 
remembers  that  the  subventions  that  are 
given  to  the  County  Councils  are,  in  most 
cases — in  one  or  two  cases  I  know  they 
are — very  much  larger  than   the  rates 
the   counties   themselves  have  to  levy. 
Mr.  Sexton 


While  a  sum  of  money  so  large  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  County  Councils,  and  the 
Councils  have  no  direct  responsibility  in 
the  raising  of  it,  it  can  hardly  be  ex- 
pected the  Members  will  take  the  same 
interest  in  its  ultimate  allocation  as  they 
would  if  the  money  was  the  result  of  a 
tax  more  or  less  elastic  in  its  character, 
and  which  they  could  levy.  Local  finance 
will  never  be  upon  a  really  satisfactory 
and  sound  basis  until  some  equitable  tax 
is  found  for  what  I  call   subventions. 
The   present    system    of    rating    is    so 
obviously  unjust  that  people  are  natu- 
rally ready   to  cry  out  for    assistance 
towards  the  rates.     I  am  not  now  speak- 
ing of   the   taxing  of   realty   and   per- 
sonalty, but  the  taxing  as  between  land 
and  other  real  property.    What  is  wanted 
is  some  tax  by  which  all  the  people  in 
the  country  can  be,  more  or  less,  taxed  in 
the  same  degree  for  the  object  in  which 
they     are    all    interested.     Of     course, 
it    is    clear    to    the    Secretary    to    the 
Treasury,    as    well     as     to     the     hon. 
Member  for  Essex,  that  whether  men  are 
farmers  or  landlords  in  the   matter  of 
rating  they  are  subjected  to  the  grossest 
inequality.     It  is  that  gross  inequality 
which    makes    the   County   Council  so 
anxious  to  have  some  means  of  increas- 
ing their  resources  without  committing 
a  great  injustice    upon  a  considerable 
portion  of   the   community  which  they 
represent.     I  repeat  that  while  I  gladly 
acknowledge  the  assistance  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  given  to  local  rates, 
I  think  local  finance  cannot  be  placed  on 
a  sound  basis  until  the  County  Council 
themselves  have  some  tax  made  over  to 
them  in  lieu  of  these  subventions,  the 
incidence  of  which  tax  will  bear  equally 
on  all  who  live  in  the  country — a  tax 
which  may  be  raised  or  lowered  without 
considerable  injustice  being  done.    There 
is  one  other  matter  to  which  I  desire  to 
direct  attention.     It  seems  to  me  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  did  not  quite  catch 
the  explanation  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury   as  to   the    allocation    of    the 
Revenue   from  spirits.     It  may  not  be 
fair  to  make  Ireland  and  Scotland  con- 
tiibute  through  the  Revenue  to  the  local 
resources    of    England,    but    the    hon. 
Gentleman  appears  to  have  overlooked 
the  fact  that  England  contributes  to  the 
local  resources  of  Ireland  and  Scotland  by 
handing  over  to  those  countries  a  greater 
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share   of    the  Probate  Duty  than  they 
have  a  right  to  receive.     But  it  is  one 
thing  to  say  that   the   hon.  Gentleman 
-declines  to  recognise  that   view  of  the 
•question,  and  another  thing  to  say  that 
one  agrees  altogether  with  the  particular 
principle  that  the  Treasury  have  adopted 
in  the  allocation  of  these  grants.     It  is 
very  difficult  to  say  that  we  ought  to 
take  money  from  one  country  and  hand  it 
over  to  another  for  local  purposes.     At 
any    rate  there  is  something  very  un- 
satisfactory about  it.      I  believe   it  is 
true  that  the  incidence  of  the  new  taxa- 
tion on  spirits  will  be  much  greater  in 
the  case  of  Ireland  and  Scotland  than  in 
the  case  of  England.     Whether  it  may 
be,  in  the  abstract,  just  or  not  it  does  not 
.seem  satisfactory  to  use  money  raised  in 
Ireland  or  Scotland  for  local  purposes  in 
England.     [Home  Rule  Cheers.']      Yes ; 
but  on  the    other  hand,   it  is   no  less 
satisfactory  that  English  resources  in  the 
.shape  of  Probate  Duty  should  be  used 
for  local  purposes  in   Ireland  and  Scot- 
land.    Another  point  to  which  I  wish  to 
•draw  attention  is  that  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Poplar  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    the     Member    for     Derby 
seemed     anxious     to      fix     upon     the 
Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer,   the  idea 
<that     there     should    be    a    system    of 
graduated  taxation.     It  is  one   thing  to 
have  graduated  taxation  for  the  purpose 
•of  taxing  wealth   as  such,  and  a  tot  illy 
different  thing  to  relieve  the  pressure  of 
taxation  by  means  of  a  graduated  system 
.upon  individuals  whose  incomes  are  of  a 
somewhat     restricted     character ;     and 
persons  with  limited  incomes  have  had 
the  pressure   of  taxation   removed  from 
them.     Then  it  seems  to  me  that  my 
hon.  Friends  the  Members   for  Central 
Hull   and    Poplar    were  not  quite  just 
to       the       Chancellor     of      the      Ex- 
chequer    when     they    said    that    the 
effect      of      the       small       diminution 
in  the  Tea  Duty  will  not  be  felt  by  the 
•classes   whom   it    is   supposed  most  to 
benefit.      If  the  diminution  of  the  tax 
is  small,  and  if  its  effect  may  not  be  felt 
immediately,  I  imagine  that  in  the  long 
run  the  remissiou  will  make  a  consider- 
able difference  to  the  people.     As  small 
increases  in  the  duty  on  articles  of  con- 
sumption are  felt  by  the  consumers,  so 
in   the    converse    way   small   decreases 
of  duty  must  be  felt  by  the  consumers. 
I  feel  that  our  taxation  should  rest  upon 


a  broader  and  less  contracted  basis  than 
that  on  which  it  at  present  rests,  but, 
subject  to  my  views  about  the  disposi- 
tion of  the  money  which  is  to  be  applied 
to  local  purposes,  and  to  which  I  may 
possibly  endeavour  to  give  effect  in 
Committee,  I  shall  certainly  support  the 
Budget  proposals  as  embodied  in  the 
Bill. 

(8.54.)  Me.  P1CKERSGILL  (Bethnal 
Green,  S.W.)  :  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
either  have  abolished  the  whole  of  the 
Tea  Duty  or  let  it  entirely  alone,  for  no 
possible  advantage  will  accrue  to  the 
masses  from  the  nibbling  policy  he  has 
pursued.  I  rose  mainly,  however,  for 
the  purpose  of  correcting  a  statement 
made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer respecting  the  profits  of  the  tea 
dealers  in  the  East  End  of  London,  and 
on  which  he  founded  an  argument.  On 
Friday  last  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
amended  that  statement,  but  not  suffi- 
ciently. The  blunder  in  calculation  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  an 
extraordinary  one,  and  it  was  the  more 
inexcusable  because,  contrary  to  the 
usual  practice,  he  made  his  statement 
first  and  sought  for  evidence  to  justify 
it  afterwards.  The  mistake  he  fell  into 
was  only  the  natural  consequence  of  his 
course  of  action. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN :  What  action  ? 
Mb.  P1CKERSGILL :  The  day  after 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  his 
statement,  on  April  21,  he  sent  a 
Custom  House  officer  to  the  East  End  of 
London  post  haste  to  purchase  some 
packets  of  tea,  and  the  inquiries  were 
conducted  with  such  haste  that  half- 
penny packets  of  tea  were  mistaken  for 
penny  packets. 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN :   I   never  sent  any- 
j  body. 

I  Mb,  PICKERSGILL:  Then  I  and 
other  Members  and  a  large  number  of 
people  in  the  country  have  misunderstood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement. 
1  understood  the  facts  to  be  that  after 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made 
his  statement  on  April  21,  a  Custom 
House  officer  was  sent  to  the  East  End 
to  obtain  24  halfpenny  packets  of  tea, 
and  we  were  told  that  in  this  part  of 
London  shopkeepers  were  selling  tea  at 
the  rate  of  5s.  per  pound.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of   further  correcting  his  state- 
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ment,  which  he  now  seems  anxious  to 
disavow.  The  statement,  however, 
showed  a  complete  failure  to  appreciate 
the  conditions  of  retail  trade,  if  not  a 
strong  animus  against  the  small  traders 
themselves.  I  am  very  sorry  that  the 
poor  of  the  East  End  are  obliged  to  buy 
their  tea  in  halfpenny  packets,  but  this 
is  inevitable  as  long  as  the  large  part  of 
the  population  remains  on  the  verge  of 
starvation,  and  if  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  try  to  so  improve  their 
condition  that  they  will  be  no  longer 
compelled  to  make  such  small  purchases, 
his  efforts  will  be  welcomed.  In  the 
meantime,  I  protest  against  the  un- 
founded and  cowardly  attacks  that  are 
being  made  upon  a  body  of  citizens 
who,  though  poor,  are  as  respectable 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self, and  are  not  only  useful  but,  I 
believe,  necessary  members  of  society. 
Is  it  reasonable  to  expect  that  a  trader 
who  sells  his  goods  in  almost  infinitesi- 
mal paresis  should  get  onljr  the  same 
price  as  the  trader  who  sells  in  large 
quantities  P  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  ignored  the  radical  distinction  be- 
twean  the  two  classes  of  trade,  and 
equally  has  he  ignored  the  conditions 
under  which  the  trader  at  the  East  End 
of  London  carries  on  his  business — the 
grinding  rent  and  the  intolerable  burden 
of  rates,  which  in  the  East  End  is  double 
that  imposed  on  those  in  the  West  End, 
in  such  districts  as  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
represents.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
produced  an  impression  that  the  small 
traders  in  the  East  End  of  London  are 
making  enormous  profits,  but  I,  speaking 
with  knowledge  on  the  subject,  can  say 
that  this  class  have  the  greatest  difficulty 
in  keeping  their  heads  above  water,  and 
few  sections  of  the  community  are  more 
entitled  to  public  sympathy.  In  a  sense, 
no  doubt,  these  traders  are  middle-men, 
but  I  do  not  know  that  it  lies  in  the 
mouth  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  level  taunts  against  middle-men. 
The  middle-man  who  deals  in  tea  is  at 
least  as  respectable  a  man  as  the  middle- 
man who  deals  in  money,  and  it  is 
hardly  fair  that  men  who  ac- 
quire colossal  fortunes  by  means 
of  one  class  of  operations  should  be  ready 
'  to  fling  stones  at  those  who  scrape 
together  a  humble  livelihood  by  another 
class  of  middle-man  operations.  The 
Mr.  EickersgUl 


right  hon.  Gentleman  may  say  he  knew 
nothing  of  the  conditions  of  the  trade ; 
then  he  had  been  more  prudent  had 
he  said  nothing  about  it.  Now,  I  pro- 
pose to  correct  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's corrected  statement  about  the 
profits  on  the  retail  sale  of  tea.  In  this 
box  I  have  24  halfpenny  packets  of  tea, 
which  are  open  to  the  inspection  of  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen.  These* 
packets  were  bought  over  the  counter  in 
the  ordinary  way  of  trade  in  Bethnal 
Green  and  the  neighbourhood,  and  I 
may  say  they  were  bought  soon  after  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  original  state- 
ment, to  which  I  was  prepared  to  offer  a 
contradiction  long  before  he  made  his- 
oorrection  on  Friday.  I  did  not  buy 
these  parcels  myself,  or  suggest  their 
purchase.  I  have  a  constituent  practi- 
cally interested  in  the  subject,  who  some 
years  ago  was  a  general  trader  in  the 
East  of  London,  and  his  esprit  de  corps- 
seems  to  have  been  wounded  by  the 
remarks  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  he,  therefore,  procured 
from  24  shops  a  sample  of  tea  for  a  half- 
penny, sending  his  little  son,  10 
years  of  age,  into  shops  after  nine 
at  night,  while  he,  his  father, 
remained  outside,  so  that  it  is  a  perfectly 
bond  fide  transaction,  and  I  can  vouch 
for  the  integrity  of  my  correspondent. 
I  have  had  each  of  these  parcels  weighed 
by  a  practical  man,  a  counterman  accus- 
tomed to  the  use  of  scales,  under  my 
immediate  supervision,  and  of  these  24 
packets  11  weighed,  at  least,  \  oz.  each 
without  the  paper ;  that  is,  the  tea  waa 
sold  at  Is.  4d.  per  lb;  11  other  parcels 
weighed  6  drachms  each  net,  and  the 
price,  therefore,  was  Is.  lOd.per  lb. ;  one 
weighed  a  little  over  5  drachams,  equal 
to  2s.  2d.  per  lb. ;  and  one  weighed  \ol9 
being  at  the  rate  of  2s.  8d.  per  lb.  Finally, 
I  had  the  packets  weighed  together,  and 
the  net  weight  of  the  tea  was  lOf  oz., 
so  that  this  is  the  quantity  of  tea 
that  is  sold  in  the  East  End  of 
London  in  small  parcels.  In  other 
words,  the  average  price  in  half- 
penny packets  is  Is.  6d.  per  lb. 
This,  I  think,  contrasts  very  favour- 
ably with  the  second  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  As. 
regards  the  quality  of  the  tea,  I  have- 
taken  the  opinion  of  an  expert,  and 
while,  in  two  or  three  cases,  it  is  true  the 
parcels  contained  merely  tea  dust,  and 
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was  very  bad,  in  the  majority  of  cases 
the  tea  was  full  leafed  and  of  fair  aver- 
age quality.  Now  I  have  discharged 
the  duty  I  took  upon  myself.  I  have  no 
doubt  there  are  general  dealers  at  the 
East  of  London  who  get  exorbitant 
profits  out  of  the  poor,  and  Bell 
adulterated  goods,  and  |  should  be  glad 
to  join  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or 
anyone  else,  in  exposing  and,  if  possible, 
punishing,  these  exceptionally  dishonest 
traders,  but,  as  regards  the  general  body 
of  small  traders,  I  come  to  the  conclusion, 
after  careful  observation  and  inquiry, 
that  there  is  little  reason  for  complaint. 
I  hope  these  remarks  which  I  have 
ventured  to  make  in  the  House  to-night, 
may  be  the  means  of  removing,  at  all 
events  to  some  extent,  the  cloud  of  sus- 
picion and  distrust  raised  around  these 
humble  traders  by  the  unfounded — and 
I  am  afraid  I  must  say  cowardly — attack 
upon  them  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
•(9.10.)  Baron  DIMSDALE  (Herts., 
Hitchin):  In  a  few  words,  I  wish  to 
treat  the  Budget  from  an  agricultural 
point  of  view.  There  are  points  in 
which  justice  has  been  done  to  agricul- 
tural interests,  but  others  where  much 
is  left  to  be  desired.  In  the  first  place, 
as  one  who  joined  last  year  in  the  protest 
against  the  unfair  way  in  which  local 
finance  was  treated,  I  have  to  express 
my  thanks  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  what  he  has  done  this  year  in  this 
regard  by  the  allocation  of  £393,000 
to  the  reinf oi  cement  of  local  revenue. 
But  the  point  upon  which  I  would 
dwell  for  a  few  moments  is  the  in- 
jury that  is  inn  ic ted  upon  barley  growers 
and  beer  drinkers,  an  injury  which 
falls  specially  on  the  agricultural  interest. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
introducing  the  Budget,  explained  that 
he  should  be  unable  to  reduce  the 
Income  Tax  because  he  owed  something 
to  the  classes  who  had  procured  for  him 
a  large  amount  of  the  surplus.  I 
thought  there  was  some  force  in  that 
argument,  but  then,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proceeded,  he  arrived  at 
what,  I  think,  is  a  very  illogical  conclu- 
sion. No  less  than  £1,800,000  of  the 
surplus  is  the  result  of  the  increased 
consumption  of  alcoholic  drinks,  and  yet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  places  extra 
taxation  on  the  barley-growing  and  beer 
industry  of  the  country,  while  he  gives 
relief  by  a  reduction  of  the  duty  on  tea, 


upon  the  consumption  of  which  article 
there  was  a  considerable  reduction  in  1889. 
That  seems  to  mo  to  be  a  most  illogical 
proceeding,  after  expressing  the  inten- 
tion to  give  relief  to  tnose  who  provided 
the  surplus.  He  offers  them  no  relief,, 
but  burdens  them  with  increased  taxa- 
tion, and  reserves  his  special  favours  to 
the  tea  drinkers,  who  are  entitled  to  no 
relief  on  the  principle  he  has  himself 
Hid  down  I  do  not  complain  of  the* 
Tea  Duty,  though  I  think  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  pursued  but  a 
half-hearted  policy  in  the  right  direction. 
He  should  have  made  the  reduction 
more  considerable,  if  at  all,  to  have  made 
it  a  real  benefit.  I  would  not  have  the 
Tea  Duty  abolished  altogether;  that 
would  be  a  mistake.  Cutting  off  from 
time  to  time  indirect  taxation  means  an 
extra  penny  added  to  the  Income  Tax.. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
reduced  the  Tea  Duty  at  all  I  should  not 
have  grieved  very  much.  Now,  last 
year  we  had  considerable  discussion 
upon  the  Beer  Tax,  and  a  strong  feeling: 
was  evinced  against  the  tax,  but  the- 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  not 
give  Way  on  the  question,  and  many  of 
us  withdrew  the  opposition  we  enter- 
tained when  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
was  careful  to  point  out  that  in  putting 
this  extra  tax  upon  beer  he  did  not  intend* 
it  to  be  a  lasting  tax,  and  he  intimated 
that  it  would  be  taken  off  when  the 
Revenue  should  be  in  a  satisfactory  state. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  inti- 
mated that  it  was  only  imposed  to 
meet  the  increased  war  expenditure. 
Well,  the  Revenue  is  in  a  satis- 
factory state  this  year.  The  right  hon 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  acting  as 
the  representative  of  the  Aberdeen* 
Government  for  the  Brewing  and 
Barley  Growing  Interest,  during 
the  Crimean  War,  put  an  extra 
tax  of  10  per  cent,  upon  malt, 
but  he  said  it  would  be  taken  off 
again  because  it  was  imposed  for  a  tem- 
porary purpose.  Lord  Palmerston, 
who  succeeded  Lord  Aberdeen,  when 
the  temporary  purpose  was  served,  took 
off  the  tax,  for  he  always  kept  his  word. 
But  now  we  are  placed  in  a  worse  posi- 
tion than  before,  because  if  it  continued 
to  be  an  Imperial  tax,  we  should' 
have  a  considerable  party  opposed 
to  its  continuance,  but  now  that 
it     is    given     over    to    the     County 


307         Customs  and  Inland  {COMMONS} 


Revenue  BUI. 


208 


Council  the  practical  effect  of  that  in- 
genious operation  is  to  separate  the  in- 
terests of  the  owners  and  the  occupiers 
of  the  land.     Another  peculiarity  of  this 
arrangement  is  the  ear-marking  of  this 
Beer  Duly  to  be  applied  to  the  special 
purpose  of  compensation  for  the  closing 
of  public  houses,  and  in  this,  I  think,  a 
want  of  confidence  is  exhibited  towards 
bounty  Councils  in  supposing  that  they 
would  not  carry  out   the    principle    of 
•compensation  unless  a  particular  tax  was 
ear-marked  for  the  purpose.     This,  too, 
is  at  variance  with  the  declaration  made 
by  the   Prime   Minister  in   1885,  just 
before  the   General   Election,  when  he 
said,    in  giving  the  control   of   public 
houses  to  Local  Representative  Bodies 
there  would  be  ample  guarantee  that  too 
many  houses  would  not  be  unnecessarily 
or      recklessly      closed,    because      the 
funds  under  local  control.     But  now  you 
are   withholding   that   control,  and  the 
money  is  to  be   devoted  to  a  special 
purpose.     The  tax,  having  been  imposed 
for  a  temporary  purpose,  ought  to  pass 
away   when    that    purpose    is    served. 
And   now   a   word   as   to   the   tax   on 
beer  and   spirits.     The   fact   is   it  was 
upon  this   question   that   the    Govern- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  turned  out 
of  office  in  1885,  and  I  think  we  owe  some 
explanation  to  those  who  united   with 
ns  then  in  turning  out  the  Government 
of  that  day,  when  we  are  now  pursuing 
•the  same   policy   then  pursued  by  our 
opponents.     Depend  upon  it  it  is  a  great 
mistake  to  act  upon  one  set  of  principles 
in  office  and  another  in  opposition.     I  can 
entirely  acquit  the   Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  of  any  share  in  that,  for  I 
believe  he  supported  the  Budget  of  1885 
fay  his  independent  vote  and  speech,  and 
now  introduces  to  the  Parliament  of  1890 
proposals  based  upon  the  same  lines,  and 
the  same  principles  as  were  embodied  in 
•the  condemned  Liberal  Budget  of  1885. 
(9.22.)     Mb.      BUCHANAN    (Edin- 
burgh, W.)  :  I  desire,  in  a  few  words,  to 
oall  attention  to  that  branch  of  the  subject 
which  deals  with  the  allocation  of  funds 
derived  from  Imperial   sources   to  Scot- 
land and  Ireland.     The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  very  rightly  said  the  subject  is 
of  very  considerable  importance.     It  is 
of  considerable  and  growing  importance 
on  political  grounds,  to  which  I  will  not 
now  allude,  and  because  of  the  line  the 
Baron  DimsdaU 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  adopted 
in  dealing  with  the  transfer  of  Imperial 
funds  for  local  purposes.     The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  during  his  speech,  was 
asked  several  questions  as  to  the  founda- 
tion upon  which  he  based  the  figures  he 
gave  us,  and  I  think  Scotch  and   Irish 
Members  were  justified  in  their  inter- 
polations, and  we  have  reason  for  making 
a  searching   inquiry.     The  subject  has, 
from  time   to    time,    been    before  the 
consideration  of  Parliament  during  the 
past    five    or    bix    yearo,    and    various 
opinions  have   been   given  by  financial 
authorities,  but  we  are  still  in  a  state  of 
considerable  ignorance   as  to  the  exact 
state  of  the  contributions  from  Scotland 
and  Ireland  and  the  Imperial  Exchequer, 
and  what  the  proper  proportion  should 
be  of  the  sums  which  are  to  be  allotted 
to  purely  Scottish  and  Irish  purposes.  In 
1883    this    subject   was   raised  in   the 
House  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Galway  and  the  late  Member  for  the 
Partick    Division,   and    a    Return   was 
furnished  in  1884.      I  have  not  had  the 
time,  nor  do  I  possess  the  knowledge,  to 
make  a  comparison  of  the  figures  in  this 
Return  with  those  given  by  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  but  on  the  face  of 
them  there  appears  to  be  discrepancy.    I 
observe  that  the  Return  has  an  adden- 
dum to  the  effect  that  the  Treasury  are 
not  responsible  for  the  accuracy  of  the 
Return,  and  I  think  we  are  justified  if 
we  evince  a  considerable  amount  of — I 
will  not  say  mistrust — but  of  curiosity, 
and    a   desire    for    information    as    to 
the      basis     of      these     figures     given 
by    the    Secretary    to     the     Treasury. 
There  are  three  methods  by  which  it  has 
been  proposed  to  help  local  taxation  out 
of  Imperial  Funds.     There  is  the  method 
of  absolutely  assigning  over  to  the  Local 
Authorities  a  tax  which  they  collect  and 
spend     There   is    the    old    system,    in 
operation  two  years  ago,  of  grants  in  aid 
given  in  proportion  to  the  sums  spent  on 
the  particular  object  by  the  Local  Authori- 
ties.    Lastly,     there     is     the     method 
proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer in  1888,   and  which  has  been  in 
operation  from  that  time  until  now — 
that  of  assigning  these  sums  from  the 
Probate  Duty  to  Local  Authorities.  These 
are  to  be  given  to  the  Scotch  and  Irish 
authorities  in  proportion  to  the  general 
contributions  of  Scotland  and  Ireland  to 
the  Imperial  Exchequer.     The  Secretary 
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to  the  Treasury  has  given  figures  to  the 
House  to-night  with  the  object  of  showing 
that  the  principle  of  distribution  stated 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
1888  is  a  fair  one  to  Scotland  and 
Ireland,  and  the  proportion  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then  laid  down  as 
a  guide  was  that  Scotland  should  get  1 1 
per  cent.,  Ireland  9  per  cent.,  and 
England  80  per  cent.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  went  on  to  describe  the  propor- 
tion in  which  the  grants  are  to  be 
allocated,  and,  commenting  on  the  sums 
already  given  to  Local  Authorities  out  of 
the  Imperial  Funds  since  1888,  stated 
that  they  consisted  of  two  large  sums, 
the  grant  from  the  Probate  Duty  and 
this  proposed  grant  from  the  increased 
Spirit  Duty.  He  showed  us  what  the 
proportion  would  be  from  the  Probate 
Duty,  but  he  was  not  able  to  show  what 
the  precise  allocation  would  be  from  the 
increased  Spirit  Duty  alone.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer will  deny  that  the  contributions 
from  Scotland  and  Ireland  will  be  con- 
siderably in  excess  of  what  they  will 
obtain  in  the  shape  of  grants  from  the 
Imperial  Exchequer.  It  is  not  fair  to 
retort  that  those  two  countries  have 
received  more  than  their  share  out  of  the 
Probate  Duty ;  the  fact  remains  they  will 
get  considerably  less  than  their  share  from 
the  Spirit  Daty.  I  submit  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  this  considera- 
tion, that,  undoubtedly,  the  smaller  and 
poorer  nationalities  of  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land expect  to  be  treated  with  some  con- 
sideration in  regard  to  this  question. 
They  have  reason  to  complain  of  the 
unfairness  of  the  proposals  made  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  should 
like  to  have  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man some  further  information  as  to  the 
basis  on  which  the  figures  quoted  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  are  calculated, 
in  order  that  the  House  may  be  able, 
before  the  Committee  stage,  to  form  a 
definite  judgment  on  the  equity  of  the  pro- 
posals as  they  affect  Scotland  and  Ireland. 
As  the  matter  at  present  stands  I  think 
the  impression  conveyed  is  that  the 
method  by  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  endeavours  to  aid  local  ex- 
penditure will,  in  the  long  run,  press  most 
heavily  on  the  smaller  nationalities. 
•(9.35.)  Mr.  R  G.  WEBSTER  (St. 
Pancras,  East)  :  I  propose  only  to  speak 
on  one  spaciil  point,  to  which  my  atten- 


tion has  been  drawn  by  several  of  my 
constituents.  In  Clause  3  of  Section  1 
I  find  a  proposal  to  abolish  the  duty  on 
currants  from  the  first  day  of  this  months 
and  I  am  informed  by  my  constituents 
that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  trade  in  cur- 
rants is  done  chiefly  in  August  and' 
September.  It  would,  therefore,  be  of 
great  convenience  to  that  special 
trade  if  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
werd  postponed  till  some  date  in 
the  autumn.  I  cannot  help  congratu- 
lating the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
on  the  fact  that  while  removing  the  duty 
on  currants  he  has  been  able  to  obtain 
some  equivalent  from  Greece.  I  think  it 
is  satisfsctory  that  our  exports  have 
been  encouraged  by  the  removal  of. 
these  duties,  and  I  hope  that  this 
principle,  which  has  now  been  estab- 
lished, will  be  acted  upon  more  fre- 
quently in  the  future,  and  that  we- 
take  care  to  receive  some  equivalent 
advantage  in  our  turn  when  we  take 
duties  off  commodities  imported  from 
other  countries.  I  think  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  wise  in  taking  the 
duty  off  silver  plate,  because  these  goods 
come  mainly  from  India,  where  they  are 
manufactured  in  large  quantities. 
The  duties  charged  on  the  importation 
of  our  chief  manufacturing  commodities  • 
into  India  is,  comparatively  speaking,, 
a  light  one,  and  I  think,  therefore, 
we  owe  some  return  to  India  for 
the  policy  the  Government  there  have 
pursued.  The  remission  of  this  duty 
will  not  only  be  a  gain  to  India,  but  it 
will  encourage  the  industry  of  the 
manufacture  of  silver  goods  generally, 
and  probably  be  the  means  of  making 
the  relationship  between  the  value  of 
gold  and  silver  less  marked  than  at  the 
present  time. 

9.38..  Mb.  JAMES  ROWLANDS- 
(Pinsbury,  E.) :  I  propose  to  confine  my 
remarks  to  the  second  portion  of  the 
Bill.  I  think  we  have  some  cause 
for  satisfaction  with  regard  tothe  abolition 
of  the  Gold  and  Silver  Plate  Duties  in 
knowing  that  at  last  the  fatal  step  has 
been  taken.  For  a  large  number 
of  years  the  trade  has  been  interfered 
with  during  the  month  or  two  preceding 
the  Annual  Budget  Statement,  because 
those  employed  in  the  industry  have  not 
known  what  course  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  take.  This  state 
of  uncertainty  has  now  been  put  an  end 
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to  by  the  action  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  has  been  subjected  to  a 
good  deal  of  pressure  from  those  con- 
nected with  the  trade,  a  great  many  of 
whom  are  in  favour  of  the  retention  of 
the  duty.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
lias  allowed  a  drawback  with  regard  to 
.silver  plate,  but  he  has  refused  it  in 
regard  to  gold  plate,  and  from  my 
experience  of  the  trade  I  can  tell  him 
that  a  large  number  of  small  manufac- 
turers and  small  shopkeepers  have  been 
very  hard  hit  by  the  sudden  action  which 
he  has  taken.  The  effect  of  the  abolition  of 
the  Gold  Plate  Duty  is  especially  marked 
ii  the  case  of  wedding  rings,  and  1 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  cannot  re -consider  his 
decision  and  allow  a  drawback 
in  the  case  of  wedding  rings.  From 
the  estimates  which  have  been 
made  I  believe  it  would  only  cost 
him  some  £5,000,  and  while  that  is  an 
infinitesimal  sum  to  him,  it  represents  a 
very  large  sum  to  the  dozen  or  so  of 
manufacturers  doing  business  mainly 
in  London  and  Birmingham,  upon  whom 
the  loss  will  fall.  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  consider  whether  some- 
thing cannot  be  done  for  the  wedding 
ring  makers,  if  for  no  other  class  of 
persons  employed  in  the  gold  plate  trade. 
*(9.45.)  Mb.  AINSLIE  (Lancashire, 
N\,  Lonsdale) :  As  one  of  those  who  took 
action  in  the  matter,  I  should  like  to  say 
how  grateful  I  am  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  having  listened  to  the 
representations  made  to  him  on  behalf  of 
the  lodging-house  keepers,  who  will 
experience  some  relief  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill.  Several  of  the  speakers 
to-night  have  made  reference  to  the 
abolition  of  the  duty  on  silver  plate.  I 
may  remark,  with  reference  to  that,  that 
instances  may  arise  in  which  hall- 
marking is  not  altogether  an  advantage. 
I  desire  to  see  some  relief  given 
in  the  direction  of  the  import  of  silver 
■articles  from  India.  I  am  one  of  the  few 
Members  of  the  House  who  really  repre- 
sent India,  as  I  was  born  there,  and  I 
think  I  can  speak  on  behalf  of  that 
country  quite  as  much  as  some  Members 
can  speak  on  behalf  of  their  particular 
•constituencies.  I  have  but  one  other 
point  to  refer  to.  I  am  somewhat  dis- 
appointed that  the  Income  Tax  has  not 
been  reduced,  because  it  seems  to  me 
that  a  reduction  of  that  tax  is  to  the 
Mr.  J  mixes  Rowlands 


benefit  of  the  working  classes.  Many 
men,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  live 
up  to  their  incomes,  and  immediately  the 
Income  Tax  rises  they  meet  it  by  re- 
ducing their  staff  of  domestic  servants, 
while,  when  it  falls,  the  staff  is  increased. 
I  do  hope,  therefore,  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  take  the  next 
opportunity  of  reducing  the  tax,  and 
thus  find  employment  for  some  of  the 
many  idle  hands  throughout  the 
country. 

(9.47.)  Mr.  DILLON:  When  I 
read  the  Budget  speech  I  felt  great 
disappointment  at  the  treatment  to 
which  Ireland  was  proposed  to  be 
subjected.  I  recollect  that  only  about 
two  years  ago,  in  the  course  of  a  Debate 
which  took  place  in  this  House,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  reply  to 
some  observations*  fiom  myself,  assured 
me  that  he  felt  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  force  in  the  complaints  which  were 
made  by  Irish  Members  of  the  unjust 
incidence  of  taxation  on  the  Irish  people, 
and  he  added — I  suppose  by  way  of 
comforting  Irish  Members  after  the  re- 
jection of  the  Home  Rule  Bill — that  it 
would  undoubtedly  be  the  duty  of 
Finance  Ministers  in  the  future  to  give 
the  most  serious  attention  to  the  facts 
placed  before  them  with  regard  to  the 
financial  relations  between  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland.  What  has  been  the  history 
of  this  matter  of  the  unequal  incidence 
of  taxation  as  between  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  ?  It  has  been  a  very  si  tuple 
one— that  all  the  remissions  of  taxation 
which  have  been  the  boast  of  successive 
Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  for  the 
past  50  years  have  been  of  such  a  cha- 
racter as  to  bring  more  relief  to  Great 
Britain  than  to  Ireland.  We  have 
heard  in  the  course  of  this  Debate  of  the 
hundreds  of  taxes  that  have  been  swept 
away  during  the  last  half  century ;  but 
all  these  taxes  so  remitted  were  of  such 
a  character  that  the  relief  was  more  felt 
in  England  than  in  Ireland.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  taxes  which  have  been 
increased  during  these  years,  almost 
without  exception,  have  weighed  more 
heavily  upon  the  Irish  people.  When  I 
come  to  examine  the  incidence  of  taxa- 
tion as  between  the  two  countries  what 
do  I  find — that  especially  on  tobacco  and 
whisky  have  the  taxes  been  increased, 
and  the  Finance  Ministers  of  this  coun- 
try have  by  that  means  been  enabled  to 
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compel  the  poorer  population  in  Ireland 
to  pay  at  least  two  or  three  times  their 
just  share  of  the  contribution  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer.  The  people  of 
Ireland,  I  may  say,  since  the  time  of  the 
Union,  have  been  engaged  in  making 
unavailing  complaints  against  the  gross 
injustice.  So  long  ago  as  1864  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  sat  and  reported 
very  fully  on  the  subject,  and  from  that 
Report  a  good  deal  of  useful  information 
can  be  obtained.  The  question  was  again 
•discussed  in  the  House  in  1886,  when 
Mr.  GifEen,  who  is  allowed  to  be  the 
greatest  authority  on  statistics  in  the 
•country,  turned  his  attention  to  the 
financial  relations  between  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  and  what  was  his  verdict  ? 
It  was  that  the  people  of  Ireland  are  pay- 
ing more  than  double  their  just  propor- 
tion into  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  That 
undue  and  uufair  proportion  of  taxation, 
which  has  been  the  one  cause  of  the  ter- 
rible poverty  of  the  Irish  people,  has  been 
brought  about  by  the  taxes  on  tobacco 
and  whisky.  It  is  not  for  me  now  to 
enter  into  the  question  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  Irish  people  drink  too  much 
whisky,  or  ought  to  drink  something 
else.  I  wish  the  Irish  people  would 
drink  no  whisky  at  all.  But  that 
is  not  the  point.  The  question 
is,  have  the  Government  a  right,  because 
they  think  the  Irish  people  con- 
sume one  particular  form  of  drink,  to 
throw  the  burden  of  taxation  on  that 
article  f  If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  any  intention  of  act- 
ing in  the  spirit  of  the  declaration  to 
which  I  have  alluded,  the  last  thing  he 
would  have  thought  of  doing  when  he 
required  additional  money  would  have 
been  to  increase  the  very  tax  which  has 
been  the  cause  and  the  root  of  the 
injustice  to  which  I  have  referred.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  found  that 
the  Wheel  and  Van  Tax  was  defeated — 
a  tax  which  would  have  fallen  with 
infinitely  greater  heaviness  on  the  people 
of  England  than  of  Ireland — in  fact,  so 
far  as  my  constituents  are  concerned  I 
believe  it  would  not  touch  them  at  all, 
for  they  generally  remove  their  goods  on 
donkey  carts.  He  then  had  recourse,  on 
the  principle  of  least  resistance,  to  the 
old  and  well  worn  resource  of  British 
financiers — namely,  the  article  of  Irish 
whisky.  He  accordingly  proposes  under 
this   Bill  to  put  an  extra  duty  of  6d. 


in  the  gallon  upon  an  already  over-taxed 
article  ;  while  with  regard  to  the  alcohol 
contained  -in  beer  he  taxes  it  only  in 
proportion  of  one-sixth,  as  compared  with 
Irish  whisky.  In  fact,  he  proposes  to 
tax  the  people  of  Ireland  six  times  as 
heavily  on  their  national  drink  as  he 
proposes  to  tax  the  people  of  England  on 
theirs;  whereas,  even  if  he  made  the 
tax  even  in  each  case  it  would  be  still 
grossly  unfair  and  unjust  to  Ireland. 
When  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast 
put  forward  our  objections  against  this 
scheme,  how  was  he  met  1  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  stood  up  and  referred 
him  to  the  distribution  of  the  Probate 
Duty.  But  that  is  not  the  question 
before  the  House — it  is  a  question 
of  an  extra  tax  of  6d.  on  Irish 
whisky.  When  we  come  to  inquire,  as  well 
as  we  can  inquire,,  having  regard  to  the 
very  small  amount  of  information  at  our 
disposal  from  the  Government,  into  the 
distribution  which  is  to  be  made  of  the 
taxes,  we  find  that  the  grievance  of 
which  I  complain  is  increased  twenty- 
fold.  I  believe  I  am  right  in  saying  that 
England  will  get  back  four-fifths  of  the 
entire  sum  contributed,  whereas  in  all 
probability  she  has  not  contributed  more 
than  half.  [No,  no !  ]  Hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite cry  "  no ;"  but  if  my  calculation  is 
not  an  accurate  one  why  did  not  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  tell  us  the 
true  figures,  and  why  has  he  refused  to 
do  so  ?  I  protest  against  any  tax  on  Irish 
whisky  or  tobacco.  By  increasing  the 
tax  on  those  articles  you  are  doing  a 
grievous  injustice  to  Ireland,  and  one 
which  the  Irish  Members  will  insist  on 
bringing  forward  in  this  House  in  season 
and  out  of  season.  Again,  in  the  remis 
sions  which  have  been  made  the  Irish 
people  are  unfairly  treated.  You  say 
you  are  striving  to  maintain  the  Union. 
Is  that  the  way  to  do  it  ?  I  say  that  for 
no  purpose  have  you  a  right,  having 
regard  to  the  financial  arrangements  of 
the  two  countries,  to  lay  this  extra  tax 
upon  those  articles,  and  least  of  all  have 
you  a  right  to  place  a  tax  upon  those* 
articles  and  then  distribute  the  proceeds 
in  the  way  in  which  you  propose  to  dis- 
tribute them,  a  method  of  distribution 
which  will  not  benefit  the  Irish  people. 
In  the  matter  of  remissions,  it  is 
undoubtedly  true  that  the  Irish  people 
are  unfairly  treated.  What  is  the 
one   chief   remission   you    have    made? 
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It  is  just  the  old,  old  story  of  Budgets 
in  the  past,  remitting  taxes  to  the 
sole  relief  of  the  people  of  Great 
Britain,  and  imposing  taxes  on  Irish 
whisky  or  tobacco.  I  say  you  have  no 
right  to  impose  this  tax  and  then  to  dis- 
tribute the  proceeds  of  that  tax  in  the 
unfair  way  you  do.  The  object  of  this 
tax  is  to  buy  out  and  extinguish 
licences  in  England.  The  House  has  not 
yet  consented  a fc  all  to  that  principle  of 
buying  out  licences.  I  think  it  mon- 
strous and  outrageous  to  levy  a  tax  on 
an  Irish  article  of  consumption  to  carry 
out  an  object  which  this  House  has  not 
sanctioned  at  all.  I  protest  against  this 
doctrine.  We  know  perfectly  well  that 
6d.  a  gallon  on  whisky  will  come  largely 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  poor  in  Ireland. 
Is  that  the  message  of  statesmanship  to 
Ireland?  Have  the  poor  peasantry  of  Ire- 
land to  pay  compensation  to  the  publicans 
in  England  1  The  business  of  the  publican 
in  England  may  be  a  very  bad  thing,  but 
you  find  plenty  of  men  to  take  it  up.  It 
is  nothing  short  of  an  outrage  to  drag 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  poor  peasantry 
of  Ireland  the  funds  by  which  these 
English  publicans  are  to  be  compensated, 
if  the  proposal  is  ever  to  pass.  Then  a 
large  part  of  it  is  to  be  used  for  the  super- 
annuation of  the  English  police.  Can 
anything  be  more  outrageous  or  unjust 
than  to  take  the  money  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  for  that  purpose  ? 
Surely  the  people  of  England  ought 
to  provide  for  their  own  police. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has 
refused  to  give  us  the  only  information 
we  asked  for,  and  which  the  Government 
ought  undoubtedly  to  have  had  in  their 
hands  when  they  proposed  this  to  the 
House.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  Be  turn 
which  was  made  in  1883,  when  the 
present  Chairman  of  Committees  was 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  on  this  very 
subject.  He  puts  the  amount  of  revenue 
collected  in  Ireland  at  £8,194,978.  But 
we  are  informed  by  the  present  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  that  Ireland  only  con- 
tributes a  little  over  £6,000,000. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  The  figures  which  I 
gave  are  as  far  as  can  be  ascertained  the 
amount  paid  by  the  consumers. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  know  that ;  but  in  a 
note  to  this  Return  it  states  that  owing 
to  the  way  the  accounts  are  kept  it  is 
impossible  to  get  an  accurate  Return  of 
what  Ireland  contributes.  All  we  know 
Mr.  Dillon 


is  that  over  £8,000,000  is  collected  in 
Ireland  for  the    Revenue.     I    am   not 
prepared  to  say  that  it  does  not  fall  below 
that  amount,  but  Mr.  Robert  Giffen  and 
other   high  authorities  have  placed  the- 
contribution  of  Ireland  at  a  very  much 
higher  figure  than   that  given  by  the 
Secretary    to   the    Treasury.     But    the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  adopts  a  prac- 
tice  which  is  inadmissible  in   debate  ; 
he   produces  a  set  of  results  supplied  to 
him  bv  various  officers,  and  which  we 
have  no  means  of  checking.     Nobody  in 
the  House  has  greater  respect  than  I 
have  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary   to    the    Treasury ;    we   on    these 
Benches  all  recognise  his  kindness  and 
'courtesy ;    but  the   inconvenience  of   a 
method  of  statement  of    that    kind   is 
obvious.     But  I  put  against  the  autho- 
rity  of   the  Secretary  to  the   Treasury 
the    authority  of     Mr.   Robert    Giffen, 
and  from  these  contradictory  authorities 
emerges   the  fact    that   nobody   knows 
what  Ireland  contributes  to  the  Imperial 
Revenue ;    and  you   have  no  right   to 
found  any  arguments  on  any  statements 
of  this  kind.     It  is  absolutely  essential, 
for  the  guidance  and  information  of  this- 
House,  that  you  should  be  in  a  position 
to  lay  on  the  Table  a  Return  showing 
and  proving  how  much  Ireland  contri- 
butes to  the  Imperial  Revenues  of  this 
country.     I  contend  that  it  is  outrageous 
to  levy  this  extra  tax  upon  Ireland,  and 
to  proceed  to  distribute  it,  leaving  Irish 
Members  and  Ireland  absolutely  in  the 
dark  as  to  the  contribution  of  Ireland  to 
the  Imperial  Revenues.    The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  went  on  to  say  that  Ireland 
in  reality  only  contributed  4  per  cent,  to 
the  Probate  Duty.    That  may  or  may  not 
be  the  case,  bat  it  strikes  me  that  it  is 
most  extraordinary  that  when  this  subject 
is  broached   from  one   side  everything 
diminishes     and    dwindles     away,   and 
when  it  is  approached  from  another  side. 
Dr.  Tanner  :  It  is  like  agrarian  crime.] 
es ;  my  hon.  Friend  reminds  me,  it  is 
like    agrarian    crime,   which,    when    a 
Coercion  Bill  is  wanted,  swells  up  like  a 
balloon ;  and  when  it  is  desired  to  show 
the    salutary     effect    of    coercion,    the 
country    is    then    a    perfect    model  of 
peace    and     order.      The   Secretary    to 
the   Treasury   says   Ireland  contributes 
only    4     per     cent,     to     the     Probate 
Duty;    bat   I  find  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
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when  arguing  against  us  in  the  debate 
of  1886  on  this  very  question  of  the 
relative  contributions  of  the  three 
countries,  undertook  to  show  that  Ire- 
land was  only  contributing  a  just  propor- 
tion. He  took  the  Returns  of  proj  erty 
on  which  Probate  and  Legacy  Duties 
were  paid  for  three  years,  and  he  brought 
out  this  result — that  property  in  Eng- 
land was  13  times  the  value  of  the  pro- 
perty of  Ireland.  According  to  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  it  is  as  one  to 
25.  So,  when  we  .make  out  that  we  are 
paying  much  more  than  our  proportion,  we 
find  the  Legacy  Duty  and  Probate  is  as 
one  to  13 ;  but  when  we  try  to  get  back 
our  money  from  England  the  Legacy  and 
Probate  Duty  dwindles  away  to  one  to 
25.  Before  you  move  a  single  inch  in 
this  matter  of  the  distribution  of  grants 
for  local  purposes  between  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  you  are  bound  to  give 
us  a  fair,  full,  proper,  and  conclusive 
Return  of  the  relative  contributions  of 
the  three  countries  to  the  gross  Revenue 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  so  that  we  may 
be  able  to  know  how  much  the  6d.  a 
gallon  on  spirits  will  bring  from  each 
country.  How  unreasonable  the  position 
of  the  Government  is.  We  all  know 
how  much  a  Id.  Income  Tax  brings 
in.  I  contend  that  it  is  outrageous 
to  proceed  to  levy  this  tax  for  local  pur- 
poses without  ascertaining  the  details  of 
the  tax.  If  the  tax  be  passed,  as  I  hope 
it  will  not,  it  will  constitute  another 
Irish  grievance.  [Laughter .]  Certainly. 
I  do  not  quarrel  with  this  Session  of  Par- 
liament, because  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
Ministers  are  devoted  to  the  well-known 
manufacture  of  Irish  grievances.  They 
say — "  They  are  our  chief  stock-in-trade, 
and  we  are  doing  a  flourishing  business 
in  them,"  We  have  no  objection  to  the 
manufacture  from  one  point  of  view. 
That  tax  is  expected  to  bring  in 
£1,250,000. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN :  No ;  the  amount  is 
£700,000. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Then,  I  have  made  a 
mistake  in  my  figures,  but,  at  any  rate,  you 
are  to  get  back  £1 18,000  as  Ireland's  share 
of  this  tax,  and  I  say  that,  in  addition  to 
the  grievances  attaching  to  the  way  the 
tax  has  to  be  raised,  you  are  proposing 
an  unjust  distribution  of  the  money, 
which  materially  increases  our  grievance. 
First  of  all  £40,000  of  Ireland's  share 
is  to  be  tied  up  from  UBe  until  a  Local 
Government  Board  is  constituted  in  Ire- 
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land,  and  the  whole  of  the  £118,000  is  to 
be  used  without  our  consent  as  a  guaran- 
ty of  the  Government  for  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Bill,  so  that  we  absolutely  get 
nothing  at  all.  The  £40,000  is  to  be 
tied  up  until  the  proposed  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  is  constituted  and  has  power 
to  deal  with  licences,  but  when  will  that 
be  ?  We  have  no  knowledge  as  to  when 
we  shall  get  those  Local  Bodies,  and  the 
House  ought  to  remember  what  our  ex- 
perience in  regard  to  Local  Bodies  has 
hitherto  been.  We  were  told  three 
years  ago  we  were  to  have  local  govern- 
ment, but  now  we  seem  even  further 
away  from  it  than  we  were  then,  and,  in 
point  of  fact,  our  prospect  is  something 
like  that  of  a  man  who  when  climbing 
a  mountain  sees  an  eminence  before  him 
which  he  thinks  is  the  top,  but  as  soon 
as  he  has  climbed  it  he  finds  that  the  real 
mountain  top  is  almost  as  far  away  as 
ever.  As  it  is,  the  money  is  to  be  tied 
up  for  an  indefinite  time,  until  the 
Government  see  fit  to  declare  that  Ireland 
is  in  a  normal  condition — a  condition  in 
which  it  never  has  been  in  the  memory 
of  man.  During  all  this  time  we  are  to 
submit  to  this  unjust  tax.  Is  this  fair 
and  even  treatment  as  compared  with 
the  case  of  the  English  and  Scottish 
people,  who  get  their  shares  at  once. 
With  regard  to  the  £7,000  which  is  to 
be  given  ultimately  towards  primary 
education,  that  also  is  to  be  tied  up  as  a 
contingent  guarantee.  We  go  upon  the 
principle  that  a  bird  in  the  hand  is  worth 
two  in  the  bush,  and  therefore  protest 
against  being  exiled  on  to  vote  this  tax 
whild  we  have  no  security  that  we  shall 
ever  get  half  of  the  money,  and  therefore, 
Sir,  I  side  with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem  ber 
for  Belfast  in  calling  on  our  friends  on 
these  Benches  to  divide  against  this  Bill, 
and  to  oiler  it  at  every  stage  all  the  opposi- 
tion we  can  give.  If  you  insist  on  imposing 
this  extra  tax  of  6d.  on  Irish  whisky, 
you  may  depend  upon  it  you  will  not 
have  heard  the  last  of  it  when  this  Bill 
is  carried.  You  will  find  that  you  have 
laid  up  a  store  of  trouble  that  will 
manifest  itself  for  years  to  come. 
Before  sitting  down  I  would  appeal  to 
our  Scotch  friends  to  aid  us  in  resisting 
this  Bill,  because  while  it  is  one  that  will 
inflict  cruel  injustice  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  it  will  undoubtedly  inflict  in- 
justice on  the  people  of  Scotland,  less 
perhaps  in  the  case  of  Scotland,  because 
the  Scottish  people  have  deeper  pockets, 
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and  a  Scotchman  would  less  feel  a  robbery 
of  £1  than  an  Irishman  would  feel  a 
robbery  of  half-a-crown.  The  tax  is  one 
which,  if  passed,  will  pluuder  both  the 
Scotch  and  Irish  people  for  the  benefit  of 
the  English,  and  therefore  it  is  an  out- 
rageous proposal  which  every  Scotchman 
and  Irishman  is  bound  to  repudiate. 

*(10.25.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  entirely 
admit  that  the  strongest  attacks  which 
have  been  made  upon  the  Budget  have 
come  from  the  Scvteh  and  Irish  Members, 
and  it  is  to  that  part  of  the  Opposition  that 
it  will  be  my  duty  mainly  to  confine  the 
few  remarks  I  have  to  make.  Other- 
wise I  am  bound  to  say  that  it  striked 
me  that  to  a  great  extent  everybody  who 
has  taken  part  in  this  Djbate  has  been 
answering  everybody  else.  One  hon. 
Member  contended  that  the  additional 
Spirit  Duty  would  be  paid  by  the 
publicans ;  another  immediately  replied 
it  was  absolutely  certain  that  it  would  be 
paid  by  the  consumer,  while  a  third  hon. 
Member  was  as  certain  that  the  real  loss 
would  fall,  not  upon  the  publican  or  the 
consumer,  but  upon  the  barley-grower. 
For  my  part,  I  am  not  prepared  to  decide 
between  these  great  authorities  as 
to  who  will  ultimately  have  to  bear  the 
burden  of  the  tax,  but  I  am  inclined  to 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  that  ultimately  this  tax  will  be 
borne  by  the  consumer.  It  is  possible 
that  for  a  certain  time  the  publican  may 
suffer,  but  I  do  not  think  for  one  moment 
that  the  barley-grower  will  be  per- 
manently affected  by  the  tax.  Then  as 
regards  the  Tea  Duty,  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers say  that  the  remission  will  only 
benefit  the  middlemen,  but  this  sugges- 
tion was  promptly  replied  to  by  other 
hon.  Members,  who  said  that  the  con- 
sumer will  benefit,  and  as  far  as  I  can 
judge,  it  is  certain  that  a  large  portion  of 
the  benefit  consequent  on  the  reduction 
of  the  Tea  Duty  will  go  to  the  consumer. 
Then  as  regards  the  assistance  given  to 
the  County  Councils,  some  hon.  Members 
were  of  opinion  that  it  was  wrong  for  the 
Government  to  give  any  such  assistance. 
On  that  point,  however,  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  the  requisitions  made  upon  the 
Government  to  come  to  the  assistance  of 
the  County  Councils  have  proceeded  as 
much  from  County  Councils  in  which 
Liberal  opinions  prevail  as  from  those  in 
which  Conservative  opinions  prepon- 
derate. The  next  general  charge  made 
against  the  Budget^  and  which  found 
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considerable  favour  against  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  and  approval  from  some 
hon.  Members  who  sit  on  the  Ministerial 
Benches,  is  that  tho  surplus  has  been 
frittered  away.  But  I  noticed  that 
scarcely  any  single  h»  n.  Member  has 
pointed  out  the  direction  in  which  I 
ought  to  have  frittered.  A  certain 
number  of  duties  have  been  inherited 
by  me.  There  is  the  Volunteer  Grant,  for 
instance.  Hon.  Members  opposite  have 
so  convinced  themselves,  since  the 
present  Government  have  been  in 
power,  that  it  is  necessary  to  assist  the 
Volunteers  that  they  lent  a  hand  with 
great  readiness  to  hon.  Gent'emen  on 
the  Ministerial  side  in  defeating  the 
Government  on  this  question,  and  it 
certainly  does  not  lie  with  those  hon. 
Members  to  complain  of  these  proposals 
with  regard  to  the  Volunteers  after  the 
vote  of  the  House.  Then  I  presume 
that  that  is  a  point  upon  which  we  have 
not  frittered?  Then  I  come  to  the 
£300,000  given  towards  the  cost  of 
barrack  accommodation.  Having  an 
ample  surplus,  I  thought  it  right  and 
orthodox  that  we  should  pay  that  sum 
out  of  the  Revenue  for  the  year.  I  have 
noticed  that  hon.  Members  from  Ireland, 
who  are  extremely  and  properly  anxious 
with  regard  to  barrack  accommodation 
in  that  country,  have  treated  that  as 
one  of  the  points  in  which  Ireland  has 
great  interest.  There,  again,  is  an  item 
with  regard  to  which  I  do  not 
think  any  reproach  can  fall  upon  me. 
I  now  come  to  another  small  item, 
namely,  the  colonial  postage.  There  is  only 
one  Member  of  the  House  who  has  raised 
any  objection  on  that ;  and  there,  again, 
is  a  matter  on  which  I  do  not  think  any 
reproach  can  rest  on  me.  [Interruption 
from  the  Irish  Members.]  I  am  referring 
to  the  propriety  of  having  dealt  with 
these  particular  points,  and  answering 
an  objection  which  I  think  I  am  bound 
in  courtesy  to  take  notice  of.  In  the 
smaller  concessions  I  have  made  I  have 
been  doing  that  which  I  think  the  public 
and  this  House  have  demanded  should  be 
done.  Now  I  come  to  the  Silver  Plate 
Duties.  There  has  been  not  an  absolutely 
unanimous,  but  a  fairly  unanimous  feel- 
ing that  remission  was  the  proper  course 
to  take,  and,  again,  the  hon.  Member 
acquits  me  of  having  frittered  in  this 
direction.  Well,  I  am  getting  on.  1 
say  that  as  to  the  Silver  Plate  Duties  I 
had  very  little  choice  in    the    matter. 
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Previous  declarations  on  the  part  of 
other  Chancellors  of  th9  Exchequer,  and 
the  recommendations  of  Select  Com- 
mittees and  Commissions,  imposed  this 
upon  me  as  a  step  which  ought  to  be 
taken.  I  come  to  another  comparatively 
small  remission,  with  regard  to  which  [ 
have  not  heard  a  single  word  of  remon- 
strance— the  diminution  of  the  Currant 
Duty.  That,  I  think  was  absolutely 
justified,  looking  at  the  great  service  we 
have  been  able  to  render  to  Greece,  and 
the  comp  'nsation  to  our  manufacturers 
we  were  able  to  secure  from  that  coun- 
try. While,  in  the  abstract,  hon.  Mem- 
bers complain  of  small  remissions,  this  is 
a  small  remission  to  which  no  exception 
has  been  taken.  There  remain  only  the 
Tea  Duty  and  the  House  Duty  as  the 
two  large  concessions  that  have  been 
made  ;  and  whatever  magnificent  notions 
hon.  Members  may  have  as  to  the  pre- 
paration of  Budgets,  I  think  that  a 
remission  of  £1,500,000  on  one  par- 
ticular article  is  not  a  small  remission. 
An  hon.  Member  has  said  we  had  better 
have  reduced  the  duty  by  one-half,  as  it 
would  then  have  been  easier  to  have 
abolished  it  altogether  ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  prepared  to  pave  the  way 
for  the  abolition  of  the  Tea  Duty.  There 
remained  about  £600,000,  and  I  do  not 
think  any  Member  of  the  House  has  con- 
tended that  that  balance  was  not  pro- 
perly bestowed  in  relieving  the  house 
occupiers  between  £20  or  £60. 

Mb.  DILLON:  We  contended  that 
the  House  Duty  was  not  properly  appor- 
tioned. 
•Me.  GOSCHBN :  I  am  glad,  at  any 
rate,  to  think  that  the  Irish  participate 
to  the  full  in  the  reduction  of  the  Tea 
Duty  and  the  duty  on  currants  ;  and  it 
has*  been  recognised  that  the  classes 
occupying  these  houses  are  entitled  to 
relief.  Ireland  has  no  share  in  the 
Honso  Duty,  and  therefore  in  this  re- 
spect the  Irish  are  a  happy  community. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid.): 
It  wonld  not  pay  to  collect  the  House  Tax 
in  Ireland. 
*Mb.  GOSCHEN:  Houses  above  the 
value  of  £20  are  free  from  the  obliga- 
tion of  paying  the  duty  which  unfortu- 
nately has  to  be  paid  in  England  and 
Scotland.  But,  at  the  same  time,  I  quite 
admit  that  Ireland  would  not  gain 
by  the  abolition  of  the  duty.  But  I 
must  go  on  with  my  general  argument, 
and  1  will  approach  the  Irish  and  Scotch 
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question  by  itself.     I  have  endeavoure" 
to   prove   that  the    remissions    I   hav 
made   have  been  remissions   that  were 
apart  from  the  great  controversy  as  to 
whether  I  ought  to  have  taken  a  penny 
off  the  Income  Tax,  and  that  they  have 
been  such  as  have  recommended  them- 
selves to  public  opinion,   and  I  do  not 
believe  that  any  large  portion  of  that 
remission  will  foil  to  teach  the  quarter 
which  it  is  intended  to  benefit.  The  hon. 
Member    for     Finsbury    spoke   of    the 
grievance    under    which     wedding-ring 
manufacturers  suffer  through  receiving 
no  drawback.     Well,  it  is  impossible  to 
reduce  duties   without  involving  hard- 
ship in    some   quarters.       Those   who 
have  laid  in    a  considerable   stock    of 
currants,  for  instance,   will  lose;    also 
those  who  have  laid  in  a  large  stock  of 
tea.     I  have  been  asked  not  to  allow  the 
proposal  with    respect    to    currants   to 
come  into  operation  before  the    1st  of 
October ;  but  the  result  of  inquiries  in 
both  the  wholesale  and  retail  dried  fruit 
trade  has  convinced  me  that  more  harm 
than  good  will  come  from  the  conces- 
sion, and   I    cannot,    therefore,     agree 
to  postponing  the   operation  of  the  Bill 
until   that  date.     In  the   same  way  as 
in    the    currant    trade     the    manufac- 
turers   of    wedding    rings  will   have  a 
certain  loss.     The  case  is  certainly  hard 
on  them,  because   I    understand  their 
profits  are   extremely    small,    and    the 
duty   is  heavy  as  compared  with  their 
profits ;  but  without  opening  the  whole 
question   of  drawback,  we  were  unable 
to  make  the  concession  which  the  hon. 
Member  demands.     If  such  a  concession 
were   made    to   the    manufacturers,    it 
would  immediately  be  claimed   by  the 
retailers,  and  I  have  had  communications 
from  pawnbrokers  also*  on  the  subject. 
It  is  difficult  to  find  out  what  is  a  new 
wedding  ring.     Old  ones  are  burnished 
up,  I  understand,  so  as  to  appear  new ; 
and  on  looking  at  the  matter  broadly, 
though  anxious  to  find  some  means  of 
meeting   the   grievance    complained  of 
by    the    hon.   Member,    I    have    been 
unable  to  find  such  means.     Then  the 
hon.  Member  for   Bethnal  Green   made 
what  his  constituents  will  characterise  as 
a  "savage  attack  on  the  Chancellor  cf 
the  Exchequer  "  with  regard  to  the  un- 
fortunate mistake  as  to  the  question  of 
tea,  for  which  I  expressed  my  regret  in 
the  House.     I  think  he  exaggerated  the 
matter  extremely   when   he   wished  to 
I  2 
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represent  me  as  anxious  to  make  a 
opwardly  attack  on  the  grocers.  Why 
such  an  attack  should  be  "  cowardly  "  I 
do  not  know,  because  they  are  an 
extremely  formidable  body  for  any  single 
person  to  attack.  I  do  not  wish  to  bring 
forward  any  evidence  to  modify  the 
statement  of  regret  I  then  made,  and  I 
shall  not  attempt  to  deal  with  the  views 
of  the  hon.  Member.  I  can  only  say,  as 
I  am  bound  to  say,  that  when  I  spoke  of 
the  prices  paid  for  tea  in  many  villages 
I  spoke  with  actual  knowledge,  which 
has  since  been  confirmed,  and  which  hon. 
Members  have  told  me  is  borne  out  by 
their  own  experience.  But  I  wish  hon. 
Members  to  dismiss  from  their  minds 
any  idea  that  I  wanted  to  make  an 
attack  upon  grocers,  nor  did  I  wish  to 
attack  any  middlemen  in  particular.  I 
was  anxious  that  the  2d.  should  not  be 
lost  to  the  consumer,  and  I  believe  it  is 
the  case  that  he  is  already  in  many  parts 
of  the  country  deriving  advantage  from 
the  reduction.  More  than  that,  I  believe 
that  in  many  cases  what  will  happen 
has  been  to  some  extent  already  antici- 
pated, namely,  that  the  reduction  in 
price  has  been  greater  than  the  reduc- 
tion of  duty.  The  trade,  seeing  that 
confidence  has  been  restored,  have  found 
it  is  possible  to  make  a  larger 
reduction  than  2d.  in  the  pound.  An 
hon.  Friend  of  mine,  who  is  not  now  in 
his  place,  spoke  against  the  Bill  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  publicans,  and  said 
he  hoped  I  should  not  be  hard  upon  them 
in  reply,  as  he  thought  I  had  been  after 
he  had  reflected  upon  my  Budget  speech. 
I  should  not  be  surprised  if,  in  the 
interval  between  its  delivery  and  the 
formation  of  that  opinion,  he  had 
had  some  communication  from  an 
Organisation  representing  the  trade.  As 
to  the  psychological  effect  of  that  upon  his 
mind  I  will  not  too  curiously  inquire.  I 
acknowledge  the  courteous  tones  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  has 
spoken,  but  do  not  accept  the  points  he 
made.  He  added  to  the  surplus  the  tax 
which  is  to  be  added  to  beer  and  spirits, 
bringing  it  up  to  £4,750,000,  but  the 
surplus  is  usually  calculated  before  taxes 
are  imposed  or  taken  off.  Following  the 
lead  of  one  of  our  friends,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Poplar  laid  down  some  of  the 
first  principles  of  finance  without  having 
studied  the  details  on  which  they  are 
founded  ;  he  added  to  my  surplus  the 
tax  which  is  being  imposed  upon  spirits 
Mr.  Goschen 


and  beer,  and  he  treated  my  surplus  as 
something  like  £4,750,000.  I  thought 
that,  according  to  financial  practice,  a 
surplus  was  taken  at  the  time  when  you 
have  settled  your  expenditure  for  the 
year,  and  estimated  your  surplus  for  the 
year,  and  before  you  began  to  impose- 
fresh  taxes  or  to  take  any  off.  But  to 
treat  a  surplus  of  which  I  had  disposed 
by  adding  a  tax  which  is  to  be  put  on 
for  a  particular  period  seemed  to  me  to 
be  an  unusual  method  of  argument. 
The  hon.  Member  objected  to  the 
principle  of  assigning  any  of  this  Imperial 
Revenue  to  local  purposes,  and  said,  not 
without  some  force,  that  we  might  be 
hampered  as  regards  Imperial  finance 
if  we  deprived  ourselves  of  freedom  of 
action  by  giving  Local  Authorities  a  share 
of  these  taxes.  I  think  this  system  is  an 
improvement  upon  the  old  one  of  making 
subventions,  which  depended  to  a  great 
extent  upon  the  extravagance  of  the 
Local  Authorities,  for  the  more  they  spent 
the  more  they  gained  from  the  State.  To 
that  we  have  put  an  end,  and  now  certain 
revenues  are  assigned  to  them  if  they 
act  with  prudence,  moderation,  and 
economy.  If  they  squander  them  it  will 
be  their  loss,  but  it  will  not  be  the  loss 
of  the  State,  as  it  used  to  be.  It  is  said 
that  we  should  find  local  revenues  ;  but 
is  it  possible  to  find  local  revenues  which 
would  not  cause  the  greatest  sense 
of  inequality?  These  local  revenues 
would  have  to  take  the  place  of 
the  amounts  which  used  to  be 
received  by  the  Local  Authorities. 
The  result  of  any  local  levy  would  be 
that  the  poorest  counties  would  come 
off  very  badly,  and  an  intolerable  sense 
of  grievance  would  arise.  In  the  High- 
lands of  Scotland  or  the  West  of  Ireland 
the  amounts  raised  would  not  be  at  all 
proportionate  to  the  amounts  that  had 
been  contributed  by  the  nation  at  large. 
The  poorer  counties  would  not  be  helped 
much  by  the  Horse  Tax  or  by  the  Van 
and  Wheel  Tax.  That  which  is  the 
dream  of  taxation  reformers — a  Local 
Income  Tax — would  be  most  detrimental 
to  the  poorer  districts  where  the  rich  do 
not  reside.  With  all  the  imperfections 
of  the  present  system,  I  do  not  see  that 
the  mode  of  giving  local  assistance  by 
hypothecating  certain  Imperial  Be  venues- 
can  be  improved  by  any  system  of  Local 
Taxation.  If  any  one  can  discover  an 
excellent  Local  Tax  which  will  be  equit- 
able and  acceptable  he  will  render  a  ser- 
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▼ice,  bat  I  have  not  heard  of  such  a  tax 
being  suggested.      There    is   really  no 
•difference  between  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby   (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
and  myself  on  the  point  of  diminishing 
the  number  of  sources  of  revenue.     In 
the  past  there  was  reason  to  abolish  an 
-enormous  number  of  small  taxes ;  but 
we  have  arrived  at  a  point  where  our 
taxation  rests  upon  as  few  articles  as  I 
think  it  is  right  it  should  rest  upon.     I 
-am  not  prepared  to  diminish  the  number 
of  these  articles  any  further,  and  for 
that  reason,  although  I  admit  much  is  to 
be  said  in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  tho 
House  Tax,  it  is  a  tax  which  in  emer- 
gency might  be  utilised,  and  which,  I 
believe,   we  would  be  almost  sorry  to 
part  with.     Acting  upon  that  principle, 
I  am  reluctant  to  give  up  any  source  of 
future  taxation.     It  had  passed  through 
my  mind  whether  the  House  Tax  should 
be  abolished ;  but  I  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  would  not  be  wise  to  part 
with  it.     If  I  had  abolished  it,  I  am 
certain  it  would  be  said  that  the  benefit 
of  the    remission    would    go    into    the 
pockets  of  the  landlords,  as  it  has  been 
argued  erroneously  that  the  contribu- 
tion     to     the     rates     had     benefited 
the     landlords.      It     was    said    I    had 
•deprived      the       Sinking      Fund      of 
£3,000,000    that    properly  belonged  to 
it ;  but  that  statement  does  scant  justice 
to  the  policy  I  have  pursued,  for  of  the 
£3,000,000,  £1,000,000  represents  the 
reduction  on  the  charge  for  the   Debt 
through    the    operation    of    conversion, 
That  was  £1,000,000  which  was  never 
Anticipated,   and    to    say  that   I    have 
robbed  the  Sinking  Fund  of  it  is  to  push 
rhetoric    beyond    its      proper     limits. 
Having  been  able  to  reduce  the  Debt  by 
£23,000,000,    that    reduction    saves    a 
charge     of    2|    per    cent,     upon    that 
£23,000,000,  by  which  we  have  saved 
a  further  sum  of  £500,000,  which   will 
be  applied  to  the  Sinking  Fund  instead  of 
to  the  interest  on  the  Debt.     When  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford   (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  speaks  of  oar  joining  the 
professional  alarmists,  and  refers  to  the 
better  finance  which  prevailed  when   I 
presided  at  the  Admiralty  in  1873,  and 
had  the  advantage  of  his  advice  and  assist- 
ance, I  tnust  remind    him  that  great 
changes  have  occurred  since  then ;  that 
every  gun  costs  infinitely  more  now  than 
it  did  then ;  that  every  ship  costs  infi- 
nitely more  on  account  of  its  machinery ; 


that  all  the  Powers  have  made  further 
progress  in  their  armaments ;  <«hat  torpe- 
does are  more  necessary  and  have  deve- 
loped enormously ;  and  that  everything 
costs,  I  will  not  say  double,  but  much 
more  than  it  did  when  we  were  at  the 
Admiralty  together.  I  think  it  is  right 
that  the  country  should  know  the  circum- 
stances when  this  comparison  is  drawn. 
I  think  I  have  now  dealt  with  most  of 
the  topics  which  have  been  introduced, 
except  the  very  important  topic  of  the 
contributions  of  Scotland  and  Ireland, 
and  the  effect  which  this  Bill  will  have 
upon  Scotch  and  Irish  finances.  The 
hon.  Member  who  spoke  last  discussed 
not  only  the  finances  of  the  Bill,  not  only 
the  tax  which  has  been  imposed,  but 
also  the  objects  to  which  the  new  tax  was 
to  be  devoted.  In  discussing  the  objects 
of  the  Bill,  or  rather  the  purposes  to  which 
the  new  tax  should  be  devoted, 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dillon)  was 
extremely  indignant  that,  among  other 
things,  it  should  be  devoted  to  the  super- 
annuation of  the  English  police.  But  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  forgot  that  the 
whole  superannuation  of  the  Irish  police 
is  paid  out  of  Imperial  funds.  It  is  not 
a  question  of  contribution,  or  that  Ire- 
land should  pay  less,  but  that  while  some 
small  contribution  is  made  towards 
English  and  Scotch  police  the  whole  of 
the  Irish  superannuation  is  borne  by 
the  State. 

Mb.  DILLON:  You  are  welcome  to 
take  all  that  money. 
•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  is  mistaken,  and  that  such  an 
act  would  add  another  to  the  list  of  Irish 
grievances.  Those  Irish  police  are  Irish- 
men, f belonging  to  Irish  families,  coming 
from  all  parts  of  Ireland,  and  a  breach 
of  faith  with  regard  to  their  superannua- 
tion would  be  considered  an  outrage  in 
many  parts  of  Ireland  and  in  many  circles 
in  which  hon.  Members  opposite  them- 
selves move.  There  are  many  charges 
which  are  brought  against  the  English 
Government ;  but  the  charge  of  paying 
Irishmen  too  much,  even  when  they  do 
not  belong  to  the  Party  of  hon.  Members 
opposite,  is  not  often  brought  against  the 
Imperial  Government. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  It  is  a  charge  which  is 
constantly  made   in  the  case   of  Judges 

and  of  police. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  Yes ;  when  they 
think  of  abolishing  a  Judgeship  it  is  said 
the  Judges  are  paid  too  much.    If  the 
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hon.  Member  speaks  for  the  whole  of  his 
Party  on  some  subjects,  there  are  some 
on  which  1  think  he  cannot  speak  with 
so  much  authority.  Again,  to  my  surprise, 
the  hon.  Member  objected  to  the  method 
in  which  we  are  dealing  with  the  position 
of  the  National  teachers  in  Ireland.  I 
thought  that  if  there  was  one  object 
which  commended  itself  to  hon.  Members 
opposite  it  would  be  that  the  position 
of  the  National  teachers  in  Ireland 
should  be  improved.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  in  fact,  stated  on 
one  occasion  that  so  long  as  we  continued 
to  govern  Ireland  we  must  improve  the 
position  of  the  National  teachers.  I 
thought  that  was  a  matter  of  very  great 
importance,  and  I  took  special  note  of  it 
at  the  time,  as  showing  that  there  was 
not  that  indifference  to  English  financial 
aid  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  that  there  was  to  the  general 
connection  between  the  two  countries. 
But  be  that  as  it  may,  we  thought  that  if 
thjre  was  one  manner  in  which  all 
Itvland  would  like  this  money  to  be 
spent  it  would  be  in  the  direction  of 
assisting  the  National  teachers.  When 
the  hon.  Member  says  that  the  money  is 
not  distributed  through  the  proper 
authority,  that  is  a' matter  of  detail ;  but, 
in  fact,  it  is  distributed  on  principles 
very  analogous  to  those  on  which  it  is 
distributed  in  Scotland.  In  Scotland  it 
is  distributed  mainly  under  schemes 
proposed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Scotland.  That,  however,  as  I  say,  is 
comparatively  a  detail,  and  we  shall  be 
glad  if  by  the  operation  of  our  Bill  we 
should  improve  the  position  of  the 
National  teachers  in  Ireland.  Now,  I 
will  deal  as  shortly  as  I  can  with  the 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  and 
by  some  Scotch  Members  with  regard  to 
the  injustice  of  putting  this  tax  upon 
whisky.  Let  me  point  out  that  a  writer 
*  in  the  Economist  puts  the  case  against 
us  in  this  way,  that  England  gets 
£125,000  too  much,  Scotland  £77,000 
too  little,  and  Ireland  £52,000  too  little. 
That  is  the  case  which  is  put  against  us 
by  a  writer  who  is  endeavouring  to  show 
that  we  are  wrong  in  this  matter,  and  I 
take  this  as  showing  what  is  considered 
to  be  the  extreme  limit  of  our  wickedness 
in  this  matter. 

Mb.     STOREY     (Sunderland):    That 
was  only  the  duty  on  home  spirits. 
Mr.  Goscken 


•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  Yes ;  but  if  you  take 
foreign  spirits  and  beer  you  diminish  the 
force  of  these  figures.  Foreign  spirits- 
are  not  consumed  in  the  same  proportion 
in  Scotland  and  Ireland  as  they  are  in 
England.  They  are  too  patriotic  to  con- 
sume any  large  portion  of  foreign  spirits, 
and  they  have  too  much  good  taste.  I 
have  examined  into  the  matter,  and 
while,  no  doubt,  as  regards  British  spirits, 
Ireland  and  Scotland  consume  much 
more  than  England,  on  the  other  hand 
England  consumes  more  foreign  spirits 
and  more  beer,  and  the  consequence  is 
that  those  figures  are  less  favour- 
able to  Scotland  and  Ireland  when 
balanced,  as  they  ought  to  be,  by  the  in- 
creased consumption  of  beer  in  England 
and  the  increased  consumption  of  foreign 
spirits.  You  must  take  the  whole  sum 
together  in  its  three  component  parts. 
England  consumes  more  beer  and  foreign 
spirits;  Ireland  and  Scotland  consume 
more  British  spirits ;  and  in  this  way 
these  figures  are  modified.  Many  hon. 
Members  argued  as  if  the  whole  of  the 
case  depended  only  on  British  and  home 
spirits,  but  the  case  is  very  much  modi- 
fied if  you  take  them  together.  Now,  I 
come  to  the  point  on  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  and  other  hon. 
Members  have  spoken,  namely,  the  im- 
position of  a  tax  according  to  pure 
alcohol.  I  do  not  think  that  is  the  cor- 
rect way,  nor  has  it  been  considered  by 
previous  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer 
or  Governments  that  a  tax  should  be 
levied  on  whisky,  wine,  and  beer  simply 
according  to  pure  alcohol.  I  remind  the 
House  also  that  the  tax  on  wine  was  in- 
creased by  10  per  cent,  two  years  ago. 
It  is  a  heavier  increase,  looking  at  the 
total  yield  of  that  tax,  than  is  imposed 
either  on  spirits  or  beer.  Are  we  bound 
to  accept  the  calculation  that  you  should 
judge  simply  by  pure  alcohol  %  That  has 
never  been  admitted  as  a  proper  test. 
Alcohol  represents  a  simple  intoxi- 
cant ;  whisky  and  brandy  represent  pure 
intoxicants.  But  in  beer  there  is  a 
nutritious  substance.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
"  Oh,  oh  "  !  ]  I  think  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  apply  the  test  he  will  find 
that  he  will  get  fat  on  beer.  I  believe 
that  people  have  been  sustained  by  beer,, 
and  that  the  beer  of  the  working  man  is 
nutritious  and  strengthening.  But,  as 
regards  whisky,  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
I  have  not  heard  the  same  attribute 
ascribed  to  it.     Our  friends  from  Scotland 
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ma j  hare  a  different  tale  to  tell.  [Cries  of 
"No,  no!"]  I  am  glad  to  hear  th^j 
hare  not ;  but  there  is  distinctly, 
joking  apart,  certainly  more  nutritious 
power  in  beer,  and  it  is  a  different  sub- 
stance altogether  from  whisky,  brandy, 
and  gin.  At  all  events,  hon.  Members 
even  from  Ireland  will  not  think  of 
asking  us  to  re -cast  the  whole  of  our 
fiscal  system  because  whisky  is  drunk  so 
largely  in  Ireland.  I  will  not  enter  into 
the  comparison  of  the  amount  of  liquor 
consumed  in  the  three  countries,  nor  on 
the  other  point  that,  supposing  any 
country  drinks  harder  than  the 
others,  we  are  therefore  to  refrain  from 
placing  a  tax  upon  that  article  of  con- 
sumption, though  it  may  be  consumed 
in  very  large  quantities  in  the  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Accord- 
ing to  the  doctrines  laid  down  by  hon. 
Members,  the  more  the  Scotch  and  the 
Irish  drink  whisky  the  mora  we  ought 
to  go  on  reducing  the  duty  on  whisky. 

Mr.  DILLON:  We  want  you  to  in- 
crease the  duty  on  beer. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  see  no  flaw  in  my 
argument  What  is  laid  down  is  this, 
that  if  you  tax  whisky  you  are  taxing 
.Ireland  and  Scotland  too  much.  Suppose 
they  drink  more  and  the  aggregate 
revenue  from  whisky  becomes  larger. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  In  England  the  con- 
sumption of  alcohol  amounts  to  6£  gallons 
per  head  ;  in  Scotland,  4£  gallons  ;  and 
in  Ireland,  3  gallons. 

•Mb.GOSCHEN:  I  admit  thatin  Scotland 
and  Ireland  the  consumption  of  pure  alco- 
hol biats  the  English  consumption  hollow. 
[Mr.  Dillon  :  We  do  not  put  water  in  it.] 
Supposing  that  we  measure  the  contribu- 
tion which  Scotland  and  Ireland  ought  to 
pay  to  the  Imperial  Revenue  by  the  amount 
of  whisky  which  they  consume  ?  If  we 
take  their  share  towards  the  Imperial 
Revenue,  and  proceed  on  the  assumption 
that  they  consume  one-third  more, 
Ireland  will  be  shown  to  be  contributing 
more  to  the  Imperial  Revenue ;  and  then 
hon.  Members  will  have  an  argument  to 
this  effect :  "  Now  Ireland  is  contributing 
so  much  more  to  the  Revenue,  you  ought 
to  make  Ireland  a  present  in  respect  of 
that  additional  sum  contributed  to  the 
Revenue."  That  is  an  argument  to 
which  I  demur.  I  do  not  accept  the 
principle  of  paying  simply  according  to 
the  intoxicant.  In  the  next  place,  I  do 
not  accept  the  principle  that  b  cause 
certain  parts  of  the  country  take  in  an 


increasing  measure  to  the  consumption 
of  any  particular  articles  which  is  taxed, 
this  state  of  things  should  ba  imme- 
diately remedied  by  some  measure  of 
taxation  which  will  give  relief  to  that 
particular  country.  L  do  not  know  in 
what  confusion  we  should  thus  be  landed. 
I  now  come  to  the  proportion  which  hon. 
Members  say  will  be  paid  by  Scotland 
and  Ireland  as  compared  with  England 
through  the  increase  in  the  Spirit  Duty. 
I  thought  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  had  made  our  case 
clear.  What  hon.  Members  now  wish  to 
say  is  that  this  increase  in  the  Spirit 
Duty  should  ba  distributed  according  to 
the  country  which  yields  it?  [Hon. 
Members  :  "  Hear,  hear ! "]  Yes  ;  hon. 
Members  accept  that.  Will  they  equally 
accept  that  the  Probate  Duty  passed  over 
to  the  Local  Authorities  should  be  dis- 
tributed according  to  the  country  which 
yields  it  ? 

Mr.  DILLON:  We  do  not  accept  it 
because  Ireland  is  paying  double  her 
share  of  taxation. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  That  is  a  perfectly  in- 
telligibleargument,andone  which  deserves 
respact.  But  this  particular  argument  has 
been  raised :  that  in  the  contributions 
made  by  the  Stat  j  to  the  Local  Authori- 
ties Scotland  and  Ireland  are  damnified, 
because  this  Spirit  Duty  is  not  distri- 
buted according  to  the  proportions  in 
which  the  various  parts  of  the  Kingdom 
xxB3  it.  If  they  wish  the  contributions, 
amounting  to  £3,700,000,  which  will  be 
made  in  the  present  financial  year  to 
Scotland,  England,  and  Ireland  through 
half  of  the  Probate  Duty  and  the  in- 
creased Spirit  and  Beer  Duty,  to  be  dis- 
tributed according  to  the  country  which 
yields  it,  I  will  defer  to  their  wishes  and 
distribute  the  Probate  Duty  and  the 
Spirit  Duty  accordingly.  But  I  do  not 
think  they  would  like  it,  because  they 
would  lose  more  on  the  Probate  Duty 
than  they  would  gain  on  the  consump- 
tion of  home  spirits.  Is  it  not  fair  and 
just,  apart  from  the  question  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  as  to 
whether  the  original  contribution  is 
right,  that  if  we  give  contributions  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  to  local  taxation 
we  ought  either  to  accept  one  prin- 
ciple or  the  other — either  accept  the 
principle  of  general  contribution  cal- 
culated according  to  the  amount 
given  to  the  Revenue,  or  else  calculated 
according    as   those  special  duties    are 
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yielded  by  the  particular  countries  ?     I 
can  only  say  the  way  I  have  selected  of 
putting  them  ail  together  and  dividing 
them  again  is  more  fair  than  the  other 
principle  of  giving  the  duties  just  as  they 
are  yielded.    Hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
will  scarcely  contend  that  we  ought  to 
treat  the  Spirit  Duty  in  the  way  they 
desire,  and  at  the  same  time  hand  over 
the  Probate  Duty  as  at  present.     I  hope 
I  have  shown  there  is  a  principle  in  the 
course  I  have  taken,  though  hon.  Mem- 
bers may   not  agree   with  it.     Of  the 
whole  contribution  we  have  made  from 
Imperial  sources  to  local  revenue,  Eng- 
land  has   contributed   in   round  figures 
82*6  per  cent.,  and  receives  back  80  per 
cent. ;  Scotland  pays  10*5  per  cent.,  and 
receives  back  1 1  per  cent. ;  and  Ireland 
pays  6*9  per  cent.,  and  receives  back  9 
per  cent.     In  the  result  these  transfers 
to  local  taxation  are  therefore  in  them- 
selves favourable  to  Scotland  and  Ireland. 
I  think  I  ought  to  add  that  since  the 
time    when   I   made   that   proposal  the 
Probate  Duty  has  been  creeping  up,  and 
therefore  the  alliance  between  the  poorer 
and  the  richer  countries  is  redounding  to 
the  advantage  of  the  poorer  countries  in 
an   increased   proportion.      I   am   sorry 
that  hon.  Members  should  think  that  I 
have  purposely  or  negligently,  and  negli- 
gently   would    b<3    almost     as    bad    as 
purposely    in    a  matter   of    this    kind, 
done  injustice  to  Ireland.     It  has  been 
said  that  Ireland  does  not  benefit  by  the 
reduction  in  the  House  Duty.     No,  but 
nothing  was  imposed  on  Ireland   when 
the  Estate  Duty  was  imposed  last  year, 
because     of    that     duty    which    yields 
£1,000,000,   Ireland    only    pays   2   per 
cent.     According   to    the   contention  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  Ireland 
and  Scotland,  as  compared  with  England, 
pay  very  little  of  the  Beer  Duty.   Again, 
when  the  Income  Tax  has  been  increased, 
England  has  been  much  harder  hit  than 
Scotland  and  Ireland.     I  can  only  say  I 
have  intended  to  be  just  in  this  matter. 
We    may    not     have     reached     entire 
accuracy,  but  it   is  not   the  system   of 
bookkeeping  which  raises  any  difficulty, 
it  is  rather  that  the  statistical  resources 
are  not  at  hand  to  enable  us  to  fix  how' 
much  is  credited  to  one  country  and  the 
other.     I  have,  however,  ascertained  that 
there  is  a  considerable  amount  of  beer 
exported  from   Ireland  to  England  on 
which   Ireland  gets  the  benefit  of  the 
whole  of  the  duty.     I  shall,  if  possible,  |  country     that 
Mr.  Gosclien 


lay  further  figures  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  show  how  we  arrive  at  our 
results.  If  Ireland  thinks  she  con- 
tributes more  than  her  share,  does  not 
she  receive  more  than  her  share  back 
again  ?  [Cries  of  "  No  ! "  ]  Take  educa- 
tion. There  the  payments  made  by  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  are,  I  believe, 
larger  than  her  share.  Take  the  con- 
tributions we  are  making  to  light 
railways  in  Ireland.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
"We  do  not  want  them."]  The  coat 
of  one  light  railway  is  more  than  the 
difference  as  regards  Ireland. 

Mr.   T.  M.  HEALY :   Jobs  given  to 
your  own  friends. 
•Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 
•Mr.    GOSCHEN :    I    am    sorry    my 
remarks  have  caused  so  controversial  a 
tone  to  be  taken — a  tone  I  am  quite  pre- 
pared to  adopt  when  it  is  necessary,  but 
which  I  had  hoped  might    have    been 
excluded  from  the  present  discussion.     I 
think  that  certainly  in   what  we  have 
done  in  the  way  of  public  works  in  Ire- 
land we  have  not  been  chary  of  British 
money,  and  indeed  hon.  Gentlemen  above 
the  Gangway  opposite  have  found  fault 
with  us  for  being  too  liberal.     I  hope 
that  as  we  proceed  we  shall  be  able  to- 
satisfy  the  House  generally  that  in  what 
we  have  done  we  have  been  animated  by 
every  consideration  of  justice. 
\11.30.)  Mr.*H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  :  I  do  not  propose    to 
intervene  in  the  very  thorny  controversy 
upon  the   proportion  of    Imperial    tax- 
ation paid  by  Scotland  and  Ireland  as 
contrasted  with  England.     I  know  it  is 
a    difficult    question  upon    which    high 
authorities      entertain     very     different 
opinions;    but    I    would  point  out    to 
the  Chancellor  that   in  estimating  the 
amount  of   Probate  Duty  paid  in   Ire- 
land  it  is    impossible   to   exclude    the 
amount  of  the   duty  assessed  on  Irish 
property   that  is  paid  in  England.     A 
large  proportion  of  the  wealth  of  Ireland 
is  brought  to  England ;  it  is  invested  in 
England,  and  the  Probate  Duty,  when  the 
owners    die,  though  levied  in  England, 
practically  belongs  to  Ireland.     Then  in 
regard  to  the  tax  upon  alcoholic  liquor 
onsumed  in  the  three   countries,   it  is 
rather  bard  to  say  to  two  of  them  that 
because  they  consume   stronger  liquor, 
as  far  as  alcohol  is  concerned,  they  are 
to  p  y     more     than   the    country    that 
consumes     less    alcohol,     namely,     the 
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But  the  main  point  I  wish  to  call  atten- 
tion to  is  the  new  tax.  The  whole 
Budget,  so  far  as  last  year  is  concerned, 
and  so  far  as  the  reduction  of  taxation  is 
-concerned,  has  been  fully  discussed  to- 
night, and  I  will  not  go  over  the  ground 
■again  ;  but  I  will  say  a  word  or  two  on 
the  new  tax.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  hardly  seems  to  see  the  force 
•of  his  own  argument  with  reference  to 
the  proportion  of  taxation  to  the  three 
countries  by  whom  it  is  paid.  This  is  a 
new  tax  altogether ;  it  is  a  tax  expressly 
levied  for  local  purposes.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  does  not  admit  it 'is  an 
Imperial  tax  at  all ;  he  says  it  is  to  be  for 
local  purposes ;  and  if  it  is  to  be  levied 
for  local  purposes,  surely  it  is  not  an  un 
just  demand  that  Scotland  and  Ireland 
shall  have  what  they  contribute  to  local 
taxation  returned  in  the  shape  of  relief 
to  local  taxation.  We  cannot  admit  the 
•opinion  of  a  Liberal  nobleman,  however 
•distinguished,  who  happens  to  be  Chair- 
man of  a  County  Council  and  who  has 
expressed  an  opinion  that  County  Councils 
-have  not  had  a  sufficient  subsidy  to 
influence  *  our  opinion  in  this  matter. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  told  us 
he  had  handed  over  £2,750,000  of 
Imperial  taxation  to  Local  Authorities, 
and  he  also  told  us  that  an  increase  in 
the  Probate  Duties  had  already  wiped 
out  any  possible  deficit  that  might 
have  arisen  in  consequence  of  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Wheel  and  Van  Tax.  That 
he  did  not  proceed  with  the  Horse  Tax 
is  a  question  between  himself  and  the 
Local  Authorities;  but  he  told  the 
Local  Authorities  at  the  time,  through 
their  supporters  in  this  House,  that  the 
•controversy  with  regard  to  aid  to  local 
taxation  was  closed  and  that  he  had 
done  his  utmost,  but  he  is  now  going  to 
impose  new  taxes  producing  £1,250,000 
in  order  to  grant  a  subvention  to  local 
purposes.  The  subvention  has  all  the 
vices  and  none  of  the  virtues  of  the  old 
jwinciple;  it  mixes  up  Imperial  and 
local  taxation,  fetters  the  action  of  Par- 
liament with  respect  to  the  Revenue — and 
it  confines  unnecessarily  local  action  in 
more  than  one  direction.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  to  interfere  with 
Local  Authorities  in  reference  to  the 
■superannuation  of  the  police.  A  great 
many  boroughs  and  counties  have  estab- 
lished for  years  a  perfectly  solvent  Police 
•Superannuation  Fund.  Such  is  the  case 
with  the  county  in  which  I  live  and  the 


borough  I  represent.  The  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  directed 
to  this  on  the  Budget  night,  and  he 
replied  that  these  counties  and  boroughs 
would  not  be  placed  at  a  disadvantage. 
But  there  is  not  a  word  of  this  in  the 
Bill. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN:  Wait  and  see  the 
Local  Taxation  Bill. 

•Me.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  From  the  prin- 
ciple of  distribution  adopted  before  I 
know  that  the  boroughs  will  be  placed 
at  a  disadvantage,  and  a  great 
part  of  the  fund  levied  in  large  towns 
will  be  handed  over  to  the  Exche- 
quer of  the  counties.  If  you  want  to 
create  a  Police  Superannuation  Fund 
why  not  proceed  to  do  it  as  other 
Governments  have  tried  to  do  it  ?  We 
have  tried  to  do  it,  and  you  have  tried 
it.  We  brought  in  a  Bill,  and  the 
House  did  not  reject  it ;  but  owing  to 
the  Parliamentary  obstruction  which 
prevailed  in  the  years  1880  and  1885 
we  were  prevented  from  carrying  the 
Bill  through,  and  the  House  never  gave 
a  positive  decision.  Let  such  a  proposal 
stand  or  fall  upon  its  merits.  True,  super- 
annuation ought  to  be  deferred  pay,  and  we 
make  provision  for  a  deduction  of  2£  per 
cent,  from  the  pay.  Why  step  in  with 
a  subsidy  ?  But  not  only  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  interfere  with  the 
police  ;  there  is  also  the  great  question 
into  which  I  will  not  enter  now,  though 
the  Government  will  hear  much  of  it 
within  the  next  few  weeks — the  expen-. 
diture  of  the  tax  for  compensation  to 
licence  holders.  This  is  the  real  crux 
of  the  position — the  centre  of  the  new  tax. 
Then  we  have  a  very  small  sura  left  for 
general  county  purposes.  The  time  now 
is  not  favourable  to  going  into  details ; 
but  this  1  will  say,  that  I  shall  join  with 
many  hon.  Members  in  offering  the 
strongest  opposition  to  this  proposal 
whenever  we  can  contest  it  in  Bills  for 
Imperial  or  local  purposes.  And  now  a 
word  or  two  on  the  position  of  the 
National  Debt.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  had  a  little  duel  across 
the  Table  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  in 
reference  to  the  amount  he  has  applied 
to  the  reduction  of  the  Debt,  and  I  am 
not  going  to  discuss  the  point  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  or  has 
not  accomplished  a  very  great  reduction 
of  Debt  during  his  term  of  office.  I  think 
he  has  paid  off  a  very  large  amount  of 
National    Debt,    and    I   think    we   are 
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indebted  very  much  to  the  automatic 
principle  of  reduction  introduced  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers).  But  I  would 
point  out,  notwithstanding  what  has  been 
said  on  this  point,  how  little  we  are 
really  doing  towards  the  payment  of  the 
Debt.  I  will  trouble  the  House  with  a 
few  figures  on  this  matter,  and  will  take 
periods  of  10  years  in  Her  Majesty's 
reign  which  will  cover  50  years.  In 
1839  the  annual  expenditure  charged  on 
the  Consolidated  Fund  on  account  of 
interest  and  Sinking  Fund  was 
£29,300,000.  In  1849it  w  -s£28,700,000; 
in  1859,  £28,500,000;  in  1869, 
£26,500,000;  in  1879,  £27,400,000; 
and  in  1889,  the  wealthiest  of  all  those 
years,  £25,800,000.  We  were  therefore 
paying  £3,500,000  less  than  we  paid  50 
years  ago.  Consider  also  the  fact  that 
when  Sir  Robert  Peel  imposed  a  penny 
on  the  Income  Tax  it  yielded  £800,000, 
and  now  it  produces  £2,000,000.  Con- 
sidering these  figures,  we  have  no  right 
to  congratulate  ourselves  in  the  matter 
of  the  National  Debt.  We  are  now  in 
a  time  of  prosperity  and  piace,  but  I  am 
sorry  to  say  we  are  indulging  in 
extravagant  expenditure  on  the  Naval 
and  Military  Services.  I  will  not  argue 
the  point,  but  I  think  the  House  and  the 
country  should  bear  these  figures  in 
mind.  If  the  House  is  satisfied  that  we 
can  safely,  with  regard  to  future  con- 
tingencies, depart  from  the  policy  of 
reducing  the  Debt,  the  Government  may 
be  right,  only  let  it  be  understood  that  it 
is  a  reversal  of  the  policy  upheld  by  some 
of  our  greatest  financiers,  a  policy 
rigidly  adhered  to  during  a  long  succes- 
sion of  years.  I  am  not  satisfied  with 
the  Budget  so  far  as  the  expenditure  is 
concerned,  but  I  should  be  out  of  order 
in  discussing  the  expenditure  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means.  I  regret 
that  the  Housa  devotes  such  a  large 
portion  of  its  time  in  considering  what 
taxes  should  be  added  or  remitted.  If 
the  House  would  bring  its  unprofessional 
view  to  bear  on  our  enormous  annual 
expenditure,  I  think  we  might  solve  a 
great  many  problems  that  perplex  us 
now  with  much  greater  facility.  The 
amount  of  our  Naval  and  Military 
Expenditure  for  the  coming  year  will  be 
£33,250,000,exclusiveofthe£20,000,000 
paid  in  resp3ct  of  India.  That  is  a 
larger  sum  than  any  other  country 
devoted  to  Military  and  Naval  pur- 
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poses.  If  the  House  would  forego 
Party  strife  upon  minor  matters  and 
spend  the  time  that  would  be  saved  in 
examining  into  the  National  Expendi- 
ture we  should,  I  feel  confident,  find 
means  of  reducing  it.  Without  including 
the  cost  of  wars,  it  will  be  found  that 
in  the  last  10  years  the  expenditure  on 
the  Military  and  Naval  Services  has- 
increased  by  £8,000,000.  Conservative 
and  Liberal  Governments  share  the 
blame  for  this.  It  is  not  a  necessary 
expenditure,  and  I  believe  the  time  is 
coming  —  and  I  hope  soon — when  the 
country  will  insist  on  a  very  large  reduc- 
tion. 

(11.45.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The 
Chancellor*  of  the  Exchequer  has  thrown 
out  a  challenge,  but  will  he  be  good 
enough  to  remember  that  we  have 
been  denied  every  species  of  intelli- 
gence in  the  shape  of  Returns  upon 
which  we  might  inform  our  minds,  and 
that,  since  the  famous  Budget  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  in  1852,  you  have  increased 
taxation  in  Ireland  by  £250,000,000,  or 
more  than  victorious  Germany  wrung 
from  France  in  her  time  of  misery  and 
despair  ?  Your  Union  Treaty  with  us  in 
regard  to  taxation  has  been  broken,  as 
all  your  Treaties  with  Ireland  have  been, 
and  out  of  the  juggle  of  figures  we 
cannot  make  this  clear.  I  do  not  pre- 
tend to  be  competent  to  discuss  a  great 
financial  subject,  but  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  explain  why  he  made 
choice  of  the  Probate  Duty  for  division  t 
Why  did  he  not  divide  the  Spirit  Duty  ? 
Let  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
agree  to  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee,  so  that  we  may  ascertain 
what  is  the  incidence  of  taxation  in 
Ireland  at  the  present  moment,  what  the- 
Irish  pay  exactly,  and  what  they  receive 
in  return,  and  what  was  the  original 
bargain  made  with  Ireland  at  the  time 
of  the  Union.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  have  been  bankrupt  in  argu- 
ment when  he  treated  us  to  the  sugges- 
tion that  there  is  something  nutritious  in 
beer  as  a  ground  for  robbing  Ireland. 
He  first  suggested  that  the  Irishman  was- 
a  more  drunken  animal  than  the  English- 
man. ["  No,  no ! "]  He  did  not  say  so, 
he  had  not  the  courage,  but  he  hinted 
that  those  "  sections  of  the  country  where 
people  drink  hardest  should  not  therefore- 
b-*  more  lightly  taxed,"  but  the  contrary 
is  the   case,    because    the    Englishman* 
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drinks  twice  as  much  alcohol  as  the 
Irishman,  the  latter  drinking  three 
gallons,  and  the  former,  six  and  three- 
quarters.  The  reason  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  not  taxing  beer  as 
heavily  as  whisky  is  that  beer  is  more 
nutritious.  Would  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman reduce  the  duty  on  whisky  if  the 
consumers  should  be  willing  to  mix  with 
it  a  little  of  Liebig's  extract?  1  have 
no  doubt  that  thus  I  could  produce  a 
fattening  compound.  It  is  a  fallacy  to 
say  that  beer  is  any  good  to  anybody. 
You  tell  us  that  beer  fattens,  so  does 
whisky  if  you  take  too  much  of  it ;  it 
arrests  certain  functions  of  the  body,  and 
sets  up  fat.  But  why  in  the  world,  be- 
cause it  fattens,  should  the  Englishman 
have  the  advantage  ?  I  think  I  am  not 
far  wrong  when  I  say  this  is  a  bankrupt 
argument.  I  prophecy  that  one  result 
of  putting  the  increased  duty  on  whisky 
will  be  that  the  distillers  will  put  out 
newer  whisky,  which  will  stand  more  water 
than  old  spirit.  Therefore,  I  hope  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  introduce 
into  his  Bill  the  principle  that  whisky 
should  lie  imbondfor  at  least  12  months. 
You  need  not  poison  us  as  well  as  over- 
tax us.  This  principle  was  contended 
for  year  after  year  from  these  Benches, 
by  Mr.  W.  H.  O'Sullivan,  now  gone,  poor 
fellow,  as  someone  said,  to  the  "  spirits 
in  bond."  Year  after  year  he  tried  to 
induce  successive  Chancellors  of  the 
Exchequer  to  accept  his  "  Spirits  in 
Bond  "  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
takes  credit  to  himself  for  the  assistance 
proposed  to  National  Teachers,  but 
we  object  that  it  is  handed  over 
to  the  Irish  Secretary  and,  indirectly, 
will  reach  the  Irish  landlords.  I  think 
we  have  cause  to  complain  of  our  treat- 
ment in  being  left  out  of  the  advan- 
tage derived  from  the  remission  of 
House  Duty,  and  as  to  the  Tea  Duty  I  am 
strongly  inclined  to  agree  with  the  pithy 
note  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
anonymous  correspondent.  If  there  had 
been  a  graduated  tax  imposed  there  would 
have  been  some  justice,  but  the  tea  at 
3d.  pay 8  the  same  rate  as  the  rich  man's 
tea  at  3s.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  more 
now,  except  that  it  is  a  remarkable 
thing  that  the  entire  Tory  Party,  which 
turned  out  their  opponents  on  the 
Whisky  Tax  in  1885,  should  now 
be  proposing  to  raise  the  tax. 
It  is  one  among  the  string  of 
broken  pledges.     They  opposed  the  buy- 


ing out  of  the  landlords,  and  they  now  pro- 
pose a  plan  for  the  purpose.  They  pro- 
mised us  Local  Government,  but  now  we 
are  not  to  have  the  local  power  to  sus- 
pend licences  because  there  is  no- 
machinery  for  the  purpose.  I  trust  we 
shall  have  more  time  in  Committee  to 
consider  the  various  points  in  which  we- 
are  interested. 

(11.55.)  Mr.  P.  M'DONALD  (Sligo, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  move  the  adjournment  of 

•(11.55.)  The  F1BST  LORD  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  persist  in  his  Motion  for 
the  adjournment.  The  Government  can- 
not possibly  accede  to  it,  and  it  was  dis- 
tinctly understood  that  the  Debate 
should  be  concluded  to-night. 

(11.55.)  Mr.  M  J.  KENNY:  When 
is  it  proposed  to  take  the  Committee 
stage? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  To-morrow. 
Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  :  But  there  will  be 
no  time  to  put  down  Amendments. 

*Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  It  was  distinctly 
understood  that  should  be  the  arrange- 
ment. 

•(11.56.)  Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh, 
S.)  :  Before  we  go  further,  there  are  two- 
questions  I  should  like  to  put  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Durinpr 
his  speech  he  quoted  certain  figures 
from  the  Economist,  unfavourable  to 
the  Government.     He  said — 

"A  writer  in  the  Economist  puts  the  case 
against  us  in  this  way,  that  England  geta 
£126,000  too  much,  Scotland  £77,000  too  little,, 
and  Ireland  £62,000  too  little." 

Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on 
to  say  that  this  calculation  left  out  of  view 
the  amount  paid  in  this  country  upon 
foreign  spirits  and  beer.  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  can  give- 
us  the  figures  which  he  said  should 
modify  this  calculation.  Further,  I 
would  refer  to  the  question  raised  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),. 
the  amount  of  the  debt  paid  off,  and  the 
amount  raised  by  loan  in  the  year.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  said  that  practically 
the  amount  to  be  paid  through  the  Sink- 
ing Fund  was  not  much  greater  than  the 
amount  which  would  have  to  be  borrowed 
under  the  Naval  Defence  and  other  Acts, 
about  £5,000,000  on  each  side  of  the 
account.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
give  us  the  exact  figures  in  either  case, 
and    explain  the   net  amount  of    debt 
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which  will  actually  be  paid  off  in  the 
current  year  t 

•(12.0.)  Mb.  G060HEN:  I  doubt 
very  much  if  the  sum  is  as  stated  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  No  one 
knows  better  than  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  these  Estimates  can  never  be 
made  with  any  degree  of  certainty.  I 
hope  presently  to  be  able  to  pay  off  more 
debt.  I  have  not  with  me  the  percent- 
ages which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
suggests,  but  I  hope  to-morrow  to  be 
«ble  to  get  the  correct  figures. 

(12.3.)  Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid, : 
I  wish  to  draw  attention  to  one  point, 
and  that  is  the  proposed  increase  in 
.the  tax  on  anaesthetics.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  satisfied  that  these  anaesthe- 
tics are  used  for  the  benefit  of  suffering 
fellow  creatures,  I  am  sure  he  will  be 
one  of  the  first  to  try  and  assist  by  every 
means  in  his  power  to  alleviate  suffering. 
Well,  if  he  will  only  look  into  this 
matter  he  will  find  that  he  is  imposing 
«n  additional  tax  on  chloroform  and  ether, 
which  are  so  largely  used  to  prevent 
persons  from  suffering  pain  when  under- 
going operations.  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
in  the  interests  of  suffering  humanity,  he 
will  give  his  attention  to  this  question, 
-and  exclude  those  articles  from  the 
additional  taxation. 

(12.5.)  Mr.  P.  M'DONALD:  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  near  me  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  replying, 
-and  several  of  my  hon.  Friends, 
relying  on  that  promise,  declined 
to  speak.  I  hope  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  will  give  us  the  opportunity 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
promised,  seeing  that  so  much  interest 
ib  felt  on  this  question  in  Ireland. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  wish  to  remind 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  on  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill  there  will  be  abundant  opportunity 
for  discussion,  and  I  must,  therefore, 
resist  the  appeal. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  rose  to  address  the 
House. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Member  has  spoken. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY:  I  only  asked  a 
question. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  called  on  Mr.  Flynn. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  :  I  wish  to  speak 
to  a  point  of  Order. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order. 

(12.9.)    Mr.  FLYNN :  I  desire  to  add 
my  appeal  to  that  of  my  Colleagues  who 
Mr.  ChUders 


have  spoken,  that  the  Irish  Members 
should  be  given  an  opportunity  for  dis- 
cussing this  important  matter.  We  have 
been  in  attendance  all  the  evening,  and 

1  am  sure  it  was  impossible  in  the  short 
time  at  our  disposal  to  compress  all  that 
ought  to  have  been  advanced  in  support 
of  our  objection.  I  hope  the  leader  of  the 
House  will  accede  to  our  very  reasonable 
request. 

(12.10.)  Mr.  P.  M'DONALD:  lbeg 
to  remind  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  have 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order  ! 

Mr.  P.  M'DONALD:  With  all  due 
respect  to  you,  Sir,  I  did  move  the 
adjournment. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER :  That  Question  has 
not  yet  been  put. 

•(12.12.)  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith 
rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move, 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put,  "That  the  Question 
be  now  put." 

(12.20.)  The  House  divided :— Ayes 
201;  Noes  114.— (Div.  List,  No.  70.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time.'1 

(12.30.)  The  House  divided :— Ayes 
197;  Noes  115.— (Div.  List,  No.    71.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  committed  this  day  at 

2  o'clock. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  will  to-morrow  resolve 
itself  into  the  said  Committee." — (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith.) 

(12.40.)  Mr.  J.  MORLET  (New- 
castle) :  I  protest  against  the  Motion, 
and  I  deny  that  any  engagement  has 
been  made  that  the  Committee  stage 
should  be  taken  this  day.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  that  if  the 
Debate  on  the  Second  Reading  came  to 
an  end  this  evening  he  hoped  to  take 
the  Committee  on  Tuesday.  It  is  true 
that  it  has  come  to  a  conclusion, 
but  it  has  come  to  a  conclusion  under 
circumstances  altogether  unprecedented. 
It  is  not  right  that  the  financial  arrange- 
ments of  the  country  for  a  year  should 
be  terminated  against  the  wishes  of  a 
large  number  of  Gentlemen  in  the 
House    after    one    evening's    Debate. 
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The    Chancellor    of     the     Exchequer 

made  a  speech,  of  the  length  of 
which  I  must  not  at  all  be  understood 
as  complaining,  but  he  did  not  conclude 

until  25  minutes  to  12  o'clock.  His 
speech  raised  many  questions  on  which 
hon.    Gentlemen    below  the   Gangway 

and  from  Scotland  desired  to  speak.  I 
must  be  allowed  to  remind  the  House 
further  that  there  is  a  rule  that  money 
Debates  may  be  taken  after  12  o'clock ; 
yet,  at  a  few  minutes  after  12  o'clock  the 
discussion  by  the  application  of  the 
Closure  is  made  to  come  to  an  end. 
Under  the  circumstances  I  must  em- 
phatically protest  against  the  Com- 
mittee stage  being  taken  to-morrow. 

*(12.43.)  Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The 
right  hon  Gentleman  has  spoken 
warmly,  though  he  is  usually  exceedingly 
courteous  in  the  representations  he 
n  takes  to  the  House.  I  wish  to  remind 
the  House  of  the  circumstances  under 
which  we  are  acting.  When  I  was  asked 
last  week  what  course  the  Government 
would  take,  I  distinctly  stated  that  the 
Budget  Bill  would  be  taken  de  die  in 
diem,  and  no  objection  was  made.  I  was 
asked  again  the  same  evening  when  the 
Committee  would  be  taken,  and  I 
replied  on  Tuesday  if  the  Debate  ceased. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  waited  until  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Belfast  had  spoken,  and  then 
rose,  at  a  quarter  past  ten  o'clock,  to 
answer  the  various  objections  made  in 
the  course  of  the  Debate.  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  having  spoken,  it  is  only 
reasonable  to  assume  that  the  Debate 
was  virtually  closed.  When  a  Minister 
rises  to  reply  to  the  speeches  that  have 
been  made,  »  Debate  is  usually  closed, 
and  in  this  case  it  is  not  possible  either 
for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  speak 
again.  In  the  course  I  have  taken  I 
am  only  acting  in  accordance  with  a 
distinct  understanding,  and-  I  should  be 
wanting  in  my  duty  to  the  House  if  I 
refrained  from  acting  on  the  engagement 
of  which  I  have  given  notice. 

(12.45.)  Me.  HjLINGWORTH  (Brad- 
ford, W.):  Sir,  I  am  bound  to  say  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  was  right  in  the 
protest  which  he  made.  I  confess  I 
was  amazed  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  rose  so  early,  a  good  many 


Members  not  having  returned  from 
dinner.  [Laughter.]  Hon.  Gentlemen 
on  that  side  of  the  House  leave  the  case 
in  the  hands  of  the  Chancellor  of  the- 
Exchequer.  On  thia  side  of  the  House 
it  is  expected  from  us  that  we  should 
speak  on  behalf  of  the  people  we  repre- 
sent. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  his  reply  certainly  dealt  with  small 
points,  but  he  did  not  give  us  any  light 
or  leading  on  the  main  points.  The  leader 
of  the  House  can  scarcely  say  that  he  is 
acting  within  the  spirit  of  the  under- 
taking that  the  Bill  would  be  proceeded 
with  de  die  in  diem  when  he  takes  the 
first  opportunity  of  stifling  Debate.  He 
could  have  afforded  the  melancholy 
satisfaction  to  those  who  wished  to- 
speak  of  doing  so  after  12  o'clock.. 
At  this  moment  the  leader  of  the 
House  will  see  that  there  is  no 
opportunity  of  putting  down  Amend- 
ments, and  we  are  really  getting  into 
such  a  slipshod  way  of  doing  business 
that  I  personally  protest  against  such  a 
proceeding  by  a  Government  which 
calls  itself  Constitutional  and  Conserva- 
tive. 

(12.47.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  In  this 
part  of  the  House  we  are  extremely 
indebted  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  for  vindica- 
ting such  poor  liberties  as  are  allowed  to 
remain  to  us.  Supposing  this  had  been 
a  Liberal  Budget  for  the  taxation  of 
ground  rents,  and  the  Debate  had  been 
closured  on  the  first  night,  would 
the  Tory  Party  consider  themselves  well 
treated?  Here  you  are  taxing  the 
one  commodity  our  country  produces. 
[Laughter.]  It  does  not  seem  to  be 
entirely  eschewed  by  Gentlemen  who 
laugh.  Only  two  Irish  Members,  being 
the  Members  for  West  Belfast  and  East 
Mayo,  have  spoken,  and  then  the  Closure 
is  applied.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  not 
going  to  complain  of  your  ruling.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  only  asked, 
"  When  will  the  Committee  be  taken  ? " 
and  for  that,  Sir,  you  ruled  he  had 
spoken.  No  answer  whatever  was  given 
by  the  Government  to  that  question,  and 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House,  whether 
intentionally  or  not,  were  deceived  by 
the  statement  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  when  he  said  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  have  ample  opportunity  of 
discussing  this  matter  to-morrow.  I  sat 
down  before  12  o'clock,  forgetting  for 
the  moment  that  it  was  a  money  Bill,. 


343         Customs  and  Inland  {COMMONS} 


Revenue  Bill. 


244 


And  under  the  idea  that  the  Government 
intended  to  proceed  to-morrow.  I  am 
surprised  at  the  silence  of  hon.  Members 
for  Ireland  opposite.  When  this  ques- 
tion was  raised  we  know  the  influence 
which  the  issue  of  a  circular  by  Dun- 
ville's,  of  Belfast,  protesting  against  the 
imposition  of  a  tax  upon  whisky,  had 
upon  their  opinions.  Why  are  they  to 
be  silent  because  a  Tory  Government 
makes  this  proposal  ?  We  have  got  no 
answer  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  the  reasonable  proposal  that 
we  should  have  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  questions  of  finance.  There 
has  been  no  attempt  to  answer 
•our  objections  but  by  the  Closure. 
The  only  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
•Gentleman  is  that  of  the  Closure,  and 
it  is  a  weapon  which  he  wields  more 
•effectually  than  any  other  in  his  arma- 
ment. He  now  asks  that  the  Commit- 
tee on  this  Bill  shall  be  taken  at  2 
-o'clock  to-morrow.  What  opportunity 
will  that  give  us  of  putting  down 
Amendments  as  to  important  questions 
-embodied  in  the  Bill?  I  remember 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
imade  on  one  occasion  the  remark  that 
England  never  wiped  the  tears  out  of 
Ireland's  eyes,  but  she  made  her  pay  for 
the  pocket  handkerchief.  I  think  that 
on  this  occasion  the  statement  of  the 
iion  and  gallant  Gentleman  has  been 
imost  thoroughly  borne  out  by  the  pro- 
jaosals  before  us,  and  we  demand  time  for 
ttaeir  discussion.  We  do  not  assent  to 
the  imposition  of  this  Whisky  Duty, 
not  merely  because  it  is  placed  on  Irish 
-whisky,  but  because  you  propose  to  make 
tis  pay  18s.  for  an  article  for  which  you 
only  p*y  lis.  We  are  entitled  to  know 
from  the  Government  whether  they  will 
assent  to  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  propor- 
tionate relations  of  these  taxes  as  they 
affect  the  three  kingdoms,  and  we  will 
not  assent  to  going  on  with  the  Bill 
iuntil  some  such  information  is  before  us. 
On  no  previous  occasion  has  a  Debate  on 
a  Bill  of  this  kind  ever  been  closured  at 
-a  quarter  past  12.  You  who  sit  on  the 
Ministerial  side  will  find  yourselves  on 
these  Benches  before  very  long,  and  then 
you — that  is  those  who  are  not  left  out- 
ride— may  find  occasion  to  regret  the 
step  you  have  taken. 

(12.50.)  Mb.  DILLON:  I  must  confess 
to  feeling  the  utmost  astonishment  at  the 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


manner  in  which  this  Debate  has  been 
brought  to  a  close.  I  would  remind  the 
House  that  in  1885  a  discussion  arose 
upon  a  tax  of  a  precisely  similar  character 
without  any  attempt  being  made  to  stop 
the  opposition  then  offered.  The  result 
was  that  the  attempt  then  made  to 
impose  that  taxation  was  the  cause  of  the 
overthrow  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  in  de- 
fending his  action  in  applying  the 
Closure  to-night,  stated  that  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  replied  to  all  the 
objections  made  to  the  Budget  proposals, 
but  he  did  not  refer  to  the  fact  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  deliberately 
abstained  from  answering  the  questions 
I  put  to  him,  and  the  main  objections  I 
offered  to  the  Whisky  Tax.  I  could 
not  go  into  those  objections  without 
transgressing  the  Rules  of  Order,  but 
they  will  be  borne  in  mind  by  hon. 
Members  who  heard  them.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  attempted  to  reply  to 
some  of  the  minor  points  then  urged, 
but  to  the  main  objection  I  offered  to 
the  Whisky  Tax  he  made  no  reply  what- 
ever. Are  we  to  be  told  that  because  it 
suited  the  convenience  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  rise  at  half-past  10 
to  speak  at  great  length  the  Irish 
Members  are  to  have  no  opportunity  of 
taking  their  legitimate  share  in  the 
Debate  ?  The  fact  is  that  the  persons 
mainly  aggrieved  by  those  proposals  are 
the  Representatives  of  the  Irish  and 
Scotch  people.  The  main  criticisms  of 
the  'Bill  come  from  those  Members, 
and  I  maintain  that  no  fair  opportunity 
has  been  given  to  support  their  objection. 
We  contend  that  the  Bill  does  a  cruel 
injustice  to  our  country,  but  as  soon  as 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
made  his  speech,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  thinks  it  is  time  to  close  the 
Debate,  and  he  therefore  prevents  our 
taking  further  part  in  it.  It  is  unfair 
that  the  Members  of  the  Government 
should  select,  as  they  always  do,  their 
own  time  to  speak,  and  that  private 
Members  should  have  no  chance. 
During  the  whole  time  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  has  been  the  leader  of  this 
House  no  case  of  improper  Closure  more 
extraordinary  that  the  present  has  ever 
occurred,  and  I  think  the  time  will  come 
when  hon.  Members  opposite  will  regret 
the    course  they  have    taken.      Under 
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these  circumstances  I  protest  strongly 
against  the  Committee  stage  of  this  Bill 
"being  pnt  down  for  to-day,  and  would 
advise  my  hon.  Friend  to  divide  against 
the  proposal. 

(12.53.)      Mb.   M.   J.   KENNY:    In 

•consequence   of  the    manner   in   which 

this  Debate  has  been  stopped,  I  beg  to 

move  to  omit  the  word  "  Tuesday,"  and 

to  insert  the  word  "  Thursday." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "  this  day,  at  Two  of  the  clock," 
and  insert  the  words  "  upon  Thursday/' 
— (Mr.  Matthew  Kenny,)  —  instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
*  this  day,  at  Two  of  the  clock/  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

(12.54.)  Me.  SEXTON :  In  reference 
to  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  would 
remind  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  he  practically  admitted  in  the  course 
of  his  speech  that  the  Irish  Members 
nave  grievous  cause  of  complaint 
whether  in  regard  to  the  method  of 
imposing  the  tax  or  the  mode  of  dis- 
tributing it.  He  has  admitted  that  he 
has  not  sufficient  information  to  enable 
him  to  furnish  the  particulars  for 
which  we  have  asked  as  to  the 
relative  taxation  of  the  three  kingdoms. 
I  now  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether, 
under  all  the  circumstances,  the  debate 
having,  as  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
«ays,  ceased  through  being  brought  to  a 
violent  end.  by  superior  force  and  the 
application  of  the  Closure,  he  proposes  to 
force  us  into  Committee  this  day  (Tues- 
day), or  whether  he  will  first  bring  down  to 
the  House  and  lay  before  us  all  the  infor- 
mation for  which  we  have  asked  ?  In 
that  case  we  might  proceed  with  the 
Sill  at  two  o'clock ;  but  if  not,  we  shall 
not  consent  to  proceed,  and  will  do  all  we 
can  to  sustain  the  objection  made  with 
.so  much  force  and  spirit  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
•castle  (Mr.  Morley),  namely,  that  the 
pressing  forward  of  this  measure,  under 
such  circumstances,  will  not .  tend  to 
facilitate  the  progress  of  business  in  this 
House. 

•Ma.  GOSCHEN :  I  cannot  undertake 
to  supply  all  the  details  connected  with 
the    information    asked  for,  but  I  will 
undertake  to  put  before  the  House  suoh 


information  on  the  subject  as  we  are 
able  to  furnish. 

•(12.56.)  Ms.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  I  put  it 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government — Do  they 
think  they  are  saving  time  by  attempting 
to  force  this  Bill  upon  the  House  under 
these   circumstances?      I    assure   them 
there  is  a  very   strong  feeling  on  this 
side  of    the    House    as    to  the  unfair 
manner  in  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  acted  in  closuring,  for  the 
first    time,  a  Debate  on  the    financial 
measures     of     the    year,     and    saying 
to    the    House    that,     notwithstanding 
its     right     to     vote     or    criticise     the 
taxation    imposed  on  the  country,  this 
measure  shall  not  be  discussed.      They 
do  not  seem  to  reflect  that  we  on  this 
side  of  the  House  shall  not  forget  their 
action  when  the  matter  is  again   before 
us,  nor  do  they  seem    to  realise  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  there  is  little 
probability  of  their  making  that  pro- 
gress with  the  Bill  in  Committee  that 
would  otherwise  be  made  if  the  arrange- 
ment   had    the  general  consent  of  the 
House.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
leader  of  the  House  seems  to  think  that 
when  he  has  made  a  statement  as  to  the 
decision    arrived    at  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  regard  to  any  course 
they    propose    to    take,    that    at    once 
becomes    an     engagement     or     under- 
standing on  the    part    of    the    House. 
It    is   true    that,    in     answer    to     the 
question      put     both     by      the      right 
hon.      Gentleman     the     Member     for 
Derby    and    myself    as     to      whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  proposed  to 
proceed  de  die  in  diem  not  only  with 
this  Bill,  but  with  their  most  contentious 
Bill  for  compensation  to  the  publicans, 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  told  us 
that  that  was  his  intention.     But  we  by 
no  means  assented  to  that  view,  and  the 
right  hon.   Member  for  Derby  made   a 
sotto  voce   remark  across  the  Table   in 
dicating  what  was  his  view  of  the  mat- 
ter ;  therefore,  I  appeal  to  the  leader  of 
the  House  as  to  whether  he   would  not 
be  more  likely  to  make  progress  with 
the  Bill  by  giving  us  the  opportunity  of 
putting  down  Amendments  for  Thursday 
next.      The    right  hon.  Gentlemau   the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  promised 
that  he  will  give  us  such  information  as 
he  can   to-morrow,  and  that  will  enable 
Amendments  to  be  put  down  before  the 
Committee  stage  is  taken. 
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•(12.58.)  Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  demurs  to  the  view  I  ex- 
pressed as  to  the  engagement  come  to 
regarding  the  business  of  the  House.  I 
can  only  state  my  view  of  what  then 
happened,  and  as  to  what  generally 
happens  in  these  cases.  The  leader  of 
the  House  is  asked  what  course  the 
Government  propose  to  take  on  parti- 
cular questions,  and  when  that  is  stated 
it  is  the  practice  of  the  Opposition  to  ob- 
ject, if  the  proposed  arrangement  is  un- 
satisfactory, but  in  this  case  no  objection 
whatever  was  made  to  the  course  sug- 
gested. I  think,  therefore,  1  am  entitled 
to  say  that  the  Opposition  ought  to  be 
bound  by  what  then  took  place.  I  may 
add,  however,  that  I  am  not  anxious  un- 
duly to  force  on  this  measure.  My  only 
desire  is  to  facilitate  the  progress  of 
public  business,  and  if  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  and  their  friends  will 
undertake  that  the  Committee  on  this 
Bill  shall  be  dealt  with  in  a  business- 
like spirit,  and  that  we  shall  make 
reasonable  progress  with  the  measure  on 
Thursday,  I  shall  be  disposed  to  take 
other  business  to-day  in  the  hope  that  we 
may  arrive  at  some  satisfactory  result 
regarding  this  Bill  on  Thursday  next. 
If  this  offer  be  accepted,  and  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  will  endeavour  to 
make  progress  with  the  Bill,  it  will  not 
be  placed  on  the  Paper  for  to-day. 

(1.0.)     Mb.  J.  MORLBY :  Of  course 

we  shall  do  what  we  always  do — what 

is  fair.      But    we    can    enter   into  no 

engagement.  We  all  desire  that  this 
business  shall  be  got  through  with,  as 
much  dispatch  as  possible.  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  tell  us  what 
business  he  will  take  to-day  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Allot- 
ments Bill  and  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  (Pleuro-Pneumonia)  Bill. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth)  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   says  we    are  to  carry  on    the 

Debate  on  the  Budget  in  a  business-like 
spirit.  I  accept  his  invitation.  It  will 
certainly  be  carried  on  in  a  business-like 
spirit  by  me,  for  so  long  as  it  contains 
the  compensation  clauses,  I  will  oppose 
it  at  every  stage  to  the  best  of  my 
ability. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 


Words  "  upon  Thursday,"  inserted. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and) 
agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  will,  upon 
Thursday,  resolve  itself  into  the  said 
Committee. 

VO  T  K  RS'      SUCCESSIVE     OCC  UP  ATION 
BILL.— (No.  148.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

OCCUPIERS    AND    LODGEBS    (METRO- 
POLIS) BILL.— <  No.  250.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

TOWN    HOLDINGS    COMMITTEE. 

Ordered,  That  Viscount  Wolmer  be  dis- 
charged and  that  Mr.  Powell-Williams- 
be  added  to  the  Committee. — (Mr.  Akers- 
DouglcLS.) 

MOTION. 

REAL  PROPERTY  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lloyd  Morgan,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  of  Heal  Property,  ordered  to- 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Lloyd  Morgan,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh,  Mr.  Jennings,  Mr.  Philipps,  Mr.  Stuart 
Rendel,  Mr.  Dillwyn,  and  Mr.  KandelL 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  262. J 

ADJOURNMENT  OF   THE   HOUSE. 
(1.14.)  Question  proposed,  "That  thia 
House  do  now  adjourn." 

(1.14.)  Me.  SEXTON :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  endeavour  to  have  prepared 
for  us  by  Thursday  the  information  he- 
has  promised  as  to  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  Bill  ? 

•(1.15.)  Me.  GOSCHEN :  I  will  endea- 
vour to  obtain  it.  I  will  try  to  have 
copies  in  the  Vote  Office. 

•Sie  J.  SWINBURNE  (StafEordshire, 
Lichfield):  What  Bill  will  be  taken  first 
fco-morrow  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN :  The  Allotments  BilL 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o'clock- 
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MUNICIPAL  FBANCHI8E    EXTENSION    (IRELAND) 

BILL, 
A  Bill  to  enable  women  to  vote  in  municipal 
elections  throughout  Ireland— Was  presented 
by  the  Lord  Denman  ;  read  1* ;  to  be  printed ; 
and  to  be  read  2*  on  Tuesday  next.  (No. 
74.) 

HERRING  FISHERY    (SCOTLAND)  ACT 
(1869)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  65.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  General  Bills,  with  amend- 
ments: The  Report  thereof  received; 
Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House;  and  to  be  printed  as 
amended.     (No.  75.) 

OPEN  SPACES  BILL.— (No.  41.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  (fee, 
with  amendments:  The  Report  thereof 
received;  Bill  re-committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  ;  and  to  be 
printed  as  amended.     (No.  76.) 

BILLS  OF  SALE  BILL.— (No.  61.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  Ac., 
withont  amendment ;  and  re-committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Thursday  next. 

KEW     AND    PETERSHAM     VICARAGE 

BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  Read  1* ; 
to  be  printed;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.     (No.  77.) 

COMMITTEE    OF   SELECTION    FOR 
8TAD  I  NG  COMMITTEES. 

Report  from,  That  the  Committee 
have  added  the  Earl  of  Mount  Edgcumbe 
{Lord  Steward)  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  <fcc.,  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Industrial 
Schools  Bill,  Reformatory  Schools  Bill, 
Juvenile  Offenders  Bill;  Read,  and 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 

VOL.  CC0XL1V.     [nsn*  smut] 
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The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
QUESTIONS. 

8T.  GILES'-IN-THE-FIELDS  BOARD  OF 

WORKS. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board  if 
he  will  explain  the  grounds  on  which  the 
Local  Government  Board,  on  27th  Feb- 
ruary, 1890,  sanctioned  the  increase  of 
salary  from  £300  to  £600  per  annum  to 
the  Medical  Officers  of  Health  for  the  St. 
Giles'-in-the-Fields  District  1 

♦The    PRESIDENT    of    the  LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 

Tower  Hamlets,    St.    George's)  :     The 

Medical  Officer  of  Health  referred  to, 
prior  to  his  re-appointment,  was  not  re- 
quired to  devote  his  whole  time  to  his 
duties.  This  condition  was  imposed 
upon  him  when  he  was  re-appointed,  and 
it  was  in  consideration  of  this  that  the 
Vestry  assigned  to  him  the  higher  salary. 
The  matter  appeared  to  have  been  fully 
considered  by  the  Vestry  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  and  the  Local  Government 
Board  did  not  think  that  the  circum- 
stances were  such  that  they  should  with- 
hold their  assent  to  the  proposal.  At 
the  suggestion  of  the  Board,  however,  it 
was  made  a  condition  that  the  medical 
officer  should  agree  that,  in  the  event  of 
his  losing  his  office  by  reason  of  the 
appointment  of  a  Medical  Officer  of 
Health  for  an  extended  area  including  the 
whole  or  part  of  the  district  assigned  to 
him,  he  would  make  no  claim  to  com- 
pensation for  any  loss  of  emoluments  ex- 
ceeding the  salary  of  £300  per  annum, 
which  he  had  previously  received. 

THE  INDIA  COUNCIL  BILL. 
Mb.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  state  at  what  time  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  India  Council 
Bill  be  taken  1  Will  it  be  taken  before 
.Whitsuntide  ? 

K 
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•The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster)  :  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  say 
at  the  present  moment  when  the  Bill 
will  be  taken.  I  will  endeavour  to  give 
ample  notice,  and  I  may  assure  the  Eon. 
Member  that,  at  all  events,  a  few  days' 
notice  will  be  given. 

CONSULAR  COURT  AT  TAMATAVB. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  received  a 
Memorial  from  M.  Angnste  Desvanx,  of 
the  Mauritius,  alleging  arbitrary  action 
by  the  Acting  British  Consul  at  Tamatave 
in  prohibiting  M.  Desvanx  from  prac- 
tising in  the  Local  and  Consular  Court ; 
and  whether  the  Government  will  make 
any  inquiry  in  the  matter  ? 

•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
tor  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Feb- 
ousson,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  The  matter 
is  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Supreme 
Government  of  the  Mauritius,  over 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
no  authority,  and  to  the  proceedings  of 
which,  even  if  they  disapproved  of  them, 
they  could  not  effectively  object.  The  pro- 
per Court  of  Appeal  from  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  Mauritius  is  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council.  The 
Acting  Consul  will  be  defended  in  the 
action  brought  by  M.  Desvanx  by  the 
Procureur  General  of  the  Mauritius. 

LOCAL  TAXATION,  Ac.  BILL. 

Mr.  CALEB  WRIGHT  (Lancashire, 
S.  W.,  Leigh) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  if,  by  virtue 
of  the  powers  given  to  County  Councils 
by  Section  6  of  the  Local  Taxation 
(Customs  and  Excise)  Duties  Bill,  in 
respect  of  premises  ceasing  to  be  used 
for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors,  such 
Councils  may  make  pecuniary  compensa- 
tion to  all  persons  having  such  interest 
as  is  there  indicated;  and,  if  so,  upon 
what  principle  or  mode  of  calculation 
such  compensation  may  be  assessed  and 
paid? 

♦Mb.  RITCHIE  :  The  powers  proposed 
to  be  given  to  County  Councils  in  respect 
of  the  extinction  of  licences  are  purely 
voluntary.  They  are  not  bound  to  buy, 
nor  those  interested  to  sell.  This  being 
so,  it  did  not  seem  to  the  Government 
to  be  necessary  to  lay  down  any  principle 


or  mode  of  calculation  by  which  the 
extinction  of  the  licence  should  be 
secured. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand from  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  "purely  voluntary w 
means  that  it  is  in  the  discretion  of  the 
County  Council  to  give  or  not  give  in 
various  cases  of  the  same  quality  and 
degree? 

•Mb.  RITCHIE:  Unquestionably;  it 
is  entirely  within  their  discretion.  They 
will  never  spend  a  penny  unless  they 
like,  and  the  mode  in  which  they  spend 
it  is  entirely  within  their  own  option. 

Mb.  ROWNTREE  (Scarborough):  Is 
there  to  be  any  other  means  of  dealing 
with  the  money  except  through  the 
County  Council  ? 

•Mb.  RITCHIE:  No,  Sir;  no  other 
means. 

LIQUOR  LICENCES. 

Mb.  STOREY  (Sunderland) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
what  was  the  total  amount  received  last 
year  for  licences  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquor  in  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland  respectively;  and  whether  he 
will  grant  a  Return  snowing  the  amounts 
so  received  from  each  county  and  county 
borough  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  to  repeat  the  question  on  Thursday. 
It  will  not  be  possible  to  procure  the  in- 
formation for  some  time. 

Mb.  STOREY :  Will  the  information 
be  given  before  the  House  goes  into 
Committee  on  the  Licensing  Bill?  because 
it  is  upon  this  basis  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  to  allocate  the 
money. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  able,  in  the  course  of  a  few 
days,  to  give  the  information  in  regard  to 
each  county  and  county  borough.  I  will 
see  what  can  be  done. 

KING  JA  JA. 

Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
King  Ja  Ja,  of  Opobo,  is  being  re- 
moved, or  about  to-  be  removed,  from 
his  place  of  captivity  at  St.  Vincent; 
and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  proposed  to 
re-instate  him  in  his  own  country  ? 
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•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  It  is  not  a  fact. 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  have  no 
49uch  intention  at  present. 

THE    MOSSFIELDS     COLLIERY 

EXPLOSION. 

Mb.  PICKARD  (York,  W.R.,  Nor- 
manton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  verbatim  copy  of  the  shorthand 
notes  taken  at  the  Mossfields  Colliery 
Explosion  Inquiry  held  before  A.  Flint, 
•esq aire,  on  22nd  February  and  following 
days,  upon  the  bodies  of  59  men  and 
"boys ;  whether,  notwithstanding  the  ex- 
pressed opinion  of  Mr.  Harold  Thomas, 
barrister  at  law,  as  stated  in  his  Report 
to  the  Home  Office,  he  will  order  a  pro- 
secution of  the  late  manager  of  the 
■colliery,  seeing  that  Section  21  was 
violated  and  General  Rule  7  disregarded 
and  censured  by  the  coroner,  and 
especially  having  regard  to  the  great 
loss  of  life  consequent  upon  such  viola- 
tion and  disregard  of  the  Mines  Act  of 
1887 ;  and  whether,  taking  all  interests 
into  consideration,  he  will  order  a  special 
inquiry  into  the  cause,  or  causes,  of  this 
explosion,  as  provided  in  Section  45  of 
"The  Mines  Act,  18871" 

*The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
fob  the  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Stuabt  Wobtley,  Sheffield,  Hallam)  :  In 
view  of  the  specially  interesting  nature  of 
the  questions  raised  in  this  case,  the 
-Secretary  of  State  is  willing  to  make  an 
exception  here,  and  to  present  to  Parlia- 
ment a  print  of  the  evidence  taken  at  the 
inquest.  The  three  months  mentioned 
in  Section  62  of  the  Coal  Mines  Act, 
1887,  having  expired  on  January  16,  no 
prosecution  for  offences  against  that  Act 
-can  now  be  instituted.  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  doubts  whether  any  other 
criminal  proceeding  could  be  instituted 
with  reasonable  prospect  of  success ;  but 
he  will  refer  the  evidence,  when  printed, 
to  the  Director  of  Public  Prosecutions 
for  his  examination  and  Report  whether 
any  such  proceedings  should  be  taken. 
The  Secretary  of  State  is  taking  steps  to 
•carry  out  Mr.  Thomas's  recommendation 
as  to  the  alteration  of  one  of  the  Special 
Rules.  He  does  not  propose,  having  re- 
gard to  the  great  care  that  was  given  to 
the  inquiry  before  the  coroner,  to  order 
a  fresh  inquiry  under  Section  45. 


THE  LLANERCH   COLLIERY 
EXPLOSION. 

Mb.  PICKARD :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  a  verbatim  Copy 
of  the  shorthand  notes  taken  at  the 
coroner's  inquest  on  the  176  bodies 
killed  by  the  explosion  at  the  Llanerch 
Colliery,  Monmouth,  on  6th  February, 
1890;  whether  he  will  give  instructions 
to  prosecute  the  manager  and  firemen  for 
having  violated  General  Rules  4,  8,  and 
12  of  "The  Mines  Act,  1887;"  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  safety  and 
well-being  of  our  miners  generally,  and 
the  Llanerch  miners  in  particular,  he 
will  institute  a  special  inquiry  into  the 
cause  or  causes  of  the  explosion  at  thiB 
colliery,  as  provided  in  Section  45  of 
"  The  Mines  Act,  1887"? 

Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY :  The 
Secretary  of  State  is  daily  expecting  the 
Report  of  the  learned  counsel  who  repre- 
sented the  Home  Office  at  the  inquest. 
Pending  its  receipt,  he  is  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  reply  to  the  questions  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

EXPERIMENTS  ON  ANIMALS. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
when  the  Return  of  Experiments  autho- 
rised upon  animals  in  1 889  for  the  advance- 
ment of  medical  knowledge  of  the  living 
body  will  be  ready  ? 

Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY :  The  Re- 
turn was  produced  on  Saturday  last. 

FALSE  IMPRISONMENT  ON  PERJURED 

EVIDENCE. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  if  it  is  possible 
to  give  any  compensation  to  the  men 
Gleeson,  Brady,  Brooks,  and  Whaley,  for 
false  imprisonment  ? 

Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY:  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  nothing  to  add  to 
the  answer  which  he  gave  to  a  similar 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  on  the  21st 
April  last. 

JESUIT  COLLEGE  AT  VALENCIA. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  has 
K  2. 
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observed  the  statements  in  the  Spanish 
newspapers  that  the  Jesuit  College  in 
Barcelona  is  registered  as  belonging  to 
British  subjects,  although  there  are 
neither  English  priests  nor  English 
collegians  there,  and  that  the  same  is  the 
case  with  regard  to  the  Jesuit  College  at 
Valencia ;  and  that  the  British  flag  was 
raised  over  the  latter  college  during  the 
recent  riots  in  that  town ;  and  whether 
he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  into  this 
matter,  in  regard  to  which  very  strong 
protests  are  being  raised  by  the  Spanish 
Press? 

*Sik  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  hoisting  of 
the  British  flag  over  the  Jesuits'  College 
at  Valencia  has  been  reported  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ambassador  at  Madrid,  who  states  that 
the  building  appears  to  belong  to  a 
British  subject.  No  representation  on 
the  subject  has  been  made  by  the  Spanish 
Government. 

CENTRAL  AFRICA— THE  STANLEY 
EXPEDITION. 

Mb.  ALFRED  PEASE  (York)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  is  true  that 
the  survivors  of  the  slaves  with  which 
the  Stanley  Expedition  was  manned,  and 
which  were  originally  hired  from  Arab 
and  other  owners  at  Zanzibar,  have  been 
handed  over  to  their  original  owners, 
and  returned  into  slavery  at  Zanzibar ; 
and  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  wages 
they  earned  on  the  Expedition  have 
been  appropriated  by  their  owners  ?  I 
also  wish  to  know  whether  the  attention 
of  the  Government  has  been  directed  to 
certain  telegrams  that  have  appeared  in 
the  Times  newspaper,  from  Zanzibar, 
more  especially  one  dated  29th  April,  in 
the  Times  issue  of  30th  April,  in  which 
the  following  statement  occurred : — 

44  A  German  steamer  sailed  to-day  for  the 
Congo  with  409  mixed  Blavea  and  freemen,  re- 
cruited here  for  the  Congo  Railway ; " 

whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
hare  any  information,  confirmatory 
or  otherwise,  with  regard  to  the  allega- 
tions that  numbers  of  slaves  are  being 
shipped  from  time  to  time  from  Zanzibar 
to  the  Congo  State,  to  supply  labour  for 
the  construction  of  the  Congo  Railway ; 
and  whether  he  has  any  information  to 
show  that  the  export  of  slaves  from 
Zanzibar,  whether  as  slaves  or  under  the 
Mr.  Labouchere 


colour  of  engages  has  greatly  stimu- 
lated the  Slave  Trade  in  the  Lake- 
districts? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  We  have  been 
informed  by  Her  Majesty's  Consul 
General  in  Zanzibar  that  the  steamer 
in  question  sailed  after  an  inquiry 
had  been  held  on  board  by  the 
German  Authorities  on  the  East 
Coast.  It  is  understood  that  the 
Zanzibar  Government  is  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Congo  Government  on  the 
subject.  No  information  has  reached 
the  Foreign  Office  to  the  effect  stated  in 
the  last  paragraph  of  the  question.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  informed  that 
the  engagement  of  these  persons  is  per- 
fectly free  on  their  part.  It  would  be 
preferable  from  our  point  of  view  that 
they  should  take  service  with  the  East 
African  Company  at  Mombasa,  but  they 
elect  to  go  to  the  Congo,  and  it  is  possible 
that  the  liberality  shown  to  the  porters 
of  the  Emin  Relief  Expedition  have 
influenced  them  in  their  choice. 

Mb.  A.  E.  PEASE  :  Is  it  the  fact  that 
the  slaves  were  returned  to  their  masters 
at  a  date  subsequent  to  the  decree  of 
November,  which  declared  all  slaves 
free,  entering  or  returning  into  the  terri- 
tory of  the  Sultan  ? 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  misunderstood  me.  I 
did  not  say  that  the  slaves  were  returned 
to  their  masters,  but  that  they  volun- 
tarily went  back.  The  Relief  Committee 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  matter  at  all. 
The  men  voluntarily  engaged  them- 
selves, and  when  their  service  was  ended 
they  returned. 

Mb.  A.  E.  PEASE :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  reply  to  the  last  part  of 
the  hon.  Member's  question,  namely, 
whether  the  export  of  slaves  from  Zanzi- 
bar, whether  as  slaves  or  under  the  colour 
of  vngagfo,  has  not  greatly  stimulated 
the  Slave  Trade  in  the  Lake  Districts  1 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  have  stated 
that  no  information  of  the  kind  has 
reached  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

COMPENSATION  TO  RETIRED 
OFFUCERS. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
War  Office  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  paragraph  in  the  United 
Service  Gazette  of  Saturday,  26th  April, 
stating  that  a  certain   Major  General, 
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eompulsorily  retired,  had  asked  for,  and 
been  refused,  the  actuarial  calculations 
upon  which  the  rate  of  compensation 
was  fixed;  and,  if  so,  why  was  it 
refused ;  and,  if  those  calculations  were 
•correct,  why  was  the  data '  upon  which 
the  calculations  were  founded  given  in 
the  case  of  a  retired  Colonel  of  Engineers, 
-and  refused  to  the  other  officers  ? 
•Thb  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  Brodrick,  Surrey,  Guildford; : 
Actuarial  calculations  as  to  the  retired 
pay  of  officers  are  confidential  documents 
ior  the  assistance  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  fixing  the  amount  to  be  awarded. 
I  am  not  aware  that  the  actuarial  calcu- 
lations have  been  given  in  any  recent 
-case. 

Mb.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General 
whether  he  will  call  the  attention  of  the 
Director  of  Public  Prosecutions  to  the 
facte  and  allegations  connected  with  the 
Salford  gas  contracts,  with  a  view  to 
proceedings  being  taken  against  all  per- 
sons who  have  not  yet  been  brought  to 
justice,  with  respect  to  whom  primd  facie 
evidence  exists  that  they  have  been 
engaged  in  a  conspiracy  to  defraud  the 
ratepayers  of  Salford? 

Tim  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  I  have 
not  sufficient  information  to  enable 
me  to  reply  to  the  question.  If  any 
statement  is  laid  before  me  I  will  take 
•care  that  it  is  submitted  to  the  Public 
Prosecutor. 

Mb.  SUMMERS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the 
'Government  will  consider  the  propriety 
of  introducing  a  Salford  Corporation 
(Commission)  Bill,  on  the  lines  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Commis- 
sion) Bill,  which  was  introduced  into  this 
House  by  the  Home  Secretary,  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department,  in 
the  year  1888? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  would  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  (Commission)  Bill  was 
only  introduced  after  an  Address 
to  the  Crown  had  been  moved  by 
the  right  hon.  Lord  the  Member 
for  Paddington,  and  after  he  had 
shown  that  there  was  no  legal  remedy 
open  to  those  who  felt  themselves 
aggrieved.  As  regards  Salford,  the 
Government  are  not  at  all  satisfied  that 


the  legal  remedies  have  been  exhausted. 
In  the  absence  of  proof  to  that  effect,  and 
in  the  absence  of  an  Address  to  the 
Crown,  the  Government  as  yet  see  no 
reason  why  they  should  be  expected  to 
take  the  initiative. 

LICENSED  HOUSES. 

Mb.  STOREY :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the  Go- 
vernment will  prepare  and  present  to  the 
House  a  Return  of  the  licensed  houses 
(distinguishing  full  licences  from  licences 
for  "  beer  on  ")  in  each  licensing  area  in 
the  country,  and  setting  out  the  situa- 
tion of  each  such  House,  the  name  of 
the  owner,  and  the  name  of  the  ostensible 
licensee  i 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Return 
presented  on  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  seems 
to  me  to  answer  every  necessary  pur- 
pose. The  Return  the  hon.  Member 
asks  for  would  be  exceedingly  difficult 
to  obtain ;  it  would  be  most  costly,  and 
is  not  required  for  any  necessary  pur- 
pose. 

Mb.  STOREY:  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  inquire  I  think  he  will 
find  that  every  clerk  to  the  Licensing 
Justices  has  at  this  moment  a  Return  in 
his  possession  for  the  present  year.  I 
have  seen  a  Return  for  one  borough,  and 
I  could  easily  obtain  similar  Returns 
for  other  boroughs.  I  would,  therefore, 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider 
the  matter,  and  to  request  these  gentle- 
men to  forward  copies  of  the  Returns,  as 
they  contain  information  of  extreme 
importance. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  will,  of  course, 
in  answer  to  the  request  of  the  hon. 
Member,  consider  the  matter;  but  I 
think  he  will  see  that  a  complete  Return 
would  be  of  a  most  voluminous  character, 
seeing  that  some  110,000  persons  or 
houses  are  licensed,  and  to  give  all  the 
information  asked  for  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  involve  a  considerable  amount 
of  labour  and  expense. 

THE  LOCAL  TAXATION  BILL. 
Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Oockermouth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
will  consent  to  postpone  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Local  Taxation  Bill  until 
the  County  Councils  have  had  ample 
time  to  express  their  opinion  on  those 
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provisions  of  the  measure  which  impose 
on  them  the  obligation  of  negotiating 
for  the  purchase  of  licences  1 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  hon.  Baronet 
has  already  announced  his  intention  of 
doing  his  best  to  defeat  the  Local  Taxa- 
tion Bill,  and  the  Government  do  not 
feel  called  on  to  help  him  in  that  object 
by  postponing  the  Second  Beading  of  the 
Bill. 

IRELAND— THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION 
—THE  CONVICT  M'CAFFREY. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  on  what  date  the 
prisoner  M'CafErey,  who  was  removed  to 
London  to  give  evidence  before  the 
Special  Commission,  was  brought  back  to 
Downpatrick  Convict  Prison;  for  what 
period  he  was  detained  in  London ;  and 
whether  he  was  called  as  a  witness 
before  the  Commission ;  whether  he  has 
been  kept  in  solitary  confinement,  or 
otherwise  punished,  and  for  what  periods, 
since  his  return  ;  and  if  he  can  state  the 
reason  for  his  punishment,  and  at  whose 
instance  he  was  brought  to  London  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub,  Manchester, 
E.) :  The  General  Prisons  Board  report 
that  the  convict  mentioned  was  removed 
to  London,  not  to  give  evidence  before 
the  Special  Commission,  but  as  a  witness 
in  the  case  of  "  The  Queen  v.  Molloy." 
In  connection  with  that  case  he  was  in 
London  for  one  period  of  19  days  ending 
March  20,  1889,  and  a  second  period  of 
nine  days.  Since  his  return  to  Ireland  a 
year  ago  he  has  been  punished  for 
various  breaches  of  prison  discipline  and 
rule  on  five  occasions.  His  attendance 
in  London  was  at  the  instance  of  the 
solicitors  for  the  prosecution. 

Mk.  M'CARTAN :  For  what  period 
was  he  punished  1 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Prisons 
Board  have  not  sent  me  full  particulars ; 
but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  put 
down  a  further  question  I  shall  be  happy 
to  obtain  them. 

IRISH  NATIONAL  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  in  Ireland  have,  for 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson 


the  past  four  or  five  years,  paid  a  grant 
to  Townavanny  National  School,  in* 
County  Fermanagh,  the  average  attend- 
ance being  under  20  pupils,  the 
manager  being  the  Rev.  John  Don* 
aldson,  Presbyterian-  minister,  the- 
teacher  being  also  a  Presbyterian,  the 
pupils  attending  the  school  being  all 
Episcopalian ;  whether  he  is  also  aware 
that  the  local  Episcopalian  minister,  the 
Rev.  D.  E.  Dickson,  is  manager  of 
a  vested  National  School  at  Rossharbour, 
with  an  Episcopalian  teacher,  and  within 
about  a  mile  distant  from  the  residences 
of  the  pupils  attending  the  Townavanny 
school ;  and  whether  the  Regulations  of 
the  Treasury  sanction  the  payment  of  a 
grant  to  this  Presbyterian  school,  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  religious  instruction  to 
a  small  number  of  Episcopalian  children, 
when  they  can,  as  in  this  case,  obtain 
such  instruction  from  a  teacher  of  their 
own  creed  in  the  school  about  a  mile 
from  their  homes,  there  being  no- 
Presbyterian  children  whatever  in  the 
locality  of  either  school? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  not 
received  a  detailed  Report  on  the  several 
points  mentioned  in  the  question ;  but 
the  Commissioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion inform  me  that  it  is  the  case  that 
the  first  mentioned  school  receives  a 
modified  and  reduced  grant.  The  second 
mentioned  school  receives  a  full  class- 
grant,  the  attendance  being  sufficient.. 
The  Commissioners  propose  to  inquire 
further  into  this  matter. 


THE  CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether  he- 
is   aware   that  a  number  of  important 
Judgments  delivered  in  the  High  Court 
of  Justice  in  Ireland,  in  cases  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  have  been  collected  in  a  volume  and 
published  by  the  Queen's  printers  in  Ire- 
land; whether  copies  of  this  volume  have 
been  supplied  to  the  Crown  Solicitors,  Ses- 
sional '  Crown    Solicitors,   and  Resident 
Magistrates    throughout    the    country;, 
whether  he  can  say  at  whose  request  this 
volume  was   published;    and  if  copies, 
will  be  supplied  to  Irish  Members  of 
Parliament  or  to  Irish  lawyers  at  a  fair 
price  1 
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The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin) :  The  volume  referred  to  was 
printed  by  the  direction  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  information  of  Magistrates. 
It  was  also  supplied  to  Crown  and  Ses- 
sional Crown  Solicitors.  It  has  been  the 
constant  practice  of  Government  to  have 
Reports  of  important  cases  printed  by  the 
Queen's  printers  for  private  use,  and  not 
for  public  sale;  and  there  would  be 
difficulty  in  departing  from  this  course 
on  the  present  occasion. 

Mb  HUGH  GRAHAM,  J.P. 

Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  serious  charges  of 
intemperance  which  have  been  brought 
against  Mr.  Hugh  Graham,  Justice  of 
the  Peace,  of  Dromore,  County  Tyrone, 
have  been  before  the  Lord  Chancellor  for 
several  months;  whether  the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  yet  given  his  decision, 
and  what  is  the  cause  of  so  long  a  delay ; 
and  whether  he  is  aware  that  die  Magis- 
trate whose  conduct  has  been  so  gravely 
impugned  still  sits  in  the  Dromore  Petty 
Sessions  Court  1 

.  Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  that  he 
has  suspended  the  gentleman  mentioned 
from  sitting  on  the  Bench  of.  Magistrates. 
The  allegation  in  the  last  paragraph  of 
the  question  does  not  appear  to  have 
been  well  founded. 

LAND  COMMISSION-ULSTER. 

Mb.  M<CARTAN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  will  state  how 
many  fair  rent  applications,  served  on 
the  Land  Commission  in  respect  of 
holdings  in  Ulster,  still  remain  undis- 
posed of ;  and  what  number  of  legal  Sub- 
Commissioners  are  now  engaged  in  hear- 
ing cases  in  Ulster  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  9,902 
applications  have  been  disposed  of.  The 
number  of  Sub-Commissioners  now 
engaged  is  three,  one  of  whom  is  partly 
engaged  in  the  Province  of  Ulster,  and 
the  other  two  partly  in  Ulster  and 
partly  in  another  Province.  I  believe 
that  the  number  of  outstanding  cases  is 
being  diminished. 


THE  TIPPERARY  POLICE. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  are 
the  instructions  to  the  police  in  Tipperary 
regarding  the  watching  and  following  of 
persons  visiting  that  town ;  is  he  aware 
that  on  the  2nd  instant  when  Mr.  John 
Kelly,  of  Dublin,  arrived  at  the  Limerick 
Junction  he  was  joined  by  a  policeman, 
who  walked  by  his  side  keeping  step 
with  him  and  accompanying  him  every- 
where ;  and  whether  he  will  inquire  into 
the  practice  of  the  police  in  this  respect, 
and  prevent  any  provocative  conduct  on 
their  part  towards  people  visiting  the 
town  of  Tipperary  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  instruc- 
tions to  the  police  are  to  watch  persons 
who  may  reasonably  be  suspected  of  in- 
dulging in  illegal  practices.  I  believe 
Mr.  Kelly  comes  under  that  description, 
so  that  it  is  probable  that  he  was 
followed  by  the  police  on  his  arrival  at 
Limerick  Junction. 

IRISH  NATIONAL  TEACHERS. 

Mr.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if 
the  Treasury  has  yet  sanctioned  the 
establishment  of  the  proposed  Fund  for 
the  benefit  of  the  widows  and  orphans  of 
the  Irish  National  teachers  ;  and,  if  not, 
will  he  say  what  has  caused  the  delay  1 

•Mr.  GOSCHBN:  We  have  taken 
much  trouble  in  this  matter,  and  have 
devoted  a  large  amount  of  time  to  it. 
The  delay  has  been  due  to  what  the 
Treasury  consider  inadequate  provisions 
for  the  solvency  of  the  Fund.  Some  of 
the  rules  proposed  sinned  in  our  opinion 
against  sound  actuarial  principles,  and 
seemed  likely  to  involve  trouble  and  dis- 
appointment in  the  future. 

MICHAEL  MORRISEY. 

Mr.  CAREW  (Kildare,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  seeing 
that  Michael  Morrisey  has  now  been 
more  than  six  weeks  in  prison  for  having 
failed  to  remove  certain  buildings  erected 
for  the  shelter  of  evicted  tenants  on  the 
farm  of  Mrs.  Kelly,  of  Clongorey,  over 
which  he  had  no  control,  he  will  consider 
the  desirability  of  recommending  his 
immediate  release  ? 
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Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Morrisey  is  in 
prison  for  contempt  of  Court,  and  the 
Irish  Executive  have  no  power  to  deal 
with  the  case.  It  is  open  to  the  prisoner 
to  obtain  his  immediate  release  by  purg- 
ing the  contempt. 

In  reply  to  a  farther  question  by  Mr. 
Carbw, 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said :  As  far  as 
my  memory  enables  me  to  say,  this 
man's  wife  has  been  released  on  account 
of  ill-health. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  Have 
the  Irish  Executive  no  power  to  inter- 
fere 1 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  No,  Sir;  I 
understand  not.  We  have  been  clearly 
advised  on  that  point,  and  I  think  I  have 
already  said  so  in  answer  to  previous 
questions.  I  am  told  that  the  Irish 
Executive  have  no  power  whatever  to 
interfere  in  a  case  of  committal  for  con- 
tempt of  Court. 

BOYCOTTING— CASE  OF  Mb.  DALY 

Mr.  M'CARTAN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  will  state  on  what 
date  Mr.  Daly  and  the  other  prisoners 
convicted  of  boycotting  the  Great 
Northern  Railway  at  Carrickmacross 
were  transferred  from  Derry  to  Belfast 
gaol;  and  if  he  will  explain  why  they 
were  obliged  to  wear  the  prison  uniform 
on  their  journey,  and  handcuffed  when 
brought  through  the  streets  of  Belfast  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  the  prisoners 
referred  to  were  removed  from  Derry  to 
Belfast  Prison  on  8th  April.  These 
prisoners  elected  to  wear  the  prison 
dress  while  in  prison,  and  were,  as  usual 
in  such  cases,  transferred  in  that  cloth- 
ing. They  were  handcuffed  in  accord- 
ance with  the  practice  which  is  adopted 
by  the  constabulary  in  the  case  of 
prisoners  under  their  charge  when  pass- 
ing through  a  thickly-populated  town, 
when  the  escort  happen  to  be  also 
strangers  to  the  town. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  a  man  named 
Dunlop,  who  was  lately  convicted  of 
forgery,  and  who  was  suspected  of  com- 
plicity with  murder,  was  taken  to  prison 
in  his  own  clothes,  and  was  not  hand- 
cuffed? 


Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
acquainted  with  the  case  ;  but,  of  course, 
the  duty  of  the  police  would  be  regu- 
lated by  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

UNITED  STATES  TARIFF  BILL. 
Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  if  it  is  true  that  the 
new  Tariff  Bill  submitted  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  to  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  United  States 
of  America  provides  for  the  practical 
prohibition  of  importations  of  Sheffield 
cutlery  and  edge  tools  by  an  increase  in 
the  Import  Duties  of  from  50  to  100 
per  cent.;  and  in  the  event  of  the 
adoption  by  a  friendly  Power,  whose 
productions  are  admitted  to  a  free  market 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  of  proposals  so 
serious  to  British  industry,  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  consider  the 
desirability  of  extending  the  doctrine  of 
commercial  reciprocity  adopted  by  this 
country  in  the  case  of  Greece  ? 
•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  It  appears  to  be 
intended  in  the  Bill  on  the  whole  to 
increase  these  duties,  though  in  some 
classes  of  edged  tools  a  decrease  seems 
to  be  intended.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  not  in  a  position  to  judge  what 
the  amount  or  value  will  be,  and  the 
proposals  are  subject  to  alterations  during 
the  progress  of  the  Bill.  It  would  be 
impossible  to  object  to  such  proposals, 
because  they  are  founded  upon  a  fiscal 
policy  different  to  our  own  ;  and  there  is 
no  opportunity  of  procuring  reciprocal 
reductions  unless  we  are  imposing  duties 
upon  staple  articles  of  production  from 
the  country  in  question,  as  was  the  case 
in  regard  to  Greek  currants. 

THE  ALLOTMENTS  BILL. 
Mr.  CHANNTNG  (Northampton,  B.) : 
I  wish  to  put  a  question  to  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
reference  to  the  Allotments  Bill.  I  had 
an  Instruction  down  upon  the  Paper  on 
Friday,  which  I  was  prevented  from 
moving ;  but  I  wish  to  know  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  introduce 
clauses  for  the  purpose  of  cheapening 
the  procedure  under  the  Act  in  the 
direction  of  the  Instruction  I  had  in- 
tended to  move,  which  Instruction  was 
to  the  effect  that  in  case  of  compulsory 
purchase  now  extra  allowance  should  be 
made ;  and  also  clauses  to  provide  that 


\ 

\ 


265 


Post  Office 


{Mat  6, 1890} 


at  Bootle. 


266 


the  Local  Authorities  shall  hare  more 
freedom  as  to  the  extent  of  the  land 
they  may  require  for  the  purpose  of 
allotments.  Will  the  Government  intro- 
duce clauses  of  that  nature  now,  or  will 
they  re-commit  the  Bill  at  a  later  period, 
with  the  view  of  inserting  clauses  to 
cover  those  purposes  ? 

•Mb.  RITCHIE :  The  very  fact  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  being  m  order  in  moving 
an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  will 
show  that,  unless  such  an  Instruction  had 
been  agreed  to,  neither  the  Government 
nor  any  individual  Member  could 
possibly  introduce  sueh  clauses.  There- 
fore, whatever  may  be  the  view  of  the 
Government  they  would  be  unable  to 
take  the  ooune  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Mr. 
Chaining, 

♦Mb.  RITCHIE  said  :  The  progress  of 
measures  now  before  the  House  is  not  so 
rapid  as  to  afford  the  slightest  chance  of 
a  Bill  dealing  with  the  questions  raised 
by  the  hon.  Member  becoming  law,  or 
even  to  justify  its  introduction. 

THE  WHITSUNTIDE  HOLIDAYS 

Mb.  HERBERT  GARDNER  (Essex, 
Saffron  Walden) :  I  wish  to*  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the 
statement  which  appears  in  the  public 
Press  to-day  in  regard  to  the  Whitsun- 
tide holidays  is  correct  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  No,  Sir ;  there  is 
no  foundation  whatever  for  it. 

LATE  SITTINGS. 

Mb.H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhampton, 
13.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  a  question  with  reference  to 
the  late  Sitting  on  Monday  when  the 
House  did  not  rise  till  a  quarter  past  I 
o'clock  this  morning.  The  Votes  and 
Proceedings  of  Friday's  Sitting  set  forth 
that  "it  being  after  1  o'clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Question  put."  Last  night,  however, 
considerably  after  1  o'clock,  and  after 
the  Money  Bill  exempted  from  the 
opera+ion  of  the  Standing  Order  had  been 
disposed  of,  the  House  proceeded  to  deal 
with  between  60  and  70  Orders  of  the 
Day.  It  was  a  great  inconvenience  to 
^on.  Members  to  be  kept  after  1  o'clock, 
while  the  Orders  of  the  Day  were  being 
hurriedly    gone   through,    in .  order    to 


prevent  possible  mischief  in  consequence 
of  some  Bill  being  run  through  without 
the  knowledge  and  concurrence  of  the 
House ;  and  I  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  will  propose  such  a 
verbal  alteration  in  the  Standing  Order 
relating  to  the  Sittings  of  the  House  as 
will  prevent  any  business  being  taken 
after  1  o'clock,  except  such  business  as 
either  by  Standing  Order  or  Resolution 
of  the  House  can  be  taken  after*  that 
hour? 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  is  somewhat 
unusual  to  put  a  question  relating  to  the 
Orders  and  Rules  of  the  House  without 
notice ;  but  in  reply  to  the  question  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  have  to  say 
that  the  course  pursued  at  an  early  hour 
this  morning  was,  in  the  first  place,  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House ;  and,  in 
the  second  place,  in  accordance  with  the 
Standing  Orders,  which  provide  that 
after  any  business  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  this  Resolution  (that  ia  the 
1 2  o'clock  Rule)  is  disposed  of,  the  remain- 
ing business  of  the  Sitting  shall  be  dealt 
with  according  to  the  provisions  applicable 
to  business  taken  after  1 2  o'clock ;  and  it  is 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  business  taken  after  12 
o'clock  at  an  ordinary  Sitting  is  gone 
through  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House,  and  Orders  are  postponed  or,  if 
no  objection  is  made,  they  are  taken,  and 
when  the  Orders  are  gone  through  the 
adjournment  is  moved.  That  was  the 
course  pursued  this  morning,  and  I 
think  it  was  one  which  was  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  House.  I  will,  however, 
consider  the  question,  and  if  there 
appears  to  be  any  general  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  House  that  a  change  should 
be  made,  I  will  see  what  course  can  be 
adopted. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  I  wish  to  explain 
that  I  thought  the  matter  so  important 
that  I  wished  to  call  attention  to  it  with- 
out loss  of  time,  and  had  no  opportunity 
of  giving  notice. 

POST  OFFICE  AT  BOOTLE. 
Colonel  SANDYS  :  I  had  intended  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  grant  a 
separate  General  Post  Office,  distinct  • 
from  the  Liverpool  Post  Office,  to  the 
Borough  County  of  Bootle,  in  Lancashire, 
which  has  54,000  inhabitants  at  the 
present  time  and  is  increasing;    such 
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change  of  postal  arrangements  being 
desired  by  many  persons  residing  there  ; 
but  at  the  request  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  I  beg  to  postpone  the  ques- 
tion until  Thursday. 


INLAND  REVENUE  REGULATION 
BILL.  -(No.  211.) 

Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bill 
[Loids]  with  Minutes  of  Evidence. 

Roport  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  110.] 

Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  for  Thursday,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  255.] 

WESTERN  AUSTRALIA  CONSTITUTION 
BILL. -(No.  112.) 
Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, with  Minutes  of  Evidence. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  160.] 

Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  for  Monday  next,  and 
to  be  printed.     [Bill  256.] 

MOTION. 


MINING  ACCIDENTS  (SCOTLAND)  (NATIONAL 
INSURANCE)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Baird,  Bill  to  provide 
for  a  system  of  National  Insurance  against 
accidents  in  mines  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Baird,  Mr.  Hosrier,  Mr. 
Hugh  Elliot,  and  Mr.  Vernon. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  257.] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


ALLOTMENTS  ACT  (1887)  AMENDMENT 
BILL.- (No.  147) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee. 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

*(3.0.)  Mb.  OLDROYD  (Dewsbury)  : 
I  beg  to  move,  in  line  12,  page  1,  after 
"  parish,"  to  insert  "  not  being  within  the 
limits  of  a  borough  as  defined  by  '  The 
Municipal  Corporation  Act,  188S.' "  I 
think  the  Amendment  is  one  of  consider- 
able importance,  its  object  being  to 
restrict  the  operation  of  the  Bill  within  a 
borough.  Under  the  principal  Act  the 
Colonel  Sandy  8 


Sanitary  Authority  of   any  district,  on 
the  representation    of  six  electors,    are 
placed  under  an  obligation    to  provide 
allotments,  and  under  the  measure  now 
before  the  House,  on  the  default  of  such 
Sanitary  Authority,    an    appeal  is  con- 
ceded   to    the  County    Council   of  the 
county.     It  is  against  this  broad  and  in- 
discriminate appeal  that  I  take    objec- 
tion.    I  quite  admit  the  view  put  before 
the  House  by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  on  Friday,  that  this 
Bill  does  not  open  up  the  general  ques- 
tion   of  allotments.     It  is    merely  an 
Amendment  Act  introduced   with   the 
intention  of  giving  greater  efficiency  to 
the  provisions  of  the  original  Bill ;  and  I 
submit    that  the  Amendment  which  I 
am  moving  does  not  in  any  way  frustrate 
the  design  of  the  Government  to  render 
the  original   Act    more  efficient.      My 
object  is  not  to  exclude  boroughs  from 
the   benefits  of  the  principal  Act,  but 
simply  to  exclude  them  from  what  I  con- 
ceive to  be  the  disadvantage  of  the  appeal 
instituted  by  the  Bill.    I  will  not  deal 
with  the  question  of  the  county  boroughs. 
I  have  been  given  to  understand  that 
the  Government  are  disposed  to  agree  to 
another  Amendment  on  the  Paper  exclud- 
ing the  county  boroughs  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill.     I  propose,  therefore, 
to  confine  my  remarks  to  the  Amend- 
ment, so  far  as  it  affects  the  non-county 
boroughs.     I  do  not  move  it  in  any  spirit 
of  hostility  to  the  Government,  because  I 
fail  to  see  that  there  is  any  Party  ques- 
tion involved  in  the  matter,  and  I  hope 
and  expect  to  receive  support  from  both 
sides  of  the  House,   and  especially  from 
those  who  are  the  friends  of  municipal 
government.     I    wish    the     Committee 
thoroughly     to     understand      that     I 
have      no      intention      of      excluding 
the  boroughs  from  the  benefit  of  the  prin- 
cipal Act.    I  do  not  object  to  an  appeal 
from    the    Sanitary    Authority  to    the 
County  Council  elected  on  a  proper  basis, 
but  I  am  opposed  to  an  appeal  from  the 
Municipal  Council  to  the  County  Council 
elected  on  identically  the  same  franchise- 
and  with  no  higher  sanction  than  the 
authority  from  which  the  appeal  is  made. 
I  fail  to  see  any  reason  whatever  for  the- 
institution  of  an  appeal  of  any  sort  from 
the    decision    of    the   Town    Councils. 
They  are  an  authority  above  suspicion, 
and  if  they  prove  recalcitrant  and  refuse 
to  comply  with  the  wishes  of  the  people 
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in  regard  to  making  provision  for  allot- 
ments, the  remedy  is  a  very  simple  one, 
and  will  be  in  operation  on  every  1st  of 
November,  when  one-third  of  the 
Town  Council  has  to  submit  itself  for  re- 
election. Therefore,  a  Oonrt  of  Appeal 
is  already  established,  namely,  the  elec- 
tors themselves.  If  it  is  necessary  to 
institute  an  appeal,  I  venture  to  think 
that  it  ought  not  to  be  to  any  authority 
more  remote  from  the  place  concerned 
and  the  parties  interested  than  the 
Town  Council  itself.  No  authority  can 
be  in  more  intimate  touch  with  a  place 
and  with  those  concerned  than  the  elec- 
tors and  the  representatives  of  the  rate- 
payers in  the  Town  Council,  and  I  think 
there  could  not  be  a  better  appeal  than 
to  the  constituency  itself,  which  has  all 
the  responsibility  of  the  matter,  knows 
its  own  mind,  and  is  supposed  to  know  its 
own  business.  There  is  no  appeal  from 
this  House  to  the  House  of  Lords  or  to 
the  Crown  ;  but  the  appeal  is  back  again 
to  the  people,  who  are  the  source  of  the 
power  and  the  authority  of  the  Honse. 
I  object  to  an  appeal  from  an  authority 
which  has  full  cognisance  of  the  affairs  of 
the  town,  and  maintain  that  in  all  cases 
it  should  be  to  the  electors  rather  than 
from  them.  If  a  Court  of  Appeal  is  to 
be  instituted,  why  should  it  be  to  the 
County  Council,  which  has  no  higher 
sanction  than  the  Town  Council,  and 
which  must,  from  the  very  nature  of  the 
case,  be  less  fitted  for  the  consideration 
of  the  question  of  allotments  than  the 
Town  Council  can  be  1  It  is  less  in  touch 
with  the  electors  and  must  know  less 
about  the  matter  than  those  who  live  on 
the  spot  It  may  be  urged  that  the 
Town  Council,  according  to  the  machinery 
of  the  Bill,  will  be  represented  in  the 
County  Council,  which  is  to  adjudicate 
in  the  matter.  But  the  Town  Council 
is  only  very  fractionally  repre- 
sented. Take  the  case  of  the  West 
Biding  of  Yorkshire.  The  County 
Council  consists  of  120  members;  but  by 
the  machinery  of  this  Bill  the  Com- 
mittee will  consist  of  not  more  than  one- 
fourth,  or  30  members,  and  the  two 
solitary  representatives  of  any  particular 
borough  will  constitute  a  very  fractional 
part  of  that  Committee,  and  they  may, 
individually,  be  directly  opposed  to  the 
expressed  will  of  the  Town  Council 
itself.  Then,  again,  the  representatives 
will  be  elected  for  county  and  not  for 


local  purposes.  It  may  be  urged  that 
the  County  Council  will  not  rush  to  a 
conclusion  in  these  matters,  but  will 
institute  an  inquiry  on  the  spot,  and  will 
be  guided  by  the  evidence  brought  before 
them.  In  reply  to  that,  I  say  that  the 
very  necessity  for  inquiry  is  condemna- 
tory of  the  principle  laid  down  in  the 
Bill.  The  Town  Council  would  have  no 
need  for  inquiry,  because  they  would 
know  all  the  concerns  of  the  place  and 
every  interest  that  affected  the  rate- 
payers. Therefore,  I  submit  that  the 
arrangements  and  machinery  of  the  Bill 
will  lead  to  the  all-important  factor  of 
local  knowledge  and  local  opinion  being 
swamped  by  the  opinion  and  views  of 
those  who  are  comparative  strangers  to 
the  interests  of  the  district  concerned. 
I  further  maintain  that  if  the  opinion  of 
the  County  Council  is  opposed  to  that  of 
the  borough  it  will,  if  put  in  force,  en- 
gender a  great  deal  of  friction.  The 
opinion  of  the  County  Council  cannot  bo 
operative  except  in  a  case  where  it  is 
opposed  to  that  of  the  Town  Council,, 
and  in  the  very  nature  of  the  case  it 
would  be  a  gratuitous  affront  to  the 
Town  Council  and  a  reflection  upon  its- 
judgment.  What  justification  is  there, 
I  would  ask,  for  making  these  offensive 
proposals?  The  Town  Councils  in  the 
past  have  proved  themselves  equal  to  all 
the  demands  which  have  been  made 
upon  them,  and  their  duties  have  been 
numerous  and  multifarious — some  of 
them  vastly  more  important  than  ques- 
tions which  are  now  sought  to  be  taken 
out  of  their  hands.  Municipal  Govern- 
ment is  acknowledged  on  all  sides  to  be- 
the  best  form  of  Local  Government,  and  it 
has  proved  itself  effective  both  in  small 
and  large  matters.  I  believe  that  the 
institution  of  an  appeal  from  the  Town 
Council  to  the  County  Council  will 
establish  a  bad  precedent  and  one  that 
will  be  not  only  dangerous  but  insidious, 
leading  to  greater  development  on  the 
same  lines  in  the  future.  If  we 
once  acknowledge  the  right  of  the 
County  Council  to  interfere  in  the 
local  matters  of  a  borough,  it  will 
end  in  the  Town  Council  being 
completely  overshadowed  by  the  sup- 
posed greater  importance  of  the  County 
Council.  What  will  the  consequence  be 
to  the  Town  Council  itself  1  It  will  be 
shorn  of  its  powers  and  necessarily 
weakened.     It  will  become  a  subsidiary 
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body  and  be  converted  ink)  a  consulta- 
tive Committee  from  whose  judgment  an 
appeal  may  be  made  to  the  better 
judgment  of  the  County  Council.  That 
will  be  a  heavy  blow  to  the  efficiency 
and  independence  of  the  Town  Councils 
generally,  and  the  result  will  necessarily 
be  that  the  best  men  in  the  borough 
will  refuse  to  serve  on  the  Town 
Council,  when  they  feel  that  *  all 
influence  is  withdrawn  for  them.  I 
think  that  we  cannot  be  too  careful  not 
to  allow  anything  to  pass  this  House  in 
the  shape  el  legislation  which  will 
tamper  with  our  Municipal  Govern- 
ment — an  institution  which  has  done 
more  than  anything  else  to  train  the 
people  of  this  country  in  the  art  of  self- 
government — an  institution  which  has 
been  encouraged  and  fostered  by  past 
legislation,  and  which  has  proved  worthy 
of  the  confidence  reposed  in  it.  It  will 
be  a  blow  not  only  unseemly,  but  prema- 
ture. It  will  constitute  an  appeal  from 
an  old  authority  which  has  been  tried 
for  many  centuries  to  one  which  has  not 
yet  proved  itself  worthy  of  confidence, 
an  authority  yet  untried  and  which  has 
yet  to  win  its  spurs.  Public  opinion  will 
•effect  every  remedy  that  is  necessary, 
because  on  the  1st  of  November  in  every 
year  one-third  of  the  Town  Council  must 
be  re-elected.  If  the  Town  Councillors 
are  opposed  to  public  opinion,  public 
opinion  will  know  how  to  bring  its 
influence  to  bear  upon  them.  Then, 
again,  the  question  of  time  may  be  urged 
in  this  case — that  it  may  take  a  long 
time  to  bring  round  the  Town  Councils 
•to  a  knowledge  of  their  duties  and  a 
•desire  to  perform  them.  The  proposal, 
however,  as  it  originally  stood  in  the 
Bill,  has  been  considerably  altered  by 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  Whereas  time  was  to  have  been 
given,  now,  in  the  case  of  opposition  by 
the  Town  Council,  the  affair  is  to  be  taken 
wholly  out  of  their  hands,  and  put  into 
those  of  the  County  Authority.  There-, 
fore,  as  the  Bill  stands,  it  is  even  worse 
than  it  was  when  originally  drafted.  If 
an  appeal  from  the  Town  Council  is  to 
be  given  to  the  County  Council,  we  shall 
be  adopting  the  principle  of  an  untried 
authority,  possessing  a  less  intimate 
knowledge  of  the  locality,  usurping  the 
power  of  the  Local  Authority,  spending 
the  money  and  pledging  the  credit  of 
the  authority  which  has  been  specially 
Mr.  Oldroyd 


appointed  to  administer  the  local  affairs 
of  the  district.  That  is  both  a  dangerous 
and  an  un-Constitutional  principle ;  and 
a  proposal  not  only  arbitrary,  but 
one  which  casts  doubt  upon  the  wisdom 
and  the  sense  of  responsibility  possessed 
by  the  Town  Councils.  Yet  that  is  the 
view  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  taken  of  the  Town  Councils,  which 
he  says  have  not  in  the  past  performed 
their  duties  satisfactorily. 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  RrrcmB, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  I  have  no 
desire  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Member,  but 
I  did  not  make  any  statement  of  the  kind. 

*Mb.  OLDROYD:  I  am  glad  to  find 
that  I  misunderstood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

♦Mb.  RITCHIE :  What  took  place  was 
this :  An  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  oppo- 
site side  urged  that  Boards  of  Guardians 
had  not  performed  their  sanitary  duties 
in  a  satisfactory  manner,  and  drew  from 
that  fact  the  conclusion  that  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  ought  not  to  be  entrusted 
with  the  administration  of  this  Act.  In 
reply  to  that  assertion,  1  said  that  no 
doubt  there  had  been  Boards*  of  Guar- 
dians which  had  not  administered  satis- 
factorily the  powers  conferred  upon 
them,  and  I  added  that  there  were  also 
Municipal  Authorities  whicn  had  not 
performed  their  duties  satisfactorily. 

•Mb.  OLDROYD :  That  is  exactly  what 
I  said. 

•Me.  RITCHIE :  I  was  not  referring 
to  the  administration  of  the  Allotments 
Act  at  all,  but  to  ordinary  sanitary 
administration — water,  drainage,  and 
so  on. 

•Mb.  OLDROYD :  1  naturally  thought 
that  the  application  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  remarks  were  to  the  Bill 
before  the  House. 

•Mr.  RITCHIE :  That  was  not  so. 

•Me.  OLDROYD:  I  do  not  propose 
to  deal  with  the  county  boroughs  in  the 
matter.  They  are  quite  capable  of  taking 
care  of  themselves.  There  are  226 
non-county  boroughs,  and  I  have 
addressed  a  communication  to  each 
one  of  them  in  regard  to  this 
Bill.  I  have  received  replies  in 
160  cases.  In  124  of  these,  Town 
Clerks  report  that  no  application  for 
allotments  has  been  made  under  the 
original  Act.  But  in  36  cases  such  ap- 
plication has  been  made.     In   20  allot- 
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ments  have  been  provided,  leaving  onlj 
16  to  be  accounted  for.  Of  these  16, 
four  have  the  matter  at  the  present 
moment  under  consideration,  and  are 
awaiting  further  information  on  the  sub- 
ject. Of  the  remaining  12,  Abingdon 
has  not  put  the  principal  Act  in  force 
because  there  are  plenty  of  allotments 
already  available  ;  Bewdley  did  not  put 
it  in  force  because  land  is  already  pro- 
vided ;  in  Buckingham  the  Town 
Council  hesitate  to  take  compulsory 
powers  because  voluntary  measures 
have  not  yet  been  exhausted  ;  in  Jarrow 
the  matter  has  been  carefully  considered, 
but  it  is  found  that  land  cannot  be  pro- 
vided, except  at  too  costly  a  rate ;  in 
Louth  there  have  been  a  considerable 
number  of  applicants,  but  they  refuse  to 
giv3  a  market  value  for  the  allotments 
they  desire  to  have  ;  in  Lyme  Regis  con- 
siderable difficulty  has  been  found  in  se- 
curing land  at  a  sufficiently  low  rent  to 
make  the  Act  workable ;  in  Newbury 
the  matter  has  been  postponed  ;  in  Ten- 
terden  compulsory  powers  have  not 
been  exercised,  and  landowners  have 
not  yet  offered  their  land ;  in  Tun- 
bridge  Wells  the  Act  would  have  been 
put  in  force,  but  it  was  found  that  the 
only  land  available  is  at  too  great  a  dis- 
tance from  the  cottages  occupied  by  the 
applicants ;  in  Weymouth  an  advertise- 
mentwas  inserted  in  a  local  newspaper,  re- 
sulting in  100  applications,  but  it  was 
found  that  the  applicants  were  not  dis- 
posed to  pay  a  price  which  would  cover 
the  cost  of  acquiring  the  land  and  ad- 
ministering the  Act ;  at  Wokingham 
the  same  remarks  apply  ;  and  in  the  case 
of  Workington  the  Act  has  not  been  put 
in  force  because  the  applicants  were 
found  not  to  be  bond  fide  labourers, 
but  a  class  for  whom  the  Act 
was  never  intended.  I  main- 
tain that  these  oases  show  that 
the  principal  Act  has  been  put  in  force 
wherever  it  was  possible,  consistent  with 
the  interests  of  the  locality,  and  that  the 
Municipal  Authorities  have  not  shown 
any  spirit  of  opposition  to  the  working  of 
the  Act.  I  leave  the  case  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  Committee,  and  I  hope  that 
the  President  of  die  Local  Government 
Board  will  see  his  way  to  leave  the 
question  an  open  one,  so  that  Members 
may  discuss  it  and  vote  upon  it  without 
feeling  themselves  trammelled  by  Party 
ties. 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  Clause  2,  page  1,  line  12,  after  the  word 
"  parish,"  to  insert  the  words  "  noi  being  within* 
the  limits  of  a  borough  as  defined  by  'The 
Municipal   Corporations    Act,    1882.'  " — {Mr. 
Oldroyd.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words, 
be  there  inserted  " 

*(3.26.)  Sib  A.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.) : 
A   similar  Amendment  stands   on   the 
Paper  in  my  name,  and  I  therefore  beg  to 
second  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dewsbury  (Mr.  Oldroyd).     In  doing 
so  I  hope  I  may  appeal  to  the  President, 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  to  have 
regard  to  the  wishes  of  a  very  large  por- 
tion  of  the   House   upon   this   subject. 
Almost   without  exception   the   feeling 
in  the  Municipalities  is  extremely  strong 
and  unanimous,  and  I  believe  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  will  both   serve  the 
State  and  the  interests  of  his  own  Party 
if  he  will  consent  to  recognise  the  pre- 
valence of  that  feeling.     I  am  quite  sure 
that  if  we  are  compelled  to  divide  upon  the 
question  there  are  many  of  us  who  will 
have  regard  to  old  municipal  feelings — 
which  are  even  older  than  Party  feelings. 
As  far  as  the  county  boroughs  are  con- 
cerned, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  in- 
timated to  me  that  if  the  Bill  is  doubtful 
as  to  their  inclusion  in  this  clause  a  new 
section  will  be  inserted  to  make  it  clear 
that  there  is  no  intention  of  establishing 
an  appeal  from   the  county  boroughs  to 
the  County  Councils.     I  hope  that  con- 
cession will  not  be  limited  to  the  county 
boroughs.    I  think  there  are  the  strongest 
reasons    for    extending  it  to  the   non- 
county  boroughs.     It   is  a  distinct  in- 
novation  to  give    an    appeal  from  one 
representative  body  to  another,  especially 
when  the  latter  is  a  collateral  representa- 
tive body.     I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
if  the  boroughs  have  to  choose  between 
an  appeal  to  a  Public  Department  and  an 
appeal   to    a    collateral    tribunal    of    a 
similarly    representative     character     to- 
their  own,  they  will  choose  the  former. 
If  I  wanted   to  illustrate  the  strength 
and  universality  of  the  feeling  in  this 
matter  I  could  not  do  better  than  refer 
the  right   hon.    Gentleman  to  his  own 
Transfer  of  Powers  Bill  of  last  Session,, 
which  encountered  so  much  opposition' 
because  it  was  based  on  similar  lines  to* 
the  present  proposal.    The  clause  would 
have  a  tendency  to  make  an  inroad  om 
the    sense   of   responsibility  -of    Town. 
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Councils.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
the  responsibility  of  these  Councils  has 
been  exercised  by  them  for  a  very  long 
period — many  of  them  have  existed  for 
•centuries.  The  County  Councils,  much 
as  we  esteem  them,  are  but  the  creations 
of  yesterday,  and  have  not  that  experi- 
ence, that  prestige,  and  that  responsibility 
which  attaches  to  the  Town  Councils. 
My  second  objection  to  the  clause  is 
'that  this  is  a  distinctly  local  ques- 
tion, and  that  it  is  a  matter  to  be 
dealt  with  in  small  areas  and  by 
communities  themselves  on  the  spot. 
What  are  the  questions  on  which  Local 
Bodies  are  called  upon  to  act  in  this 
matter  ?  The  first  is,  whether  there  is  a 
need  of  allotments ;  and  the  second  is, 
*can  they  be  obtained  on  voluntary  and 
reasonable  terms?  Surely  these  are 
•essentially  local  questions.  Who  can 
know  better  than  those  who  reside  in 
the  locality  whether  there  is  a  need  of 
allotments  and  how  they  can  best  be 
•obtained)  I  hope  our  action  on  this 
point  will  not  be  misinterpreted.  The 
more  people  we  can  associate  with 
an  interest  in  the  land  the  better 
for  those  principles  we  support  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  It  may  be 
information  to  this  House  that  the 
best  illustration  of  the  application  of 
the  allotments  principle  in  this  country 
is  the  case  of  the  City  of  Nottingham.  I 
know  of  no  instance  in  which  a  progres- 
sive Municipality  has  done  so  much  in 
various  directions,  and  especially  in  the 
direction  of  providing  allotments  close  to 
the  doors  of  the  people.  I  ask  whether, 
if  the  wishes  of  the  labourers  are  over- 
looked by  their  own  representative  body, 
it  can  be  expected  that  they  will  appeal 
to  a  distant  tribunal  1  If  they  do  and 
:are  successful,  there  will  be  great  friction; 
and  whether  they  are  successful  or  not 
there  will  be  great  feeling.  I  believe 
the  feeling  against  this  proposal 
is  not  confined  merely  to  the  boroughs. 
You  will,  I  think,  find  it  expressed  even 
by  those  representatives  who  represent 
-county  constituencies.  They  feel  that 
if  the  County  Councils  are  to  be  called 
upon  to  interfere  in  a  number  of  local 
matters,  the  chief  reasons  for  their  estab- 
lishment will  be  jeopardised.  I  can  quite 
understand  that  new  bodies,  which  are 
themselves  on  their  trial,  which  so  far 
have  succeeded  admirably,  and  which 
have  a  great  deal  to  do  in  the  future, 
Sir  A.  RoUit 


should  say  in  this  matter  "Save  us  from 
our  friends."  I  hope  this  demand  will 
not  be  persisted  in,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  see  their  way  to  assent  to  the 
Amendment. 

•(3.42.)  Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset, 
E.) :  I  hope  the  Committee  will  not  be 
carried  away  by  the  two  very  able 
speeches  which  have  just  been  delivered 
so  as  to  overlook  the  very  serious  disad- 
vantages this  Amendment,  if  adopted, 
will  produce  all  over  the  country.  I 
think  there  is  a  general  agreement  that 
we  should  not  spend  much  time  in  dis- 
cussing the  case  of  the  county  boroughs, 
because  they  have  been  already  left  out- 
side the  present  county  system,  and  it 
would  be  absurd  to  include  them  in  it 
under  this  Bill.  But  with  regard  to  the 
small  boroughs  the  case  is  entirely 
different.  There  are  at  present  over  200 
of  these  boroughs  which  are  fairly  re- 
presented according  to  population  in  the 
County  Councils.  At  least  half  of  them 
have  a  population  of  less  than  10,000, 
whilst  72  have  a  population  of  under 
5,000,  and  14  of  under  2,000.  The 
proposal  is,  therefore,  to  exclude  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  a  large  number  of 
towns  with  extremely  small  populations, 
and  which,  by  the  deliberate  judgment 
of  the  House  two  years  ago,  have  been 
included  in  the  county  system  for  all 
purposes,  whilst  at  the  same  time  leav- 
ing within  the  operation  of  the  measure 
a  large  number  of  towns  of  infinitely 
more  importance  in  point  of  population. 
There  are  no  less  than  34  sanitary 
districts  with  a  population  of  over 
20,000,  and  these  are  not  touched  by  the 
Amendment.  I  wish  briefly  to  call 
attention  to  the  extraordinary  anomaly 
that  will  be  produced  in  every  county  if 
the  Amendment  be  carried.  In  Glamor- 
gan, for  instance,  I  find  there  are  Local 
Government  districts  with  populations  of 
33,000,  48,000,  and  55,000  respectively. 
These  would  be  included  within  the 
operation  of  the  Bill.  On  the  other  hand, 
there  are  two  boroughs  with  populations 
of  less  than  5,000,  which,  under  the 
Amendment,  would  be  excluded  from  its 
operation.  Almost  as  great  anomalies 
would  be  produced  in  every  county  in 
England  and  Wales.  This  Amendment, 
if  carried,  will  be  taken  as  a  precedent  in 
the  future  for  excluding  the  non-county 
boroughs  from  almost  every  new  pro- 
posal giving  fresh  powers  to  the   County 
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Councils.  Everyone  familiar  with  the 
working  of  the  County  Councils  must 
admit  that  the  concession  made  two 
years  ago  by  the  Government  in 
excluding  the  large  boroughs  from 
the  county  system  has  been  a  very 
serious  blow  to  the  administration 
of  county  government,  and  has  crippled 
it  to  a  very  considerable  extent  by 
taking  out  of  counties  like  Lancashire 
a  large  number  of  their  most  important 
towns.  I  trust  the  Government  are  not 
prepared  to  carry  that  principle  further. 
There  is  no  danger  of  the  boroughs 
being  unfairly  treated.  We  are  always 
anxious  to  get  as  many  representatives 
of  the  boroughs  on  the  County  Councils 
«s  possible,  and  under.  Clause  4  of  this 
Bill  the  boroughs  will  always  be  very 
largely  represented  on  the  Allotments 
Committee  of  the  Council.  I  beg  to 
propose  the  Amendment  of  which  I  have 
given  notice. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment , 

To  leave  out  the  words  "  borough  as  defined 
by  '  The  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  1882/" 
and  insert  the  words  "county  borough  as 
defined  by '  The  Local  Government  Act,  1888.' " 
— [Mr.  Hobhoute.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Ms.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden) :  As  a  Member  representing  a 
county  constituency  in  which  there  is 
one  very  small  borough,  I  wish  to  sup- 
port the  original  Amendment.  If  you 
exclude  municipalities  from  this  Bill,  it 
seems  to  me  you  will  carry  out  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  people  who  live  in  the 
localities  should  be  called  upon  to  deal 
with  matters  which  affect  the  localities. 
I  know  I  am  speaking  the  opinion  of  my 
•constituents  when  I  say  they  heartily 
support  this  proposition  to  exclude  the 
municipalities  for  the  operation  of  the 
•clause. 

Mb.  WYNDHAM  (Dover):  As  a 
Representative  of  one  of  the  boroughs 
which  at  present  are  included  in  this 
Bill,  I  wish  most  earnestly  to  press  on 
the  attention  of  the  Government  the 
extreme  irritation  that  will  be  caused 
should  the  measure  become  law  in  its 
present  form.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Somerset  (Mr.  Hobhouse)  has 
founded   his  argument  mainly  on    the 


population  of  the  different  boroughs. 
It  seems  to  me  that,  besides  population, 
he  ought  also  to  look  at  t!he  prestige  of 
and  the  good  work  done  in  the  past  by 
Municipal  Authorities.  This  is  by  no 
means  a  Party  question.  It  seems  to  me 
to  be  as  fully  a  Conservative  as.  a  Liberal 
policy  to  support  institutions  which  have 
been  in  existence  for  a  long  time  and 
have  carried  out  the  duties  imposed  upon 
them  in  an  efficient  and  satisfactory 
manner. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birmingham, 
Bordesley)  :  Hon.  Members  who  oppose 
this  clause  argue  as  if  it  would  interfere 
with  the  working  of  our  Municipal 
Bodies.  As  I  understand  it,  it  goes  no 
farther  than  to  establish  a  Court  of 
Appeal  in  case  Local  Authorities  do  not 
endeavour  to  carry  out  the  Act.  If  the 
work  of  the  County  Councils  is  to  be 
limited  to  the  subjects  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Saffron  Walden  (Mr.  H. 
Gardner)  seems  to  suggest,  namely,  only 
those  matters  which  affect  the  whole 
county,  I  think  the  County  Councils 
will  have  very  little  work  to  do. 
I  quite  concur  in  the  suggestion 
that  the  self-contained  municipalities 
should  not  be  included  in  the  clause.  I 
would  point  out,  however,  that  the  pro- 
position contained  in  the  clause  is  an 
advance  on  real  municipal  life.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Islington  (Sir  A.  Rollit) 
admitted  that  there  must  be  a  Court  of 
Appeal  even  for  Municipal  Bodies  on 
certain  matters.  The  proposal  now  is 
that,  instead  of  having  that  appeal  to  a 
Central  Body,  we  should  have  it  to  a  Local 
Body.  That  is  decentralisation,  and 
follows,  as  I  contend,  strictly  municipal 
lines.  .  If  the  Amendment  be  carried, 
the  result  will  be  that  in  large  districts, 
with  populations  of  10,000,  15,000,  or 
20,000,  the  agricultural  labourers  will 
have  a  right  of  appeal  if  the  authorities 
refuse  to  put  the  measure  in  operation, 
whilst  in  districts  with  populations  of, 
perhaps,  3,000,  4,000,  or  5,000,  the 
labourers  will  be  able  to  obtain  no  benefit 
whatever  under  the  Bill  if  the  Local 
Authorities  refuse  to  Act.  As  to  the 
opposition  to  the  proposal  to  give  this 
work  to  the  County  Councils,  I  would 
remind  the  House  that  we  have  been 
crying  out  continually,  "  What  are  we 
going  to  give  the  County  Councils  to 
do  ?  "  For  my  own  part,  I  cannot  fancy 
that  the  County  Council  would  be  the 
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most  effectual  Court  of  Appeal  in  the 
small  rural  boroughs ;  but  what  I  mainly 
look  to  is  the  supply  of  allotments  to 
the  agricultural  labourers.  If  the  Amend- 
ment be  carried,  and  if  all  these  small 
boroughs — many  of  them  not  larger  than 
mere  agricultural  villages — are  to  choose 
whether  or  not  they  are  to  put  the  Act 
in  force,  the  labourers  who  live  in  them 
and  who,  although  a  minority,  are  a  large 
minority,  will  derive  no  benefit  from  this 
legislation.  Therefore,  while  there  is 
ample  ground  on  municipal  lines  for 
excluding  the  larger  boroughs  which  are 
self  contained,  and  are  properly  repre- 
sented in  the  Town  Councils,  there  is 
every  reason  on  the  principles  of 
municipal  government  why  the  small 
boroughs  should  have  a  right  of  appeal 
to  the  County  Councils  for  the  districts 
of  which  their  localities  form  part,  though 
an  exceedingly  small  part  as  com- 
pared with  the  county  areas  them- 
selves. Therefore,  in  the  interests  of 
the  labourers  who  would  have  no  benefit 
under  the  Act  if  the  Government  decline 
as  they  arc  doing  to  take  action — 
because  I  know  of  several  cases  in  which 
action  has  been  indefinitely  postponed 
— I  say  they  might  as  well  have  no 
Allotments  Act  at  all  as  be  denied  the 
right  of  appeal.  Where  the  Act  is  carried 
out  there  is  no  hardship,  because,  if  the 
Local  Authorities  carry  out  the  Act,  no 
appeal  is  necessary ;  but  will  anyone  say 
that  if  they  decline  to  put  the  Act  in 
force  these  poor  men  should  have  no 
means  of  ensuring  that  it  should  be  en- 
forced ?  

Mb.  ROWNTREE  (Scarborough)  :  I 
would  suggest  that  we  are  now  discussing 
a  larger  question  than  would  at  first  sight 
appear.  Two  hon.  Members  who  have 
spoken  in  favour  of  this  proposal  from 
this  side  of  the  House  have  suggested  a 
feature  in  the  municipal  government  of 
the  smaller  towns  which  I  think  will 
surprise  the  residents  in  those  places 
when  they  see  the  suggestion  in  print 
to-morrow  morning.  I  understood  one 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  in  order  to 
promote  the  harmonious  municipal  life 
of  the  counties,  the  municipal  Ufa  of  the 
towns  should  be  merged  ar»d  sunk 
in  the  counties.  I  ask,  is  »  that 
proposal  one  which  at  all  follows 
the  lines  of  municipal  life  as  it 
now  exists  among  us  1  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  proposal  is  that  in  every  Act  of 
Mr.  Jesse  Colli  tigs 


Parliament  which  confers  a  possible 
benefit  on  the  residents  in  the  towns 
there  ought  to  be  an  appeal  to  the 
County  Council;  that  in  the  case  of 
Free  Libraries  where  a  Free  Library  is 
refused  by  the  ratepayers  there  ought  to 
be,  according  to  the  argument  we  have 
heard,  an  appeal  to  the  County  Council, 
and  that  the  same  principle  should  apply 
in  the  case  of  baths  and  wash- 
houses  and  other  establishments  of 
a  like  kind,  which  are  not  at 
present  under  the  initiative  of  the 
Corporations.  I  trust  the  Committee 
will  pause  before  sanctioning  such  a 
suggestion  as  this.  To  my  mind,  the 
reasonable  view  of  this  matter  is  that  the 
provisions  in  relation  to  this  subject,  as 
they  appear  in  this  Bill,  are  simply 
attributable  to  a  mistake  in  the  drafting 
of  the  measure,  and  that  it  was  certainly 
not  intended  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  they  should  bear  the  con- 
struction put  upon  them ;  but  this,  I 
think,  will  be  seen  if  hon.  Members  have 
regard  to  the  discussions  that  have 
previously  taken  place  on  this  matter. 
There  has  not  been  a  single  charge  made 
against  any  Municipality  in  reference  to 
this  question,  and  I  am  glad  to  see  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  affirms  this. 
Surely,  then,  we  have  a  right  to  ask  that 
some  strong  case  should  be  made  out 
for  the  new  legislation  now  proposed.  I 
claim  that,  in  fairness  to  the  boroughs 
we  represent  and  to  the  Governing  Bodies 
of  the  counties,  this  question  ought  to 
have  been  introduced  in  a  very  different 
manner,  while  in  the  discussion  en  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  not  a  word 
was  said  regarding  this  proposaL  Per- 
haps some  of  us  are  to  blame  for  this, 
but  it  never  entered  my  mind  to  suppose 
that  the  Bill  intended  to  set  up  an  appeal 
from  the  Corporations  to  the  County 
Councils.  I  thought  the  Bill  went  com- 
pletely  in  a  contrary  direction,  and  neyer 
supposed  it  contained  provisions  of 
this  nature.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wiltshire  stated  that  the 
failure  of  the  Allotments  Act  has  been 
due  to  the  want  of  a  Court  of  Appeal 
from  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  and  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  said,  in  speaking  on  the  Second 
Beading,  that  an  appeal  to  the  County 
Councils  was  justifiable  only  on  the 
ground  that  that  body  was  elected  on 
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a  broad  franchise,  which  the  Sanitary 
Authority  was  not.  Consequently,  both 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  hon. 
Member  I  have  quoted  grounded  the 
whole  of  their  case  on  the  special  circum- 
stances of  the  difference  between  the 
franchise  on  which  Boards  of  Guardians 
and  County  Councils  were  elected.  Now, 
S  r,  I  would  veuture  to  ask,  is  it  con- 
ceivable that  a  measure  which  is  viewed 
with  great  apprehension  on  the  part  of 
the  boroughs  should  work  well  ?  We 
ar<?  abolishing  dual  ownership  in  Ire- 
land because  of  the  friction  it  creates 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  and  to 
propose  a  dual  arrangement  between  the 
Borough  Authorities  and  County  Councils 
i6  to  propose  a  scheme  which  I  do  not 
think  would  work,  and  which  I  cannot 
but  regard  as  a  most  extraordinary  one. 
I  think  that  in  every  way  this  is  a  most 
undesirable  proposition,  and  I  trust  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not  intend 
seriously  to  press  it  upon  us.  No  case 
whatever  has,  in  my  opinion,  been  made 
out  for  so  great  a  change,  and  I  trust  the 
Committee  will  seriously  pause  bafore 
anything  is  done  in  the  direction  pro- 
posed. 
*(4.14.)  Mr.  WHARTON  (Ripon)  :  I 
think  we  are  bound  to  recognise  the 
non- Party  tone  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  moved  the  Amendment,  and  I  must 
say  that,  in  my  judgment,  this  is  a  non- 
party question.  Ail  we  are  anxious  to 
do  is  to  advance  a  mode  of  acquiring 
allotments  in  a  reasonable  and  proper 
way.  It  seems  to  me  that,  with  regard 
to  an  appeal  from  the  Municipal  Borough 
Authorities,  that  is  an  entirely  new 
question,  and  might  well  be  deferred 
until  the  County  Councils  themselves 
have  had  the  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  view  they  may  take  of  it.  As  far  as 
I  know,  the  question  is  one  which  has 
never  yet  been  submitted  to  the  County 
Councils  for  their  opinion,  and  I  should 
be  only  too  glad  if  the  question  were 
deferred  until  that  opinion  can  be 
taken.  Another  point  on  which  I  feel 
strongly  is  that  the  proposal  is  one 
which  may  possibly  give  rise  to 
a  considerable  amount  of  friction. 
Though  the  County  Council  over  which 
I  preside  consists  of  various  component 
parts,  it  works  in  the  most  harmonious 
manner.  Many  of  the  Members  come 
from  the  large  boroughs,  being  Town 
-Councillors.     But  I  cannot  help  fearing 
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that  if  this  proposal  were  carried  out,  it 
would  lead  to  friction,  where  harmony 
now  prevails,  and  I  respectfully  urge  the 
Government  to  pause  before  proceeding 
further.  I  believe  the  feeling  of  the 
municipal  boroughs  is  unanimously 
against  the  proposed  Court  of  Appeal ; 
and  I  believe  the  Government  would 
certainly  not  wish  to  disregard  the 
opinion  of  the  large  municipal  boroughs. 
In  view  of  the  friction  that  would  be 
created,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
matter  has  not  been  submitted  to  the 
County  Councillors  themselves,  I  would 
ask  the  Government  to  consider  the 
representations  that  have  been  made. 

*(4.16.)  Mr.  RITCHIE:  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
has  had  so  much  experience  in  connec- 
tion with  the  administration  of 
county  affairs,  and  is  one  who  always 
forms  a  judgment  well  deserving  con- 
sideration on  all  matters  on  which  he 
addresses  the  House,  that  I  am  sure  his 
appeal  must  naturally  have  very  great 
weight  with  the  Government.  Certainly 
it  is  the  very  last  thing  to  be  desired 
that  any  action  of  ours  should  create  any 
friction  between  the  members  for  the 
boroughs  and  the  Representatives  of  the 
rural  parts  of  the  counties  on  the  County 
Councils  So  far  as  our  information 
goes,  we  have  every  reason  to  believe 
that  these  two  elements  on  the  County 
Councils  at  present  work  harmoniously 
and  agreeably ;  and  certainly  it  would 
be  a  matter  of  great  regret  to  us  if 
we  disturbed  by  our  action  that 
state  of  things.  The  Government  are 
entirely  at  one  with  hon.  Members  in 
their  appreciation  of  the  manner  in  which 
Municipal  Corporations  have  fulfilled 
their  duties,  and  I  think  the  fact 
that  the  Government  took  the  pattern 
of  the  Municipal  Corporation  as  the  ground 
work  of  their  Local  Government  Reform, 
is  sufficient  guarantee  that  the  proposals 
of  the  Government  cannot  be,  and  are 
not,  intended,  to  use  the  word  of  an  hon. 
Member  opposite,  to  affront  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporations.  The  object  the 
Government  had  in  applying  this  Bill 
to  the  towns  situated  in  the  counties 
was  to  secure  a  regular  and  organised 
administration  throughout  the  country, 
upon  lines  similar  to  those  which  we 
hoped  would  be  adopted  for  all  matters 
in  which  town  and  country  are  con- 
cerned.    We   desire   to   transfer    to  an 
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elective  body,  on  which  all  the.  Local 
Authorities  within  the  county  would  be 
represented,   the   powers   which  are  at 
present    in   the  hands   of   the   Central 
Department.     The    main   object  of  the 
Local  Government  Act   was  decentrali- 
sation.    As  the  House  is  aware,  boroughs 
in  the  exercise  of  the  powers  conferred 
upon  them  are  not  altogether  indepen- 
dent.    If  they  fail    in  the  performance 
of  their  duties,  the   Local  Government 
Board    can    apply    to   the  High   Court 
for   a    mandamus   compelling    them    to 
fulfil     those     duties.      It    is    perfectly 
certain    that    the     Local    Government 
Board     is     not      the      authority      to 
determine     appeals,    and    we    thought 
the     County      Council      was      exactly 
the    kind   of   body    to    discharge    that 
duty.     But  it  is  perfectly  obvious,  from 
what  has  taken  place  to-day,  that  this 
proposal  is  regarded  with  the  greatest 
amount   of  jealousy   by  the    Municipal 
Corporations,  and  the  objection  is  largely 
supported  by  representatives  of  the  rural 
parts  of  the  counties  on    the    County 
Councils.     It  is  a  view  which,  obviously, 
the   Government  cannot  disregard.      I 
think   what    has    transpired    inflicts    a 
serious  blow  on  the  whole  plan  of  Local 
J3elf- Government  in  this  country.     While 
I  acknowledge,  so  far  as  this  very  ques- 
tion is  concerned,  that  it   stands  on  a 
somewhat    different     footing    to    other 
matters  which  the  House  might  possibly 
have  to  consider  in  connection  with  Local 
administration    and  county   administra- 
tion, yet,  by  the  House  assenting  to  the 
proposal   now  before   the  Committee,  I 
feel  that  it  will  do  much  to  weaken  the 
hands  of  the  Government  in  transferring 
to    the    County    Councils    the    various 
powers  and   duties  which   at  one   time 
they  proposed  or  hoped  to  transfer.     My 
hon.  Friend  who  has  moved  an  Amend- 
ment   to    the    Amendment    will    have 
gathered  that  his  proposal   is  one  not 
likely  to  find  acceptance.     I  would  repre- 
sent to  him,  therefore,  the  advisability  of 
withdrawing  his  Amendment,  and  allow- 
ing the  Committee  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dewsbury.      I  do  not  wish  to  conceal 
that      I      am      suggesting     something 
which      I     greatly      regret.       But     1 
hope     when     the      County     Councils 
have  been  longer  in  existence,  and  when 
the  administration  of  the   powers  they 
possess  has  created   more   confidence  in 
Mr  Ritchie 


them,  the  feeling  of  the  municipalities- 
will  change.  After  the  expression  of 
opinion  from  all  parts  of  the  House,  I 
think  my  hon.  Friend  would  do  well 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment  and  to 
allow  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dewsbury  to  pass. 

*(4.25.)    Sir     U.     KAY -SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,   Clitheroe) :   The 
right  hon.   Gentleman  has  said  that  by 
the  adoption  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dewsbury  a  serious  blow 
will  be  dealt  to  Local  Self  Government 
in  this  country ;  but  I  do  not  think  the 
fault,  if  fault  it  be,  is  to  be  attributed  to- 
the  step  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  now  taking  ;  rather  I  think  it  is  due  to 
the  form  of  his  Bill  to  establish  a  Court 
of  Appeal.  Although  in  the  marginal  note 
to   the  clause    the    word    "appeal"    is 
used,  I  should  say  that  the  power  which 
the   Bill  gives   the   County   Council   in 
certain    circumstances  is   the   power  to 
over-ride  the  decision  of  the  Loeal  Au- 
thorities.    That  is  rather  more  than  an 
appeal.     The  Bill,  in  its   original  form, 
was  to   make   the   County   Council  the 
Court   of  Appeal   in   the  event  of   the 
Local   Authority   not  carrying   out  the 
Act;   but  the  Amendment  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  on  the   Paper 
proposes  to  give  the  County  Council  power 
to  over-ride  the  decision  of  the  borough, 
and  it  is  itself  to  carry  out  the  decision. 
Nobody  will  regard  me  as  unwatchful  of 
any  attempt  by  the  boroughs  to  diminish 
the  power  and  authority  of  the  County 
Councils.      In  Committee,  on  the  Local 
Government  Bill,  I  endeavoured  to  resist, 
as   far  as  possible,  what  seemed  to  be 
encroachments  on  the  rights  conferred 
upon  them.     Yet  I  join  in  the  appeal  to 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Somerset  not  to  press  this  point.     After 
all  it  is  a  small  matter.     Questions  may 
arise  on  which  it  will  be  necessary  to 
maintain  the  powers  and  rights  of  the 
County  Councils.     I  doubt  whether  this 
is  a  matter  sufficiently  large  to  be  worth 
fighting  for.    County  Councils,  I  think, 
do  not  feel  strongly  on  this  point.    It  is  im- 
portant that  borough  and  county  members 
of  County  Councils  should  continue  to 
work  well  together,  as  happily  they  do,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ripon  has  explained. 
There  is  some  danger,  if  a  clause  of  this 
kind  is  passed,  of  causing  friction  between 
the  county  and  the  borough  members  in 
reference    to   small    matters.      To    my 
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mind  this  Bill  is  scarcely  of  the  slightest 
importance.  I  do  not  think  it  will  have 
much  effect,  and  I  certainly  do  not  think 
that  in  bringing  in  County  Councils  to 
over-ride  the  decisions  of  the  boroughs 
in  respect  to  these  allotments  you  would 
accomplish  anything  at  all.  I  would 
join  in  the  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Somerset  not  to  press  his 
Amendment  to  the  Amendment. 

*(4.31.)  Viscount  EBR1NGTON 
(Devon,  Tavistock):  I  desire  to 
point  out  the  extraordinary  state 
of  things  which  will  result  in  some 
counties  if  the  Amendment  is  accepted 
as  it  stands.  The  smallest  municipality 
will  be  free  from  appeal  to  the  County 
Council,  while  the  largest  Local  Board 
district  will  still  be  subject  to  appeal. 
In  my  own  County  of  Devonshire,Torquay, 
which  has  a  population  of  something  like 
40,000,  is  under  a  Local  Board,  and  if  the 
Amendment  is  accepted,  there  will  be  on 
the  question  of  allotments  an  appeal 
from  the  Local  Board  to  the  County 
Council.  Th  same  thing  will  happen 
at  Stonehouse,  which  has  a  considerable 
urban  population :  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  is  in  another  part  of 
the  same  county  a  small  munici- 
pality which  is  joined  with  seven  other 
parishes  to  make  up  a  sufficient  area  for 
the  election  of  a  County  Councillor,  and 
that  municipality  will  be  free  from  appeal. 
I  venture  to  submit  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  that  if  he  accepts  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dewsbury  (Mr.  Oldroyd),  he  ought  to 
extend  it  to  places  which  have  urban 
districts  under  Local  Boards.  I  would 
further  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  operation  of  the  Amend- 
ment should  be  limited  in  both  cases  to 
places  with  a  population  of  10,000  and 
upwards. 

(4.35.)  Mb.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset, 
N.)  :  I  shall  feel  inclined  to  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Somerset  if  it  is  pressed  to  a 
Division.  Some  of  the  larger  municipali- 
ties, no  doubt,  could  be  trusted — perhaps 
better  than  the  County  Councils — to  give 
an  opinion  in  these  matters,  but,  under 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dewsbury,  it  seems  to  me  that  some  of 
the  smaller  boroughs  would  refuse  to 
listen  to  the  demands  of  the  labourers, 
who  would  be  absolutely  without  appeal 


at    all.     Under   the   Amendment   large 
Local  Boards,  representing  a  population 
of  17,000,  could  be  compelled  to  give  the 
labourers  allotments,  whilst  small  muni- 
cipalities,   representing  no   more    than 
2,000  people,  could  ride  rough-shod  over 
the  petitioners. 
*(4.37.)      Sir     WALTER     FOSTER 
(Derby,   Ilkeston)  :  I  think  that  in  dis- 
cussing this  matter  we  ought  to  remember 
that  the  Franchise  is  very  different  in 
Local  Board  districts  and  municipal  dis- 
tricts.     We   regard   the   whole   of  the 
difficulty  that  has  arisen  to-day  as  due  to 
the  fact  that  the  Government  have  not 
carried    out  their   promise   to   give   us 
District  Councils.     Until  we  have  such 
bodies  the  Allotments  Act  will  never  be 
administered   to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
labourers;  but  as  to  the   Amendments 
before  us,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that, 
in  the  case  of  a  municipality,  if  a  Town 
Councillor  does  not  respond  to  the  wish:  s 
of  the  labourers,  though  they  be  a  small 
minority  in  the  -constituency,  they  have 
the  means,  at  election  time,  of  testifying 
their  disapproval  of  his  conduct  by  their 
votes — and  the  desires  of  a  minority,  such 
as  these  labourers,  are  very  likely  to  be 
supported  by  the  bulk  of  the  electors. 
The  case  of  Torquay  has  been  quoted, 
but  I  protest   against   singling  out  an 
instance  of  a  town  which  has  been  so 
backward  that,  although  it  has  40,000 
inhabitants,   it  has  not  yet  obtained  a 
charter.     Take  an  instance,  in  Warwick- 
shire,  there  we  have  three  boroughs  in 
close    proximity — Coventry,     War  *  ick, 
and    Leamington.      Two    old   boroughs 
and  a  modern  one.      Why  should  Coven- 
try, as  a  coanty  borough,  be  independent, 
but  the  ancient  borough  of  Warwick  and 
the   modern  borough  of  Leamington  be 
made     subservient      to      the     County 
Council?      Is     there   any    reason    why 
there  should  be  an  appeal  against  their 
decision  in  this  matter  ?    I  do  not  think 
so,  but,  on  the  contrary,  I  think  that  the 
more    responsibility  you  place   on   the 
shoulders    of    such    municipalities    the 
better  will  thev  do  their  work.     It  is 
because   I  believe  that  small  boroughs 
are  able  to  do  their  work  well,  and  that, 
under  the   pressure  of  public  opinion, 
they  will  do  it  well,    that    I   support 
the   Motion   of   the    hon.    Member   for 
Dewsbury.     The  boroughs,  as  has  been 
shown    in    the  course    of  this   Debate, 
have   responded    very    satisfactorily   to 
L  2 
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the  demands  made  upon  them  by 
labourers  tinder  the  Allotments  Act — 
much  more  satisfactorily  than  the  Rural 
Sanitary  Authorities — and  that  being  the 
case,  I  think  they  should  be  saved  from 
the  degrading  review  of  the  County 
Councils. 

*(4.41.)  The  FIRST  LORD  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  hope  that,  as  the 
Government  have  stated  their  intention 
t )  accept  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dewsbury,  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Somerset  will  be  content  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment.  On  the  whole  that  seems 
to  be  the  course  which  will  best  forward 
the  interests  of  allotments,  and  the  Com- 
mittee may  proceed  then  to  make  some 
further  progress  with  the  Bill. 

*(4.42.)  Mr.  HOBHOUSE  :  After  the 
appeal.made  to  me  by  both  Front  Benches, 
1  should  not  be  justified  in  putting  the 
House  to  the  trouble  of  a  Division  ;  but 
in  withdrawing  my  Amendment  I  would 
ask  the  Government  whether,  at  some 
future  stage  of  the  Bill,  they  could  not 
take  some  step  such  as  was  suggested  by 
my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Ebrington),  for 
classifying  the  Local  Authorities  in  a 
more  satisfactory  manner. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Amendment  again  proposed. 

*(4.43.)  Mr.  CHANGING  (North- 
ampton, E.)  :  I  attach  some  importance 
to  the  proposal  made  by  my  noble  Friend 
the- Member  for  Devonshire  as  to  Local 
Boards,  and  I  would  suggest  to  the 
Government  that  as  the  Bill  is  con- 
fessedly a  temporary  measure  it  should 
be  confined  to  rural  parishes.  I  can  bear 
testimony  from  experience  in  my  own 
Division  as  to  the  fitness  of  Local  Boards 
to  deal  with  the  Act. 

Amendment  put,  and  agreed  to. 

*(4.44.)  Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  :  I 
beg  to  move  the  Amendment  standing 
on  the  Paper  in  my  name,  namely  Clause 
2,  Page  1,  line  12,  leave  out  "six," 
and  insert  "  two."  On  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  I  pointed  out  that 
one  of  the  difficulties  we  experienced  in 
obtaining  a  proper  administration  of  the 
Act,  was  that  labourers  in  many  parts  of 
the  country  were  afraid  to  take  the 
initial  step  for  obtaining  allotments,  lest 
they  should  offend  the  members  of  the 
Rural  Sanitary  Authorities,  frequently 
Sir  Walter  Foster 


including,  as  those  bodies  did,  their  own 
employers.  It  is  surprising  on  looking 
down  the  list  of  such  Public  Bodies  as  have 
not  put  the  Act  in  motion  to  find  what  a 
large  proportion  of  them  are  Rural 
Sanitary  Authorities.  The  farmers  are, 
in  many  cases,  opposed  to  their  labourers 
having  allotments,  and  the  labourers  are 
afraid  very  often  to  go  before  the  body 
largely  composed  of  the  farmers,  to  re- 
quest them  to  put  the  Act  in  force.  Well, 
if  it  is  hard  for  six  labourers  to  sign  the 
original  application,  it  will  be  doubly 
hard  for  them  to  sign  an  appeal  against 
the  Local  Authoritv.  The  labourer 
ought  to  be  able  to  trust  not  to  generosity 
or  to  patronage  but  to  his  rights  under 
the  law,  and  he  ought  to  be  able  to 
enforce  those  rights  without  being 
obliged  to  get  five  other  persons  to 
support  him.  I  move  my  Amendment 
with  the  object  of  limiting,  as  far  as 
possible,  the  odium  which  will  necessarily 
attach  to  those  labourers  who  seek  to 
put  the  law  into  force  in  opposition  to 
an  unwilling  authority. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
1 2,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  six,"  and 
insert  the  word  "  two." — (Sir  Walter 
Foster.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  six  '  stand,  part  of  the  Clause." 

*(4.48.)  The  SECRETARY  to  the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
Long,  Wilts,  Devizes) :  The  Govern- 
ment cannot  accept  the  hon.  Member's 
Amendment  which,  I  may  Bay,  I  scarcely 
think  he  is  serious  in  moving.  It  is 
absurd  in  these  days  to  talk  about 
labourers  being  afraid  of  enforcing  their 
rights  or  of  signing  a  requisition.  It  is 
a  remarkable  fact  that  it  is  only  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  whom  labourers 
have  expressed  any  fear  that  they  will 
run  a  risk  of  losing  their  places  or  incur- 
ring any  odium  by  signing  such  a  requi- 
sition. I  do  not  think  that  the  County 
Councils  ought  to  be  set  in  motion  under 
this  measure  unless  there  is  a  reason- 
able representation  on  the  part  of  the  dis- 
trict that  there  has  bjen  a  failure  to  take 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Local  Authorities. 
The  principle  here  is  the  same  as  that 
in  the  original  Act,  and  to  that  I  am 
afraid  we  must  adhere. 

*(4.53.)  Mb.  CHANNING:  I  give 
the  hon.  Gentleman  full  credit  for  sin- 
cerity when  he  says  he  is  not  aware  there 
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is  any  sense  of  intimidation  amongst  the 
labourers  of  the  country. 

•Mr.  LONG :  I  did  not  say  that. 

•Mr.  CHANNING:  Amongst  those 
with  whom  he  is  personally  acquainted. 
If  hon.  Members  opposite  have  not 
received  communications  from  labourers 
expressing  the  fear  they  have  to  sign 
requisitions,  it  only  shows  that  the 
labourers  are  unwilling  to  explain  their 
grievances  to  Conservative  Representa- 
tives. What  is  the  position  of  the  men 
who  appeal  in  this  case  ?  They  have 
already  been,  by  the  action  of  the 
Government,  brought  before  the 
Guardians,  and  received  a  refusal  from 
the  Guardians.  The  people  who  are  inter- 
ested in  getting  allotments  have  made 
themselves  obnoxious  to  a  powerful  body 
of  men  on  whom  very  generally  they 
depend  for  a  livelihood,  and,  there- 
fore, I  submit  my  hon.  Friend  is 
right  in  suggesting  that  a  smaller 
number  of  persons  should  be  en- 
titled to  make  this  representation  to 
the  County  Council.  If  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  yield  on  this  point,  I  trust 
my  hon.  Friend  will  press  his  Amend- 
ment to  a  Division. 

•(4.56.)  CAFrAiN  VERNBY  (Bucks, 
N.)  :  The  Secretary  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Long)  has  not  given  us 
any  reason  why  the  number  should  be 
"  six ;"  he  has  only  said  he  does  not  see 
any  reason  why  the  number  should  be 
"  two."  There  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
many  parishes  in  getting  six  men 
to  sign,  but  three  or  four  of  the  six 
would  assuredly  suffer  for  the  action 
they  had  taken.  This  is  a  small  point 
after  all,  one  in  which  the  Government 
might  very  well  give  way.  If  there  is 
primd  facie  evidence  by  two  people, 
surely  that  is  enough. 

•(4.58.)  Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E., 
Rugby)  :  I  should  like  to  put  a  practical 
point  before  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Ilkeston  Division  (Sir  W.  Foster) 
thinks,  as  I  do,  there  will  be  more 
difficulty  in  getting  six  signatures 
to  a  representation  complaining  of 
the  action  of  the  Sanitary  Authori- 
ties than  there  would  be  in  the 
original  case — in  getting  six  ratepayers 
merely  to  sign  a  representation  that 
allotments  are  required.  I  admit  that, 
in  many  cases,  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  getting  six  men  to  sign  a '  re- 


presentation to  the  Sanitary  Authority 
that  allotments  are  required.  That  is  a 
very  simple  matter,  but  it  is  a  totally 
different  matter  when  vou  come  to 
complain  of  the  action  of  the  authority. 
I  think  we  made  a  mistake  in  the 
original  Allotments  Act  in  not  reducing 
the  number.  When  I  moved  an  In- 
struction to  the  Committee  on  the  Bill 
last  Friday,  I  called  attention  to  the 
large  number  of  very  small  parishes,  and 
I  was  told  by  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
it  would  be  an  insult  to  small  parishes  to 
join  them  to  larger  parishes.  It  is  quite 
clear  that,  in  a  great  number  of  parishes, 
it  is  impossible  to  get  six  ratepayers  to 
sign  a  representation  to  the  Sanitary 
Authority,  because  there  are  not  six 
ratepayers  in  the  parish.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  laughs,  but  from  a  Return  which 
one  of  the  officials  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  was  good  enough  to  provide 
me  with.  I  find  that  in  1881  there 
were  331  parishes  in  England  and  Wales, 
the  population  of  which  did  not  exceed  25, 
and  it  may  fairly  be  assumed  that  only 
one-fourth  or  one-fifth  of  these  were  rate- 
payers. There  were  852  parishes  in 
which  the  population  was  under  50, 
that  means  where  there  were  only  12 
ratepayers,  and  surely  every  one  can  see 
there  must  be  considerable  difficulty 
where  there  are  only  12,  and  still  mora 
where  there  are  only  six,  ratepayers  in 
getting  six  ratepayers  to  sign  a  represen- 
tation, firstly  that  they  require  allotment  k, 
and  secondly  complaining  of  the  Sani- 
tary Authority  for  not  providing  them 
with  allotments.  If  there  is  only  one 
man  who  requires  an  allotment,  surely  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Allotment  Act 
that  he  should  have  just  as  great  a  right 
to  have  the  Act  put  in  force  as  a  large 
number  of  men. 

(5.5.)  The  Committee  divided :  — A  yes 
222  ;  Noes  160.— (Div.  List,  No.  72.) 

Amendment  proposed,  after  "  and  "  in 
line  16,  insert  "  suitable  in  quality  and 
position." — (Mr.  Channing.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

•Captain  VERNE Y  :  I  would  ask  the 
Government  to  accept  a  verbal  Amend- 
ment to  line  17.  As  the  clause  reads 
"  such  persons  may  petition  the  County 
Council ; "  well,  of  course  they  can  d  > 
this,  any  person  may  petition  the  County 
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Council,  and  it  does  not  require  an  Act    of   the  words  suggested   by  the   right 

of  Parliament  to  declare  that.     1  submit 

that  the  word  "  if "  should  be  inserted 

after    the    word    allotment;    "if   such 

persons  petition   the   County  Council " 

and  so  on  to  the  end  of  the  clause  "  the 

County  Council  shall  proceed,   etc.,  as 

hereinafter    mentioned."      It  makes  it 

mandatory  instead  of  permissive. 


hon.  Member  for  Derby  ?  It  will  be  ob- 
served that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Somerset  goes  to  the 
omission  of  words  beyond  the  omission 
now  proposed. 

*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  The  operative  part  of 
the  clause  follows,  but  first  it  is  a  ques- 
tion  of  the   omission   of  the  words.     If 


Amendment  proposed,   line   17,  after  '  £e  Amendment  of  the  hon  Member  for 


"such  "insert  "if." 
Question  put,  and  House  cleared. 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  I  beg 
to  say  I  would  not  have  challenged 
a  Division  but  for  the  discourtesy  of 
Members  of  the  Government,  who 
refused  to  make  any  answer  when  the 
Amendment  was  moved. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Order,  order  ! 

Amendment  negatived. 

(5.20.)  Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suf- 
folk, Eye)  :  On  behalf  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  I  desire  to  move  the 
omission  of  the  words  from  "  on,"  in  line 
22,  to  "  petition,"  in  line  23. 
*Mb.  RITCHIE  :  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Somerset  (Mr.  Hobhouse)  has  given 
notice  of  a  similar  Amendment,  the 
omission  of  these  and  other  words,  for  the 
purpose   of  making  the  clause  apply  so 


East  Somerset  is  accepted  these  words 
disappear  from  the  clause,  and  then  will 
follow  the  question  of  inserting  other 
words,  as  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby. 

•Mr.  COBB:  But  the  result  will  be  to 
weaken  the  effect  of  the  second  Amend- 
ment. 

*(5.25.)  Mb.  RITCHIE :  The  word  pro- 
posed to  be  inserted  should  the  Commit- 
tee accept  the  omission  would  be  "  forth- 
with," having  a  more  immediate  effect 
than  the  words  "  within  two  months." 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  as  I 
understand  is  to  make  the  operation  of 
the  clause  more  immediate,  and  that  is 
also  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Somerset,  and  either  hon.  Gentleman 
can  carry  out  that  object  by  moving  the 
insertion  of  words. 

Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON:   There  are 
two  objections  to  that  course,  and  both 


that  the  County  Council  shall  act  at  j  on  the  same  ground — that  the  proposed 
once ;  perhaps  it  would  be  better  to  allow  words  are  vague.  There  is  something 
the  hon.  Me  Tiber  for  East  Somerset  to  explicit  about  the  words  "within  two 
move  his  Amendment,  which  embraces  months,"  but  there  is  a  vagueness  about 
the  omission  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  '  the  word  "  forthwith,"  and  that  also 
desires  to  make,  and  then  when  we  1  attaches  to  the  phrase  "on  primd facie 
arrive  at  the  proper  point  the  consequent  evidence  being  given,"  which  occurs 
Amendment  to  line  23  may  be  moved.      '  both  in  the  body  of  the  Bill  and   in  the 

Mb.     F.     S.     STEVENSON :      This  '  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Amendment  stands  in  intimate  relation    Somerset. 

to  the  proposed  Amendment  to  line  23  to  Mb.  RITCHIE  :  These  words  the  hon. 
insert  the  words  "  within  two  months  Member  will  move  to  strike  out ;  it  is 
after  the  receipt  of  such  petition."  I  then  for  the  hon.  Member  to  move  the 
think  it  best  to  move  the  Amendment,  insertion  of  such  words  as  he  may  de- 
that  the  Government  may  express  their  sire, 
intention  as  to  the  course  they  will  take.        Mb.    F.    S.   STEVENSON :    I  think, 

*Mb.  RITCHIE  :  As  a  matter  of  con-  to  prevent  subsequent  misapprehension, 
venience  the  hon.  Member  may  raise  his  I  had  better  move  the  Amendment 
Amendment  on  the  Motion  to  omit  these    now. 

and  other  words  of  which  the  hon.  The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
Member  for  East  Somerset  has  given  can  absolutely  move  the  same  Amend- 
notice.  The  omission  of  words  is  the  ment  subsequently;  he  is  in  no  way 
preliminary  Amendment.  prevented  from  carrying  out  his  object 

•Mr.  COBB:  Do  I  understand  that  if    by  postponing  it. 

the   hon.   Member  for    East    Somerset      #Mb.  CHANNING :  Will  not  that  ex- 
moves  his  Amendment  my  hon.  Friend    elude  the  words   "  shall  cause  a  local  in- 
(Mr.  Stevenson)  can  move  the  insertion    quiry  into  the  circumstances  "  ? 
Captain  Verrwy 
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*  The  CHAIRMAN  :  No ;  the  proposi- 
tion in  the  Amendment  to  line  32  is  that 
there  shall  be  a  reference  to  the  Standing 
Gommittee. 

•Mb.  HOBHOUSE  :  The  object  of  my 
Amendment  is  the  same  with  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby — to  accelerate  procedure. 
Under  the  Bill  as  it  stands  the  petition 
must  first  be  considered  by  the  Council 
as  a  whole,  and  then  referred  by  order  to 
the  Committee ;  but  if  my  Amendment  is 
adopted,  then,  as  a  matter  of  course,  and 
without  delay,  it  will  go  first  to  the  Stand- 
ing Committee,  and  it  will  be  obvious  this 
will  be  a  saving  of  time.  The  Standing 
•Committee  will  be  called  together  with 
more  ease  and  much  more  quickly  than 
the  Council  itself. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  22,  to 
leave  out  from  the  word  "  Council "  to 
ihe  word  ••  and,"  in  line  24.— (.Vr.  Hob- 
house.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Consequential  Amendment  in  line  24, 
— ( Mr.  Hothouse,) — agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1, 
line  26,  to  leave  out  from  beginning  of 
line  to  end  of  Clause,  and  insert — 

•'Shall  pass  a  Resolution  to  that  effect,  and 
thereupon  the  powers  and  duties  of 
the  Sanitary  Authority  undei  the  principal 
Act,  so  far  as  regards  that  district  or  parish, 
shall  be  transferred  from  the  Sanitary  Au- 
thority to  the  County  Council,  and  the  County 
Council,  in  substitution  for  the  Sanitary 
Authority,  shall  proceed  to  acquire  land  in 
accordance  with  the  principal  Act,  and  other- 
visa  execute  that  Act  in  the  said  district  or 
paiish. 

>  rovided  that  this  section  shall  not  affect 
the  property  in,  or  any  powers  or  duties  of  the 
■Sanitary  Authority  in  relation  to,  any  land 
which  before  the  passing  of  the  said  Resolution 
was  acquired  by  the  Sanitary  Authority  under 
the  principal  Act.'* — {Mr.  Ritchie.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

#(5.30.)  Mr.  COBB:  I  do  not  rise  to 
oppose  this  but  simply  to  ask  a  question. 
I  rather  gathered  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  Friday  that  he  differed 
from  me  in  the  opinion  I  expressed  that 
ihe  effect  of  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
would  be,  in  certain  cases,  to  oust  the 
Authority  of  the  Sanitary  Authority  and 
substitute  that  of  the  County  Council  for 
administering  all  the  powers  under  the 


Act  of  1S87.     I  am  not  quite  sure  of  the 
meaning  and  intention. 

*Me.  RITCHIE :  The  hon.  Member  is, 
no  doubt,  quite  right  as  to  the  powers 
with  which  the  application  under  this  Bill 
is  concerned,  but  should  there  be  any  other 
allotments  they  would  still  remain  under 
the  administration  of  the  Local  Authority. 
The  County  Council  may,  if  they  think 
fit,  re-transfer  the  power. 

•Mr.  CHANNING  :  There  is  an 
Amendment  standing  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Devon  (Mr. 
Seale-Hayne)  in  relation  to  this  provi- 
sion which  I  should  like  to  move  as  an 
Amendment  to  the  Amendment  now 
before  the  Committee,  that  is  to  strike 
out  the  word  from  "provided"  to  the 
end  of  the  Amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  First,  we  have  to 
decide  on  the  omission  of  the  words ;  the 
Amendment  will  come  in  on  the  words 
proposed  to  be  inserted. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

*(5.33.)  Mr.  STEPHENS  (Middlesex, 
Hornsey):  I  have  an  Amendment  to 
propose  which  does  not,  as  an  alter- 
native course,  interfere  at  all  with 
the  Act  of  1887,  or  affect  the  Bill 
so  far  as  it  is  an  Appeal  Bill.  It 
is  only  directed  to  the  new  face  placed 
upon  the  Bill  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, when  the  Bill  becomes,  as  I 
think  I  can  show,  an  Administrative 
Bill  of  enormous  dimensions  under  cir- 
cumstances full  of  difficulty.  Origi- 
nally it  was  contemplated  that  this  appeal 
from  the  Sanitary  Authority  should  be 
heard,  and  that  the  matter  should  then, 
if  desirable,  be  referred  back  to  the 
Sanitary  Authority  as  the  Executive. 
In  fact,  there  would  be  communications 
passing,  during  which  the  Sanitary 
Authority  under  pressure  would  have 
time  to  re-consider  its  decision.  I  feel 
there  is  likely  to  be,  under  this  provi- 
sion, a  very  large  transference  of  action 
under  the  Act  of  1887  to  County 
Councils,  because,  rightly  or  wrongly,  and 
probably  because  of  much  that  has  been 
said  about  them,  Rural  Sanitary  Authori- 
ties are  heartily  sick  of  the  Act.  Now,  the 
Amendment  must  be  read  in  the  light 
of  Section  4  of  the  Bill,  and  then  it  will 
be  seen  that  the  County  Council  is  to  keep 
separate  accounts,  and,  in  fact,  to  have 
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all  the  machinery  for  administration  of 
the  Allotments  Act,  and  to  create  a  vast 
bureau  nominally  directed  by  the  Stand- 
ing Committee  of  the  Council,  but  only 
nominally,  because  it  cannot  be, said  that 
the  County  Council  mil  know  anything 
about  allotments  in,  it  may  be,  200  or 
300  parishes  throughout  the  country. 
Therefore,  although  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee will  be  supposed  to  bear  the 
brunt  of  responsibility,  really  you  are 
going  to  create  under  the  Act  an  enor- 
mous agency  of  inspectors,  lawyers, 
valuers,  clerks,  a  long,  tortuous,  cum- 
brous machinery,  through  which  I  think 
very  little  of  the  wishes  of  the  inhabi- 
tants will  filter.  It  must  be  the  view  of 
most  hon.  Members  you  are  going  to 
create  on  an  immense  scale  a  system  of 
State  landlordism  or  County  Council 
landlordism  throughout  the  country, 
which,  I  think  the  Committee  will  agree, 
is  uncalled  for  and  unnecessary.  The 
County  Council  will  have  to  manage 
allotments,  make  rules  and  enforce  them, 
collect  rents,  and  when  allotments  fall 
out  of  occupation  the  County  Council  will 
become  occupier.  All  this  will  be  diffused 
throughout  the  country  in  relation  to 
matters  often  of  very  trifling  value.  I  feel 
very  seriously  that,  by  refusing  to  the 
inhabitants  of  a  district  the  management 
and  responsibility  to  which  the  people 
are  entitled  in  reference  to  a  purely 
local  matter,  you  will  keep  up  a  seething 
mass  of  dissatisfaction.  I  know  it  is 
said  you  are  to  proceed  by  way  of  local 
inquiry,  but  I  know  something  of  these 
local  inquiries.  An  Inspector  goes  down 
to  a  place  altogether  strange  to  him,  and 
he  has  to  collect  evidence.  The  agricul- 
tural labourers  to  whom  this  gentleman 
will  appear  in  the  guise  of  a  lawyer  hold 
aloof  in  suspicion,  and  will  have  nothing 
to  do  with  him ;  he  then  makes  acquaint- 
ance with  others  in  the  district,  is  fed 
mentally  and  bodily,  and  returns  to 
concoct  a  Report  for  the  edification  of  the 
County  Council.  How  natural  is  the 
alternative  !  It  is  only  to  give  the  in- 
habitants of  the  parish  power  to  agree 
among  themselves.  And  I  believe  that 
such  a  provision  would  be  operative.  I 
have  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with  allot- 
ments, and  I  say  that  this  question  can 
only  be  dealt  with  properly  by  those 
who  live  in  the  parish,  and  who,  of 
course,  know  whether  the  land  to  be 
utilised  for  the  purpose  is  suitable  or 
Mr.  Stephens 


not,  who  know  with  whom  arrange- 
ments can  be  made,  and  whom  it  is  use- 
less to  approach  for  the  purpose.  No 
mere  local  inquiry  by  a  Committee 
appointed  by  the  County  Council  could 
extract  the  necessary  information.  And. 
again,  the  inhabitants  of  a  parish 
have  many  advantages  for  dealing 
themselves  with  such  a  matter. 
Why,  then,  cannot  they  be  allowed  to 
do  it,  with  the  restriction,  of  course, 
that  what  is  done  shall  be  voluntary.  I 
agree  that  nothing  could  be  more  unwise 
than  to  give  parishes  compulsory  powers 
which  they  are  entirely  unfit  to  exercise. 
Such  a  policy  could  only  give  rise  to- 
great  difficulties.  But  1  believe  there 
are  good  prospects  of  the  inhabitants, 
agreeing  among  themselves,  if  only  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  exercises  the  pressure  which  he 
will  be  enabled  to,  and  I  am  confident 
that  the  result  will  be  to  secure  general 
co-opeiation  among  the  villagers.  Sup- 
posing the  parishes  are  small,  you  have 
good  security  for  the  good  management 
of  the  allotments  in  the  fact  that  it 
becomes  almost  a  personal  and  private 
affair  in  which  everyone  is  interested. 
And  suppose  that  you  have  only  two  or 
three  tiny  allotments,  is  it  not  less 
rational,  is  it  not  less  endurable,  to  put 
in  force  the  cumbrous  machinery  which 
the  County  Council  will  employ?  I 
believe  that  the  machinery  I  have  to 
suggest  will  prove  one  of  the  most  suc- 
cessful forms  of  Local  Government.  I 
hold  that,  in  the  first  place,  if  you 
appoint  a  Committee  for  a  specific 
purpose  you  get  the  work  done  a 
thousand  times  better  than  if  you 
appoint  a  body  for  general  purposes  and 
for  a  definite  period ;  because,  if  you  find 
your  Committee  neglecting  its  duty, 
or  going  outside  the  limits  of  the 
reference  to  it,  you  can  promptly  bring 
it  to  book,  whereas  if  your  general  body 
is  elected  for  a  year,  you  may  have  to 
wait  months  before  you  can  deal  with  itu 
Under  the  proposal  of  this  Bill  you 
will  not  enjoy  the  advantage  of  local 
knowledge,  nor  will  the  body  you  appoint 
be  in  harmony  with  the  inhabitants  of 
the  village.  How,  then,  can  you  expect 
the  plan  to  work  successfully?  My 
personal  experience  in  the  matter  of 
allotments  has  shown  me  how  very  Con- 
servative  men  are  in  these  matters. 
Some  years  ago  a  body  of  men  applied  to 
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me  for  land  for  allotment  purposes,  and  I 
lent  it  on  the  sole  condition  that  they 
should  manage  it  themselves  by  a  com- 
mittee of  allotment  holders  and  allotment 
workers.  For  two  years  I  never  went 
near  the  land ;  but  when  at  last  I  did  go 
I  fonnd  everything  in  most  satisfactory 
order.  One  entrance  gate  was  locked, 
and  near  the  other  was  posted  a  notice, 
which  I  commend  to  hon.  Members 
opposite,  that  "Rents  is  now  due,  and 
must  be  paid  according  to  Rule  20,  or  the 
lots  will  be  forfeited/'  I  found  that  the 
plots  had  been  admirably  managed  by 
the  committee  of  holders  and  workers. 
Now,  I  think  we  must  all  confess  that  the 
Act  of  1887  has  not  proved  a  success.  I 
am  sure  we  are  all  anxious,  both  on  this 
side  of  the  House  as  well  as  on  the 
opposite  side,  that  this  Bill  should  be  a 
success.  We  are  anxious  that  its  pro- 
visions should  be  taken  advantage  of; 
we  are  desirous  to  take  this  opportunity 
of  retrieving  the  mistake  made  in  1887. 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  Government  will 
prevent  our  utilising  the  opportunity 
for  so  doing.  I  wish  this  Bill  to  meet 
with  general  approval  throughout  the 
country.  I  wish  the  Government  to  avoid 
the  discredit  and  danger  which  must 
follow  from  "  failure  No.  2."  I  wish  the 
Bill  to  be  on  lines  which  will  accord  with 
the  general  sense  of  the  country.  And 
Having  this  desire  I  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept  the  suggestions  I  have 
put  on  the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  after  the  first  word 
"authority,"  to  insert  the  words  "in  an 
urban  district.1' — (  J/r.  Stephens.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words, 
be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

(5.47.)  Mb.  QUn/TER  (Suffolk,  Sud- 
bury) :  May  I,  as  a  point  of  order, 
ask  you,  Sir,  what  we  are  discussing 
now  ?  I  was  under  the  impression  that 
we  had  not  yet  reached  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hornsey. 

Mb.  STEPHENS :  I  asked  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House  to  make  the  remarks 
I  did  because  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  under  Debate 
is  inconsistent  with  the  Amendment 
which  I  have  put  down,  and  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Amendment  were 
passed  it  would  be  incompetent  for  me 
to  move  mine. 


The  CHAIRMAN :  I  shall  have  to 
put  to  the  Committee,  as  an  Amendment 
to  the  proposed  Amendment,  the  inser- 
tion after  the  word  "authority,"  of  the 
words  "  in  an  urban  district." 
*(5.55.)  Mr.  LONG:  Nobody  desires, 
to  question  my  hon.  Friend's  prac- 
tical experience  in  allotment  matters,, 
or  his  bond  fide  desire  to  make  this  Bill 
satisfactory ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  he- 
has  shown  to  the  House  any  reason  for 
believing  that  the  Act  of  1887  has  baen 
a  failure.  When  I  find  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who  have  distinguished  them- 
selves in  connection  with  this  subject  by 
advocating  the  most  extreme  views  as  to- 
the  extension  of  the  Local  Government, 
cheering  the  hon.  Member  for  Hornsey 
I  am  led  to  the  conclusion  that  extremes- 
are,  indeed,  meeting  under  this  particular 
Bill.  But  while  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site advocate  the  setting  up'  a  Parish 
Council,  to  be  elected  by  ballot  on  the 
principle  of  one  man  one  vote,  and 
placing  in  their  hands  the  control  of  all 
parochial  affairs,  my  hon.  Friend  the- 
Member  for  Hornsey  makes  a  very  dif- 
ferent proposal.  In  his  proposal  there  is 
no  voting  by  ballot,  no  one  man  one  vote, 
and  the  result  of  the  adoption  by  the 
Committee  of  his  suggestion  would  be,  in 
my  judgment,  to  seriously  delay  any  ad- 
vance and  reform  in  the  system  of 
Parochial  or  Local  Government ;  because, 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  must  know  full 
well,  one  of  the  greatest  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  reform  exists  in  the  com- 
plexity and  number  of  existing  areas,  and 
of  the  powers  they  already  hold,  and  the 
obligations  they  have  already  incurred. 
Now,  my  hon.  Friend's  proposal,  if 
adopted,  would  have  this  extraordinary 
result :  that  it  would,  in  the  case  of  urban 
districts,  transfer  the  power  to  the- 
County  Council ;  but  in  the  case  of  rural 
districts  it  would  set  up  a  new  autho- 
rity on  the  old  system  of  election,  and 
would  add  a  new  authority  to  the  suffi- 
ciently large  number  of  authorities 
already  existing.  I  contend  that  my 
hon.  Friend  has  not  given  the  House 
any  reason  to  believe  that  a  greater 
prospect  of  success  attends  his  proposal 
than  that  of  the  Government,  which  does 
not  add  to  the  existing  authorities,  and 
proposes  the  same  machinery  for  the  urban 
and  the  rural  districts.  Myhon.Friendhas 
drawn  a  painful  picture  of  the  terrible  ex- 
penditure incurred  under  the  Act  of  1887* 
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And  when  he  says  that  all  admit  that  Bill 
to  be  a  failure  I  am  not  sure  that  he 
speaks  for  anybody  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hornsey,  at  any  rate  on  this 
side  of  the  House  ;  and  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  can  safely  leave  hon.  Members 
opposite  to  give  expression  to  their  own 
views.  But  to  return  to  the  question 
of  cost.  I  should  like  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  the  fact  that 
there  are  standing  in  the  name  of  my 
hon.  Friend  certain  Consequential 
Amendments ;  and  I  think  the  Com- 
mittee, after  hearing  the  remarks  of  my 
hon.  Friend  with  reference  to  the  cost 
'  of  working  the  Act  of  1887,  will  be 
astonished'  when  they  read  the  last 
of  those  consequential  Amendments, 
whereby  my  hon.  Friend  proposes  that 
the  new  authority — 

"  Shall  appoint  and  may  remove  at  pleasure 
Bnoh  officers  and  servant*  as  shall  be  neces- 
sary for  the  basinets  of  the  Committee,  .  .  . 
«nd  with  the  approval  of  the  vestry  may 
•appoint  reasonable  salaries,  wages,  and 
•allowances  for  saoh  officers  and  servants.** 

If  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  is 
agreed  to  the  result  will  be  to  set  up 
new  authorities  with  power  to  provide 
salaries  and  allowances  for  the  officers 
whom  they  may  appoint,  and  this  might 
very  well  lead  to  increased  expenditure. 
There  are,  I  hold,  sufficient  Local  Authori- 
ties already,  and  it  would  be  unwise  to 
add  to  their  number.  Therefore,  the 
Government  recommend  the  Committee  to 
adhere  to  our  proposal,  and  not  to  adopt 
the  somewhat  remarkable  recommenda- 
tions of  my  hon.  Friend. 

(6.4.)  Mb.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire, 
Brigg)  :  I  desire  to  support  most  heartily 
the  proposal  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hornsey.  I  confess  that,  as  a  matter 
of  order,  I  do  not  know  the  exact  position 
in  which  we  stand  with  regard  to  it, 
and  so  I  will  state  broadly  my  opinions 
on  this  matter.  I  believe  the  Amend- 
ment before  us  deals  with  the  urban 
districts,  but  I  am  more  particularly 
concerned  with  the  rural  districts.  I 
say  distinctly  that  if  the  entire  control 
of  allotment  matters  is  given  to  the 
County  Councils  they  will  have  a  great 
deal  too  much  to  do.  Allotments  should 
be  regulated  by  committees  appointed  by 
the  allottees  themselves  ;  and,  therefore, 
although  the  Amendment  put  on  the 
Paper  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hornsey 
iB  not  all  we  desire  I  shall  support  it  as 
Mr.  Long 


strongly  as  I  can.  I  know  that  in  the 
case  of  allotments  in  which  a  rev.  friend 
of  mine  is  interested  they  are  governed 
by  a  committee  appointed  by  the  allot- 
tees themselves,  with  the  vicar  of  the 
parish  as  chairman,  and  everything 
works  admirably.  Such  committees 
have  the  local  knowledge  which  is  so 
valuable  an  element  when  allotment 
questions  are  under  consideration.  The 
fear  that  needless  expenditure  will  be 
indulged  in  by  such  committees  is 
groundless.  At  Stockton,  near  Rugby, 
where  a  system  of  the  kind  has  been 
tried,  a  great  success  has  been  achieved. 
It  has  been  said  this  afternoon  that  the 
Allotments  Act  is  not  an  admitted 
failure.  The  Member  for  Devizes  said 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hornsey  was  wrong 
when  he  declared  it  to  be  an  admitted 
failure.  No ;  the  failure  is  not  admitted, 
but  it  is  a  gross  and  notorious  failure  all 
the  same  ;  and  if  the  hon.  Member  had 
used  the  word  "notorious"  instead  of  "ad- 
mitted" he  would  have  been  strictly 
accurate.  The  acceptance  of  the  present 
proposal  would  introduce  a  beneficial 
change,  because  it  will  convert  a  wretched 
fiasco  into  something  like  a  benefit  to  the 
working  classes. 
*(6.11.)  Mb.  CHANNING  :  The  situa- 
tion at  which  we  have  arrivid  is  a 
somewhat  surprising  one.  The  hon.* 
Member  for  Hornsey  is  evidently  giving 
the  Government  a  last  chance  of  obtaining 
salvation.  I  do  not  for  a  single  moment 
suppose  that  he  binds  himself  to  every 
letter  and  every  sentence  of  the  Amend* 
ments  he  has  on  the  Paper ;  I  suppose, 
rather,  that  he  is  offering  the  Govern- 
ment a  chance  to  carry  out  in  connection 
with  the  rural  districts  the  principle 
which  we  have  this  afternoon  decided 
to  apply  to  the  urban  districts,  and  to 
ensure  that  the  allotments  question  is 
dealt  with  by  a  Committee  possessing 
local  knowledge.  I  admit  several  of  the 
contentions  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wiltshire,  and  I  agree  that  a  Committee 
constructed  on  the  lines  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hornsey  would 
hardly  be  strong  enough  to  doal  with 
the  financial  questions  involved.  But  I 
would  urge  the  Government  to  give 
further  consideration  to  this  matter,  and 
to  see  if  they  cannot,  on  the  Report 
stage,  bring  up  a  clause  for  the  creation 
of  a  Local  Authority  for  the  purposes 
of  allotments  in    small  areas.     Having 
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some  knowledge  of  this  question,  I 
say  that  the  Bill,  if  passed  in  its  pre- 
sent form,  will  prove  a  mere  fiasco,  and 
will  not  achieve  the  objects  which  the 
Government  have  in  view.  I  cannot 
support  the  Amendment  in  its  present 
iorm ;  but  I  do  urge  the  Government  to 
apply  to  rural  districts  the  principle 
which  we  have  decided  to  apply  to  urban 
districts. 

(6.15.)  Me.  COBB:  I  should  like  to 
know  if  the  Government  are  willing  to 
re-consider  their  decision  in  this  matter. 
I  am  not  going  to  discuss  whether  the 
Act  of  1887  is  or  is  not  a  failure.  We 
have  sufficiently  discussed  that  point 
•already,  and  we  all  have  our  own  views 
upon  it.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
-only  difference  between  what  I  advo- 
-cated  on  Friday  last  and  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hornsey  is  one  of 
name.  He  proposes  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee which  is  to  be  elected  by  the 
Vestry.  I  know  that  there  are  objections 
to  the  mode  of  election  by  Vestry  ;  but  I 
venture  to  think  that  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
•ber's  suggestion  is  accepted  it  will  be 
necessary  to  elect  the  Parish  Committee 
or  Parish  Council  by  ballot,  and  on  the 
principle  of  one  man  one  vote.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  has  suggested  that  a  Parish  Com- 
mittee might  incur  expenses  for  offices. 
We  shall  want  nothing  of  the  kind, 
because  in  almost  every  village  there  is  a 
.schoolroom,  partly  maintained  by  the 
State,  and  these    can  be  used  for  the 

SLrpose.  I  do  not  know  if  the  hon. 
ember  is  aware  that  before  the  Bill  of 
1887  was  brought  in  a  proposal  was 
made,  in  a  Bill  which  I  introduced,  to 
appoint  these  very  Committees,  and  that 
it  was  met  by  a  promise  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  deal  with  the  question 
in  a  more  satisfactory  way.  When  the 
Bill  was  produced,  however,  it  turned 
•out  that  the  Government  thought  Boards 
-of  Guardians  to  be  more  suitable 
authorities  than  Village  Committees. 
The  inhabitants  of  the  villages  hold  a 
very  different  opinion.  They  prefer  a 
Parish  Council  or  a  Local  Committee.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Wiltshire  has  twitted 
us  with  giving  up  compulsory  purchase. 
But  I  and  my  friends  do  not  wish  to 
■abandon  compulsory  purchase  ;  we  leave 
that  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Bordes- 
ley  Division,  who  having  for  many  years 
loudly  advocatad  compulsory  purchase  as 


essential  in  dealing  with  allotments  and 
small  holdings,  omitted  altogether  the 
Compulsory  Clauses  in  his  Bill  last 
Session,  and  gave  evidence  in  the  same 
direction  before  the  Select  Committee  on 
Small  Holdings.  I  join  in  the  appeal  of 
my  hon.  Friend  to  the  Government  to 
consider  whether  some  agreement  cannot 
be  arrived  at. 

*(6.2l.)  Mb.  RITCHIE :  The  Govern- 
ment cannot  undertake  anything  in  the 
direction  the  hon.  Gentleman  suggests. 
The  same  question  was  discussed  on  the 
proposed  Instruction  to  the  Committee, 
and  the*  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
said — 

"  The  Government  might  well  flinch  from 
accepting  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  set  up  a  new  authority  in  the  parish  for  that 
particular  purpose.  If  a  new  authority  were 
set  up  it  ought  to  be  for  other  purposes.  It 
would  require  great  consideration,  and,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  was  not  surprised  at  the 
Government  declining  to  accept  that  portion  of 
the  proposal " 

— the  proposal  which  we  are  now  dis- 
cussing. The  Government  are  now 
asked  to  embark  in  the  creation  of  a  new 
authority,  and  that  in  the  face  of  the 
fact  that  hon.  Members  are  not  agreed  as 
to  what  kind  of  authority  it  should  be. 
I  ask  the  Committee  to  consider  the  diffi- 
culty and  complexity  of  the  question  we 
are  asked  to  take  up  at  this  stage.  It 
means  practically  the  abandonment  of 
the  Bill.  It  may  be  a  good  Bill,  or  it 
may  be  a  bad  one.  Hon.  Members  have 
different  opinions  on  that  point ;  but  the 
Government  think  it  a  good  Bill  and 
much  wanted.  We  are  asked  to  set  up 
that  new  authority,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  managing  the  new  allotments 
generally,  but  only  those  which  shall  be 
supplied  by  the  County  Councils  on 
appeal.  I  cannot  imagine  that  the 
Committee  will  ever  consent  to  any 
such  proposition  as  that  of  the  hon. 
^lember 
*(6.23.)  Captain  VERNEY :  The 
authority  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hornsey  proposes  to  establish  is  not 
altogether  new ;  it  is  identical  with 
that  established  under  the  Free  Libraries 
Act.  In  many  counties,  and  especially 
is  it  the  case  in  North  Buckingham- 
shire, the  County  Councils  are  largely 
composed  of  Guardians,  in  North.  Bucks 
two-thirds  are  Guardians,  and  the  appeal 
would,  therefore,  be  from  Guardians  to 
Guardians.     I   do   not  think  that    the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  realises  the  time 
which  would  be  lost  in  taking  action  if 
his  proposal  is  carried.  At  least,  two 
years  would  be  lost  before  a  spade  could 
be  put  into  an  allotment  by  the  Twyford 
labourers,  who  have  already  waited 
three  years.  In  the  first  place,  the  adver- 
tisement of  action  must  be  published  in 
August  or  September  ;  then  the  meeting 
cannot  be  held  till  December;  then 
the  Provisional  Order  can  have  no 
force  until  it  is  passed  in  this  House  in 
the  next  Session ;  and  then  at  the  succeed- 
ing Michaelmas  a  year's  notice  must  be 
given  to  the  tenant.  And  all*  this  is 
supposing  the  proposal  meets  with  no 
opposition,  and  that  everybody  is  willing. 
Now  we  want  a  sharp  and  prompt 
remedy.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
stated  that  the  decision  just  come  to  by 
the  House  is  a  blow  against  Local 
Government.  I.  say  it  is  precisely  the 
reverse.  Whoever  heard  of  one  Elective 
Body  appealing  to  another  Elective 
Authority  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  is  scarcely 
speaking  to  the  Amendment. 

(6.27.)  Mb.  H ALLEY  STEWART 
(Lincolnshire,  Spalding) :  I  hold  that 
two  divergent  principles  are  embodied  in 
the  Amendment ;  in  one  case  you  transfer 
certain  powers  from  Urban  Authorities 
to  the  County  Council,  or  from  a  lower  to 
a  higher  authority,  and  in  the  other  you 
transfer  power  from  the  County  Council 
to  a  Parish  Committee,  or  from  a  higher 
to  a  lower  authority.  I  think  we  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  dividing  on  each 
of  the  principles.  I  am  opposed  to  the 
transfer  of  the  powers  under  the  Act  to 
County  Councils,  but  in  favour  of  those 
powers  being  given  to  the  Parish 
Authorities. 

(6.29.)  Me.  STEPHENS:  The  Act 
of  1887  only  placed  compulsory  powers 
in  the  hands  of  the  County  Authority ; 
and  as  a  parish  is  not  a  County 
Authority,  I  do  not  propose  to 
give  the  parish  compulsory  powers. 
There  is  the  greatest  possible  difference 
between  what  I  propose  and  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Rugby 
Division.  I  propose  the  ancient  opera- 
tive Executive  Body  of  the  parish — the 
oldest  authority  we  have,  and  which  has 
exercised  these  powers  with  success,  and 
never  failing  in  their  use.  As  to 
the  officers,  I  admit  the  unfortunate  slip 
Captain  Vemey 


made  in  the  Amendment  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded ;  but,  of 
course,  these  officers  will  never  be  wanted; 
all  the  powers  have  been  taken,  and  it  is 
quite  absurd  to  suppose  that  any  expense 
will  arise.  It  will  be  possible  for  this 
Body  to  administer  the  affairs  of  the 
parish  without  officers.  That  may  be  a 
grievance,  but  it  is  not  one  which  will  be 
felt  by  the  ratepayers. 
*(4.46.)  Sir  WALTER  FOSTER : 
I  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  position  in  which  we 
stand.  We  have  an  Amendment  of  very 
wide  range  and  great  importance  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member  opposite.  That  Amend- 
ment, as  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Spalding,  raises  two  contradictory  pro- 
positions. In  view  of  the  attitude  taken  by 
the  Government  towards  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  and  your  suggestion, 
Sir,  that  we  should  be  allowed  to  draw 
up  an  Amendment  to  avoid  the  difficulty, 
I  beg  to  move,  as  that  cannot  be  done  in 
a  moment,  that  you  now  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Sir  Walter 
Foster.) 

*Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  not  assent  to  the  proposal.  We 
have  been  engaged  now  for  a  very  long 
time  in  considering  the  matter,  and  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  though 
apparently  complicated,  is  in  reality  very 
simple.  What  he  proposes  is  that  the 
Urban  Sanitary  Authorities  shall  remain 
as  the  Bill  has  placed  them ;  and,  so  far 
as  the  Rural  Authorities  are  concerned, 
he  proposes  that  when  an  appeal  has 
been  made  to  the  County  Council,  and 
they  decide  that  allotments  shall  be  sup- 
plied, they  shall  go  to  the  Vestry 
Committee  appointed  by  the  rural 
vote ;  but  that  the  Committee  shall 
have  no  power  whatever  of  acquiring 
lands  if  they  have  to  acquire  them  com- 
pulsorily.  If  this  matter  goes  to  a  Divi- 
sion, you  will  divide  on  the  question 
whether  the  County  Council  shall,  by 
their  Committee,  acquire  the  allotments, 
or  whether  it  shall  be  referred  to  the 
Parish  Authority  elected  in  the  way  the 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes,  to  carry  out 
the  behest  of  the  County  Council,  but 
with  no  power  of  compulsory  acquire- 
ment. I  hope  the  Committee  will  now 
be  allowed  to  come  to  a  decision. 
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*(6.40.)  Mr.  CHANNING:  If  T  am 
in  order,  I  would  suggest  the  division  of 
the  Amendment,  and  the  question  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to 
settle  could  at  once  be  brought 
before  the  House.  Will  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hornsey  accept  the 
following  Amendment,  to  leave  out 
the  words  after  the  word  "authority" 
in  the  fourth  line  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  insert 
after  "  authority "  the  last  five  lines  of 
his  own  Amendment,  beginning  with  the 
words  "in  a  rural  district  to  a  Com- 
mittee," and  so  on,  down  to  the 
end  of  the  latter?  That  would  at 
once  raise  the  question  whether 
the  Committee  would  consent  to  the 
creation  in  a  rural  sanitary  district 
of  a  Local  Committee  for  this  purpose.  It 
is  a  perfectly  plain  issue  to  put  before 
the  House.  I  do  not  see  why  we  should 
delay  one  moment  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  Member  for  Hcrnsey 
will  consent,  and  in  this  case  I  would 
suggest  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Ilkeston  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 
Then  I  would  suggest  that  the  question 
of  the  Urban  Sanitary  Authority  could 
be  dealt  with  in  a  reasonable  form  which 
would  command  general  support. 

Mb.  STEPHENS  :  I  think  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  is  a  perfectly 
reasonable  one.  It  is  quite  obvious  that 
the  Urban  Authorities  stand  upon  a 
totally  different  footing.  I  beg  to  with- 
draw my  Amendment. 

Sis  WALTER  FOSTER:  I  beg  to 
withdraw  my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  to  Amendment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Another  Amendment  proposed  to  the 
proposed  Amendment, 

After  the  first  word  "  authority/*  to  leave 
out  all  the  words  to  the  end  of  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "in  a 
rural  district  to  a  committee  appointed  by  the 
inhabitants  in  vestry  of  such  parish  as  herein- 
after provided,  and  the  parish  committee,  in 
substitution  for  the  sanitary  authority,  shall 
proceed  to  acquire  land  in  accordance  with  the 
principal  Act,  and  otherwise  execute  that  Act 
in  the  said  district  or  parish." — {Mr.  Chan- 
ning.) 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment. n 


•Captain  VERNEY  :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  accepts  and 
adopts  my  statement  that  if  his  Amend- 
ment is  carried  the  labourer  cannot  get 
his  spade  into  the  land  until  next 
Michaelmas  two  years  ? 

*Mb.  RITCHIE  :  Certainly  not. 
Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART:  I  only 
wish  to  state  the  issue  which  is  before 
the  Committee.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  we  are  going  to  divide  on  the 
question  of  whether  or  not  compulsory 
powers  shall  be  included.  I  have 
explained  that  in  voting  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hornsey  I 
am  voting  against  compulsory  powers. 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  was  dealing  with 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
Now  we  are  dealing  with  a  different 
proposition. 

(6.40.)  The  Committee  divided: — 
Ayes  223;  Noes  146.— (Div.  List,  No.  73.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Debate  arising. 

It  being  after  10  minutes  to  Seven  of 
the  clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair 
to  make  his  Report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS? 
(PLEUROPNEUMONIA)  BILL.— (No.  168.) 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON :  As  the  measure 
is  one  in  which  hon.  Members  represent-  • 
ing  agricultural  constituencies  take  con- 
siderable interest,  I  should  be  glad  if 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  give 
the  House  some  assurance  that  it  will  be 
definitely  proceeded  with  on  a  given 
day. 

Dr.  TANNER  :  Last  night  we  under- 
stood from  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
that  this  Bill  would  be  taken  as  the  first 
Order  to-day. 
•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  No. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  must  ask  the 
Government  to  give  us  some  definite 
assurance  which  will  really  conduce  to 
the  progress  of  business. 

Mr.  J.  COLLINGS :  May  I  ask  the 
Government,  looking  at  the  urgency  of 
the  Allotments  Bill  and  the  slow  pro- 
gress we  are  making  with  it,  whether 
they  will  continue  it  on  an  early  day  ? 

Committee  deferred  till  Thursday. 
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MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  communicate  Copy  of  Fifth 
Report,  <kc,  from  the  Select  Committee 
appointed  by  their  Lordships  in  the 
present  Session  of  Parliament  on  the 
Sweating  System,  as  desired  by  this 
Honse. 


The  House   suspended   its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  clock. 


The   House    resumed    its    Sitting   at 
Nine  of  the  clock. 

MOTION. 


-*o+- 


LOOAL     AUTHORITIES    (ACQUISITION 

OF  LAND). 

Mr.    REID    (Dumfries,    <fcc.),     rose, 

pursuant  to  notice,  to  move  the  following 

Resolution : — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  a 
measure  is  urgently  needed  enabling  Town 
Councils  and  County  Councils  in  England 
and  Scotland  to  acquire  by  agreement  or 
compulsoiily,  on  fair  terms  and  by  simple  and 
inexpensive  machinery,  such  land  within  or 
adjoining  their  several  districts  as  may  in  their 
judgment  be  needed  for  the  requirements  of 
the  inhabitants." 

*Me.  SPEAKER,  interposing,  said: 
I  am  bound  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  what  I  hare  had  an 
opportunity  of  pointing  out  to  him  in 
private  before,  that  the  Motion  which  he 
proposes  to  introduce  anticipates  discus- 
sion of  the  subjects  dealt  with  in  two 
measures  that  are  already  before  the 
House.  I  refer  to  the  Bill  standing  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Leith  District — Local  Authorities  (Scot- 
land) Acquisition  of  Lands — and  to 
another  standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Forfar — Land  Purchase  and 
Division  (Scotland).  Although  I  am 
unwilling  to  put  any  impediment  in  the 
.  way  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
I  do  not  see  how  he  can  make  any  state- 
ment without  infringing  on  the  principles 
contained  in  those  two  measures.  The 
allotments  question  is  clearly  debarred, 
and  the  question  of  town  holdings  in 
Scotland  and  the  acquisition  of  land  by 
Town  Councils  and  County  Councils  in 
Scotland  Appears  to  be  specially  debarred 
by  the  two  Bills  I  have  referred  to.  If, 
however,  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentle- 


man can  discover  any  means  of  escaping 
from  the  difficulty  I  shall  be  very  glad. 

Mr.  REID  :  On  the  point  of  order  I 
desire  to  advert  to  the  terms  of  my 
Motion.  It  is  quite  true  that  Bills  are- 
being  constantly  brought  forward  to 
confer  powers  for  various  purposes  on 
Town  Councils  and  County  Councils  in 
Scotland.  My  proposition  is  to  move  a 
Resolution  which  should  enable  them  to 
use  their  own  judgment  in  regard  to 
the  purposes  for  which  they  take  land ; 
or,  in  the  words  of  the  Motion, 

"To  acquire  by  agreement  or  compulsorily 
on  fair  terms  and  by  simple  and  inexpensive 
machinery,  such  land  within  or  adjoining  their 
Severn  1  districts  as  may  in  their  judgment  be 
needed  for  the  requirements  of  the  inhabi- 
tants." 

My  proposition  is  that  they  should  act 
generally,  and  in  that  sense  I  desire  to 
move  the  Resolution. 

•Mr.  •  SPEAKER  :  I  am  afraid  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  entirely  out  of  order,  ac- 
cording to  the  decisions  laid  down  by 
the  Chair,  in  referring  by  anticipation  to 
matters  dealt  with  in  Bills  already  before 
the  House.  This  is  clearly  a  case  of  an- 
ticipation. One  of  the  Bills  I  have  men- 
tioned is  to  enable  County  Councils  in 
Scotland  to  acquire  building  land  com- 
pulsorily, and  the  other — the  Land  Pur- 
chase and  Division  (Scotland)  Bill — is 
for  enabling  Local  Authorities  to  acquire 
land  compulsorily  for  any  purpose 
authorised  by  Act  of  Parliament,  for  sites 
for  cottages,  for  allotments,  and  so  on. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-upon 
Tyne)  :  May  I  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  the 
two  Bills  you  have  mentioned  do  not  re- 
late exclusively  to  Scotland  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER :  Yes. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  Then  I  presume 
that  if  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  were 
to  withdraw  the  words  *  and  Scotland  " 
from  his  Motion  he  would  be  in  order. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  I  made  that  sugges- 
tion to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman ; 
but  he,  seeing  that  he  represents  a 
Scotch  constituency,,  appeared  unwilling 
to  make  the  alteration.  It  is  a  matter 
for  the  discretion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  If  he  is  willing  to  withdraw 
the  words  "  and  Scotland  "  from  his 
Motion,  that  appears  to  me  to  remove 
the  objection.  If  those  words  were 
omitted,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  be  in  order. 
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Mr.  REID :  I  will  move  the  Resolu- 
tion with  the  reference  to  Scotland 
omitted,  and  although  I  do,  no  doubt, 
attach  very  great  importance  to  every- 
thing affecting  Scotland,  still  I  do  not 
think  that  the  Resolution  will  be  im- 
paired in  its  force  or  value  when  applied 
simply  to  the  case  of  EnglaDd.  It 
will  have  the  advantage  that  I 
shall  be  enabled  to  curtail  my 
speech  and  give  English  Members 
more  opportunity  to  present  their  views 
to  the  House.  For  a  considerable  period 
there  has  been  a  strong  feeling  growing 
that  the  land  system  of  this  country 
cannot  be  adequately  dealt  with  on  the 
basis  of  what  I  may  call  old-fashioned 
reform,  which  suggests  improvements  in 
the  registration  of  titles  and  the  means  of 
transfer  of  land. '  The  fact  that  so  many 
Bills  have  been  introduced  to  enable 
different  localities  to  acquire  land  for 
various  purposes  is  of  itself  one  of  the 
strongest  arguments  which  could  be 
adduced  in  support  of  the  views  I  propose 
to  submit  to  the  House.  So  strong  has 
been  the  y  rowth  of  this  feeling  that  there 
is  what  some  may  call  a  revolutionary 
feeling  existing  on  the  land  question  in 
the  last  few  years.  In  order  that  there 
may  be  no  misunderstanding  of  my  posi- 
tion, and  in  order  that  my  silence  may 
not  seem  to  give  encouragement,  let  me 
say  at  once  that  I  have  no  sympathy 
whatever  with  any  attempt  to  take  land 
from  anybody  who  owns  it  except  upon 
fair  and  honest  terms.  In  what  I  have 
to  say  in  regard  to  landowners,  I  wish  to 
speak  of  the  system,  not  of  the  men, 
believing  as  I  do  that  human  nature  is 
very  much  the  same  all  the  world  over, 
and  a  great  many  of  the  critics  of  the 
conduct  of  landlords  would  themselves 
follow  the  same  course  if  they  happened 
to  become  landlords.  In  England  there 
is,  undoubtedly,  a  very  strong  opinion 
that  the  ownership  of  land,  uncontrolled 
by  the  action  of  any  Local  Authority,  has 
been  considerably  abused,  and  has  led  to 
the  depopulation  of  some  parts  of  the 
country  and  to  enormous  congestion  in 
the  population  of  other  parts.  It  has  led 
to  discomforts  and  injustice  which 
the  people  are  not  entitled  to  be 
called  upon  indefinitely  to  endure.  We 
cannot  deny  the  necessity  of  putting 
some  pressure  upon  landlords  when 
we  see  the  approval  of  the  principle  in 
the  Allotments  Bill  of  the  Government, 


which  I  will  not,  of  course,  now  discuss. 
I  think  that  hon.  Members  who  have 
knowledge  on  this  subject  will  agree  that 
these  powers  of  compulsion  cannot  stop 
here.  It  is  needed,  for  example,  for 
small  holdings  ;  but  without  specifying 
any  particular  class  of  needs,  I  think  I 
may  appeal  to  hon.  Members,  do  they 
not  know  instances  of  villages  stnnted  in 
their  growth  and  development,  and  of 
inhabitants  restricted  in  occupation  and 
debarred  from  the  enjoyment  of  a 
home  of  their  own,  by  the  refusal  of 
the  landlord  to  sell  land  or  to  let,  ex- 
cept upon  impracticable  conditions  ?  The 
leasehold  system  which  obtains  so- 
generally  throughout  England,  I  think, 
is  now  generally  admitted  to  be  detri- 
mental to  the  interests  of  the  popula- 
tion at  large.  I  go  further,  and  condemn 
the  precarious  tenure  upon  which  so 
many  persons-  occupy  their  houses.  How 
can  we  hope  to  see  the  standard 
of  comfort  raised  in  England; 
how  can  we  expect  to  see  the  people- 
elevated  by  education  and  other  benign 
influences,  which  are  not  likely  to  go 
very  far  in  that  direction,  unless  the- 
people  have  the  comfort  of  what  they 
may  call  a  home  of  their  own  ?  To  very 
many  people  this  is  denied,  and  though 
I  do  not  say  it  is  general  there  are  many 
instances  of  people  being  harshly  evicted 
from  their  homes  for  very  slight  reason. 
I  can  give  as  good  authority  for  my 
statement  Mr.  Fronde,  who,  in  the 
Nineteenth  Century  for  September,  1880,. 
has  the  following : — 

"  Not  a  mile  from  the  place  where  I  am  now* 
writing  an  estate  on  the  coast  of  Devonshire- 
came  into  the  hands  of  an  English  Duke.  There 
was  a  primitive  village  upon  it,  occupied  by 
sailors,  pilots,  and  fishermen,  which  is  described 
in  Domesday  Book,  and  was  inhabited  at  th* 
Conquest  by  the  actual  forefathers  of  the  late 
tenants  whose  names  may  be  read  there.  The 
houses  were  out  of  repair.  The  Duke's 
predecessors  had  laid  out  uothing  upon  them 
for  a  century  and  had  been  contented  with 
exacting  the  rents.  When  the  present  owner 
entered  into  possession  it  was  represented  to 
him  that  if  ihe  village  was  to  continue  it  must 
be  re-built,  but  that  to  re-build  it  would  be  a 
needless  expense,  for  the  people,  living  as  they 
did  on  their  wages  as  fisher  nen  and  seamen, 
would  not  cultivate  his  land,  and  were  useless 
to  him.  The  houses  were  therefor*  simply 
torn  down,  and  nearly  half  the  population  were- 
driven  out  into  the  world  to  find  new  homes." 

I  do  not  believe  that  such  cases  often 
occur  on  a  large  scale  in  England,  but 
there  have  been  many  cases  where  indi- 
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viduals  have  been  driven  from  their 
homes.  I  should  like  to  illustrate  what 
I  have  to  say  by  some  brief  reference  to 
Scotch  experience.  I  take  the  cases  in 
•order  to  show  what  the  power  of  the 
landlord  may  be.  The  case  of  the 
crofters  in  the  Highlands  is  a  conspicuous 
instance,  and  not  even  the  annals  of 
Irish  landlordism  can  exceed  in  horror 
the  devastation  of  the  Highlands  some 
years  ago.  I  hope  that  some  hon.  Member 
opposite  will  give  the  House  the  horrible 
'details  of  the  clearances  that  were  effected 
in  Sutherlandshire,  where  thousands  of 
people  were  turned  out  of  their  ancestral 
homes  to  make  way  for  sheep,  and 
•eventually  for  the  land  to  be  turned 
into  deer  forests  for  the  amusement  of 
English,  Scotch,  and  American  sportsmen. 
*Mb.  STAVBLEY  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire, Kingswinford)  :  How  long  ago  ? 

Mr.  REID:  These  things  began  70 
years  ago,  and  have  been  continued  until 
2,000,000  acresout  of  the  1 9,000,000  acres 
which  Scotland  contains  have  been  turned 
into  deer  forests,  with  the  result  that 
land  cannot  be  obtained  for  any  other 
purpose.  I  have  mentioned  in  the  House 
before,  how,  in  some  places  in  that 
country,  the  tenants  hold  under  a  six 
months*  tenure,  and  they  can  only  be- 
queath their  property  with  the  consent 
of  the  landlord,  who  frequently  dis- 
regards their  bequests.  Ten  miles  from 
Dumfries  there  is  land  admirably  situated 
<in  the  shores  of  the  Sol  way  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  village  or  small  town,  and 
•there  is  a  strong  desire  for  this,  but  not 
4\  feu  will  the  landlord  grant.  The  town 
•of  Kilmarnock  had  to  wait  12  years 
before  the  Local  Authorities  could  pur- 
chase land  for  a  public  park  with  the 
.sum  of  ,£10,000,  which  had  been  left 
them  for  that  purpose.  Again,  at 
'Greenock  I  believe  the  adjoining  land 
belongs  practically  to  one  owner,  who 
refuses  to  sell  or  let  for  building,  and  the 
borough  suffers  severely  from  the  arti- 
ficial price  of  land,  created  by  the  absence 
•of  all  competition.  I  will  go  no  further 
with  Scotch  illustrations,  for  I  feel  it 
would  not  be  right  to  do  so.  London 
•offers  the  most  horrible  cases  of  all, 
which  are  the  result  of  overcrowding, 
giving  rise  to  disease  and  immorality  of 
the  most  frightful  description.  The  free- 
holders, as  a  rule,  exercise  no  supervision 
whatever  over  their  property,  and, 
indeed,  are  powerless  to  do  so  in  conse- 
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quence  of  the  length  of  the  leases  they 
have  granted.  The  result  of  this  system 
has  been  shown  by  the  evidence  taken  by 
the  Royal  Commission  on  the  Housing 
of  the  Poor  to  be  appalling.  Hundreds 
of  thousands  of  people  are  paying  enor- 
mous rents  for  abominable  accommoda- 
tion. I  may  be  allowed  to  quote  a  few 
words  from  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion in  reference  to  London.  On  page  14 
the  Commissioners  say — 

"  Among-  adults,  too,  overcrowding  causes  a 
vast  amount  of  suffering  which  could  be  calcu- 
lated by  no  bills  of  mortality,  however  accurate. 
Even  statistics  of  actual  disease  consequent  on 
overcrowding  would  not  convey  the  whole 
truth  as  to  the  loss  of  health  caused  by  it  to 
the  labouring  classes.  Some  years  ago  the 
Board  of  Health  instituted  inquiries  in  the  low 
neighbourhoods  to  see  what  was  the  amount  of 
labour  lost  in  the  year  not  by  illness,  but  by 
sheer  exhaustion  and  inability  to  do  work.  It 
was  found  that  upon  the  lowest  average  every 
workman  or  workwoman  lost  about  20  days  in 
the  year  from  simple  exhaustion,  and  the 
wages  thus  lost  would  go  towards  paying  an 
increased  rent  for  a  better  house.  There  can 
be  little  doubt  but  that  the  same  thing  is  going 
on  now,  perhaps  even  to  a  greater  extent.  .  . 
Nothing  stronger  could  be  said  in  describing 
the  effect  of  overcrowding  than  that  it  is  even 
more  destructive  to  general  health  than  con- 
ducive to  the  spread  of  epidemic  and  con- 
tagious diseases.  Unquestionably,  a  large 
amount  of  the  infection  which  ravages  certain 
of  the  great  cities  is  due  to  the  close  packing  of 
the  population.  Typhus  is  particularly  a 
disease  which  is  associated  with  overcrowding, 
and  when  once  an  epidemic  has  broken  out,  its 
spread  in  overcrowded  districts  is  almost  in- 
evitable. In  Liverpool  nearly  one- fifth  of  the 
squalid  houses,  where  the  poor  live  in  the 
closest  quarters,  are  reported  as  always  infected ; 
that  is  to  say,  the  seat  of  infectious  disease. 
It  is  not  surprising  to  learn  that  among  the 
fever  dens  of  that  city  overcrowding  is  grow- 
ing  less,  owing  to  the  fall  of  the  population 
which  mortality  produces." 

The   reason  is  to  be  found  a  few  pages 

further    on,  where   the   Commissioners 

say— 

"  Turning  to  the  unquestioned  causes  which 
produce  overcrowding  and  the  generally  lament- 
able condition  of  the  homes  of  the  labouring 
classes,  the  first  which  demands  attention  \b  the 
poverty  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  poorest 
quarters,  or,  in  other  words,  the  relation  borne 
by  the  wages  they  receive  to  the  rents  they 
have  to  pay." 

Charity  and  private  enterprise  are  wholly 
unable  to  deal  with  matters  of  this 
gravity.  Only  on  the  lines  of  this  Resolu- 
tion and  by  a  Government  Bill  can  we 
grapple  with  the  state  of  things  ex- 
isting now  in  London.  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  wise  on  my  part  to  multiply 
instances,  nor  have  1  quoted  these  for 
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the  purpose  of  holding  landlords  up  to 
odium,  but  to  show  how  inadequate  is 
our  present  system  to  deal  with  evils  of 
this  nature.  Last  year  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  in  replying 
to  me,  said  we  might  safely  rely  on  the 
interests  of  the  landlords  themselves ; 
but  it  is  precisely  the  self-interest  of 
landlords  that  has  given  rise  to  such  evils 
as  make  a  Resolution  of  this  character 
necessary — selfish  interests  and  competi- 
tive rents.  Nor  can  a  local  Act  of 
Parliament  effectually  deal  with  the 
subject.  To  obtain  an  Act  of  Parliament 
is  a  costly  proceeding.  The  smaller 
towns  in  England  cannot  afford  the  large 
expense  of  obtaining  a  local  Act  or  even 
a  Provisional  Order,  to  enable  them  to  put 
an  end  to  these  great  and  growing  evils. 
The  costs  of  the  litigation  which  follows  the 
obtaining  of  a  Provisional  Order  are  most 
excessive  and  in  many  cases  absolutely 
unnecessary,  and  with  those  costs  the 
community  are  almost  invariably  saddled. 
After  a  Provisional  Order  is  obtained  it 
is  necessary  to  have  litigation  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  the  true  value  of 
the  land ;  and,  as  litigation  on  that  subject 
is  now  conducted,  no  one  who  has  any 
experience  will  dispute  that  the  costs  are 
frightful,  most  excessive,  and  absolutely 
unnecessary  in  many  ways.  Not  only 
must  there  be  a  large  array  of  so-called 
scientific  witnesses  for  the  purpose  of 
proving  the  value,  but  every  separate 
interest  in  any  part  of  the  land  may  be 
valued  separately,  and  the  community  is 
saddled  with  the  cost.  No  matter  how 
unreasonable  the  owner  of  the  land  has 
been  in  refusing  accommodation  or  in 
refusing  a  fair  price,  he  never  can  be 
made  liable  for  one  shilling  of  the  costs. 
He  may  have  to  pay  his  own  costs  in 
some  extreme  cases,  but  the  Local 
Authority  taking  the  land  always  has  to 
pay  its  own.  Besides,  Provisional  Orders 
can  only  be  given  for  certain  prescribed 
purposes.  Suppose  that  the  Burgh  of 
Thornhill  was  desirous  of  buying  out  its 
landlords  and  of  placing  all  the  persons 
in  the  ambit  of  the  town  in  an  indepen- 
dent position,  they  could  not  do  it  by  a 
Provisional  Order,  and  it  would  be  hope- 
less to  try  and  do  it  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
because  this  House  has. now  about  20 
times  too  much  to  da  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances it  is  that  T  propose  to  confer 
on  the  Town  Councils  and  County 
Councils  the  power  to  take  land. 
VOL.  COCXLTV.      [third  series.] 


Of  course,  the  land  should  be  taken 
on  fair  terms — I  mean  at  an  honest 
price.  I  also  think  that  some  check 
should  be  placed  upon  the  action  of  the 
Local  Authorities.  I  should  say  that  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  ought  to  have  power  to  prevent 
any  unfair  use  of  their  power  by  a  Local 
Authority.  Suppose,  for  example,  the 
Local  Authority  wanted  to  take  a 
private  park,  or  a  garden,  or 
anything  of  the  kind,  it  is  quite  right 
there  should  be  some  power  to  check 
them.  Then,  I  think  land  should  be 
taken  by  means  of  simple  and  inexpensive 
machinery.  I  should  prefer  that  it 
should  be  done  below  a  certain  amount 
by  the  County  Court  Judge,  with  an 
assessor ;  or,  in  the  case  of  large  sums,  by 
a  Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court,  also  with 
an  assessor,  and  1  think  that  power  ought 
to  be  given  to  deal  with  the  costs  of  any 
inquiry  in  such  a  manner  as  to  prevent 
those  who  had  to  part  with  the  land 
being  stimulated  to  ask  and  require 
unfair  terms.  If,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
tribunal,  suoh  people  acted  unreasonably, 
the  tribunal  might  be  able  to  order  them 
to  pay  the  costs.  Subject  to  these  con- 
ditions, I  would  leave  to  the  County 
Councils  ample  and  complete  discretion. 
The  needs  in  the  different  parts  of  the 
country  are  very  different,  and  the 
Local  Authorities  alone  know  what  the 
requirements  of  their  localities  are.  Wo 
have  no  time  to  ascertain  the  needs  of 
localities,  and  if  these  things  are  to  be 
done  at  all  they  must  be  done  by  the 
Local  Authorities.  It  may  be  asked 
from  what  source  the  money  is  to  come. 
I  might  with  great  ease  point  out  that  if 
the  Government  are  prepared  to  give 
£33,000,000  to  Ireland,  which  the  Irish 
have  never  asked  for  and  do  not  want, 
they  might  be  prepared  to  give  a  little 
assistance  for  purposes  I  have  spoken  of. 
But  I  do  not  think  it  is  at  all  necessary  to 
make  use  of  Imperial  credit  or  funds 
in  this  case.  Public  works  in  Muni- 
cipalities or  counties  will  in  the  future, 
as  now,  be  paid  for  out  of  local  funds ; 
but  in  cases  where  there  are  suoh 
requirements  as  I  have  been  adverting 
to,  as,  for  example,  where  a  town  re- 
quires an  extension,  and  it  is  necessary 
to  take  land  for  the  purpose,  I  believe 
that  through  the  agency  of  Build- 
ing Societies  or  Benefit  Societies, 
which  might  combine  for  the  purpose,  it 
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would  be  perfectly  possible,  and  in  many 
cases  would  happen,  that  the  Town 
Council  or  County  Council  would  exercise 
the  power,  and  that  the  whole  of  the 
money  would  be  found  by  those  who 
would  reap  the  advantage  in  common 
with  the  rest  of  the  town.  I  believe  if 
such  powers  as  I  propose  were  conferred, 
they  would  do  a  great  deal  of  good, 
especially  in  villages,  for  example,  which 
are  oppressed  by  the  leasehold  system  of 
tenure,  and  there  are  not  a  few  in  the 
South- West  of  England.  The  leasehold 
system  would  be  put  an  end  to  at 
once  if  the  County  Council  or  the  Town 
Council  thought  proper  to  interfere. 
Towns  will  be  able  to  expand,  and  to  do 
so  at  no  unreasonable  cost.  I  do  not  say 
that  these  would  be  powers  sufficient  to 
settle  or  dispose  of  these  difficulties,  nor 
do  I  suppose  that  I  hare  been  able  to  put 
an  adequate  number  of  illustrations 
before  the  House  in  the  short  time  at 
my  disposal.  But  I  appeal  to  the  private 
experienc3  of  individual  Members,  and  I 
submit  that  land  reform  must  take  the 
direction  of  increasing  the  powers  of 
Municipal  Authorities.  If  those  powers 
are  increased  great  advantage  will,  I 
submit,  ensue.  I  desire  to  see  these 
reforms  in  order  that,  by  means  of  prompt 
and  kindly  concessions,  we  may  be  able  to 
avert  the  danger  of  the  spread  of  dis- 
content, which  I  regret  as  much  as  any 
man  in  this  House,  and  which  could 
never  be  harboured  by  people  in  this 
country  unless  it  is  founded  on  a  refusal 
to  remove  a  real  grievance. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  tMs  House,  a 
measure  is  urgently  needed  enabling1  town 
councils  and  county  councils,  in  England  to 
acquire  by  agreement  or  compulsorily,  on  fair 
terms  and  by  simple  and  inexpensive  machinery, 
such  land  within  or  adjoining  their  several 
districts  as  may  in  their  judgment  be  needed 
for  (he  requirements  of  the  inhabitants/' — (Mr. 
Robrrt  Reid.) 

(9.46.)  Mr.  A.  H.  D.  ACLAND 
(York,  W.R.,  Rotherham):  My  hon. 
Friend,  in  the  interesting  speech  which 
he  has  delivered,  stated  that  he  had 
asked  me  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
question  so  far  as  it  refers  to  English 
villages,  and  to  that  point  I  will,  there- 
fore, restrict  my  observations.  But  I 
wish,  first,  t  >  mike  three  preliminary 
remarks.  The  first  has  reference  to  the 
question  of  compulsion.  I  suppose  we 
may  admit,  now  that  the  Government 
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have  got  an  Allotments  Act,  that  the 
question  of  compulsion  is  not  worth  dis- 
cussing as  a  matter  of  principle,  for  it 
has  already  been  conceded  by  the 
Government.  When  I  first  entered  the 
House  the  acceptance  of  the  principle 
seemed  to  be  very  far  off  indeed.  I 
remember  how  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Bordesley  Division,  who  then  repre- 
sented Ipswich,  was  attacked  by  the 
present  Minister  of  Agriculture  for 
advocating  this  principle.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  talked  about  the  "pre- 
datory instincts  of  a  class  whose  Socialistic 
schemes  were  so  admirably  represented 
by  the  hon.  Member."  I  suppose  that  it 
is  we  who  have  predatory  instincts  and 
Socialistic  schemes  at  the  present  moment ; 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  matters  for 
which  we  plead  are  quite  as  important, 
and  not  in  any  way  more  dangerous, 
than  the  principle  of  compulsion  which 
the  Government  have  already  conceded. 
I  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  that  we 
might  trust  Local  Bodies,  if  the  applica- 
tion of  compulsion  is  extended,  not  to 
infringe  upon  the  amenities  which  may 
justly  be  claimed  by  landowners  or 
others.  For  the  purposes  for  which 
land  is  wanted  in  English  villages, 
security  of  tenure  is  even  more  impor- 
tant than  that  the  freehold  of  the  land 
should  be  acquired.  I  quite  agree  that 
the  Local  Authority  should  retain  some 
power  over  the  land  which  it  purchases, 
in  the  same  way  as  Building  Societies  do, 
and  that  they  should  secure  the  annual 
increment  by  valuation  from  time  to 
time.  In  the  next  place,  I  hold  that 
there  should  be  a  common  manage- 
ment of  the  buildings  erected  upon  the 
land  by  the  people  for  the  people. 
I  hold  that  it  is  most  desirable  to  de- 
velop some  kind  of  public  opinion  in  the 
villages,  because  in  too  many  at  the  pre- 
sent time  there  is  hardly  any  public 
opinion.  I  believe  that  many  landlords 
are  now  beginning  to  see  clearly  that 
this  question  of  country  life  is  not  a  mere 
question  of  how  many  pounds  of  beef  or 
how  many  bushels  of  corn  can  be  pro- 
duced per  acre ;  there  is  a  question  of 
human  life.  It  is  no  answer  to  say  that 
in  some  villages  the  state  of  things  is 
everything  that  can  be  desired,  because 
we  know  perfectly  well  that  other 
villages  are  sadly  neglected ;  while  even  in 
some,  which  are  under  a  kind  of  benevo- 
lent management,  there  is  no  real  free- 
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dom.  The  history  of  land  shows  that 
the  tendency  has  been  to  put  all  the 
power  in  the  hands  of  one  man,  and  Mr. 
•George  Brodrick  in  his  book  says — 

"All  these  changes  have  by  no  means 
weakened  the  power  of  the  squire,  who,  on  the 
contrary,  is  a  greater  man  than  ever  relatively 
to  the  other  classes  in  the  village  community, 
since  he  is  no  longer  jostled  by  indepen- 
dent yeomen,  but  surrounded  by  obsequious 
tenants  and  labourers.  This  potentate  Concen- 
trates in  himself  a  variety  of  rights  and  preroga- 
tives which  in  the  aggregate  amount  to  little 
*hort  of  patriarchal  sovereignty.'* 

It  is  true  that  in  many  villages  there  is 
something  of  this  patriarchal  sovereignty. 
For  certain  purposes  the  inhabitants  of 
Tillages  have  a  fair  claim  to  the  use  of 
pieces  of  land.  There  is  the  case  of  vil- 
lage halls,  which  are  wanted  for  enter- 
tainments, for  labourers'  meetings,  for  the 
meetings  of  Friendly  Societies,  and  for 
the  formation  of  libraries.  Only  a  few 
days  ago  I  heard  of  an  excellent  village 
hall  which  was  largely  used  by  Church- 
men ;  but  when  Dissenters  asked  to  be 
allowed  to  give  an  entertainment  in  it, 
the  vicar  and  the  squire  said  "  No.1'  A 
Dissenter  in  the  village  thereupon  went 
to  the  vicar  and  said,  "  It  is  very  hard, 
-sir,  to  be  a  Nonconformist  in  this  village. M 
If  that  is  not  boycotting  it  is  something 
very  like  it.  Possibly  the  hall  was  built 
mainly  with  the  money  of  Churchmen, 
and  if  they  chose  they  could,  of  course, 
keep  the  Dissenters  out  of  it.  The  next 
purpose  for  which  land  is  wanted  is  for 
use  as  recreation  ground.  In  many  vil- 
lages there  was  no  recreation  ground  for 
.the  people.  .  Mr.  Jessopp,  a  well-known 
-writer,  speaking  of  the  East  of  England, 
.says — 

**  The  plain,  ugly  fact  is  patent  to  all  who  do 
not  resolutely  keep  their  eyes  shut,  that  the 
agricultural  labourers  life  has  had  ail  the  joy 
token  out  of  it,  and  has  become  as  dull  and 
.sodden  a  life  as  a  roan's  can  well  be  made. 
There  are  scores,  perhaps  hundreds,  of  villages 
where  the  inhabitants  have  absolutely  no 
•amusement  of  any  kind  outside  the  public 
house,  where  cricket  or  bowls  or  even  skittles 
are  as  unknown  as  bear  baiting,  where  the 
•children  play  at  marbles  in  the  gutter  in  bodily 
fear  that  the  road  surveyor  should  come  down 
upon  them." 

A  clergyman  told  me  recently  that  in  his 
parish  it  was  utterly  impossible,  without 
an  expenditure  of  money  he  could 
not  afford,  to  get  a  field  for 
his  lads  to  play  cricket  in,  the 
only  place  where  they  could  play  being 
the  bottom  of  a  dried-up  pond.     Then, 


again,  there  is  the  case  of  Working  Men's 
Co-operative  Societies,  which  ought  to 
have  a  fair  opportunity  of  securing  a 
footing  in  every  part  of  the  country. 
Every  North  Countryman  knows  the 
splendid  work  which  these  societies  have 
done  ;  and  I,  therefore,  advocate  this, 
whatever  hon.  Members  may  think  on 
the  vexed  question  of  the  relationship  of 
these  societies  to  individual  shopkeepers. 
Mr.  Albert  Pell,  a  late  Member  of  this 
House,  said,  in  his  evidence  before  the 
Small  Holdings  Committee — 

M  If  there  was  legislation  for  the  compulsory 
taking  of  land  in  parishes  or  villages  I  should 
like  to  see  legislation  enabling  Industrial 
Societies  to  get  hold  of  freeholds  for  Co-operative 
Stores.  My  experience  with  regard  to  those 
societies  is  that  they  are  at  an  enormous  disad- 
vantage in  England  from  the  inability  to  get 
into  a  village.  People  are  always  saying, 
'Oh,  you  will  disturb  some  old  woman/  or 
4  You  will  give  offence  to  somebody.1  My  own 
experience  has  taught  me  it  is  very  difficult  for 
the  co-operative  movement  to  get  on  from  the 
difficulty  which  exists,  especially  in  smaller 
villages,  to  get  a  place  where  they  can  securely 
carry  on  thei»  business.1' 

I  know  of  some  villages  where  the 
societies  cannot  possibly  obtain  a  footing 
except  by  the  exercise  of  compulsory 
powers.  The  societies  occupying  premises 
on  a  tenure  terminable  at  six  months' 
notice  cannot  possibly  be  expected  to  de- 
velop. They  may  be  excellently  sup- 
ported by  the  squire  or  the  vicar,  but 
the  squire  may  die,  and  then  what  may 
happen?  Somebody  may  succeed  him 
who  does  not  care  for  Co-operative 
Societies,  and  I  submit  that  the  only  way 
in  which  they  can  develop  would  be  by 
investing  their  savings  in  the  form  of 
new  buildings,  and  they  cannot  be 
expected  to  do  that  until  they 
are  assured  of  security  of  tenure. 
I  should  like  to  give  an  instance  of  the 
control  of  our  village  schools  in  its  direct 
bearing  on  those  Co-operative  Societies, 
which,  I  know,  have  the  sympathy  of 
many  Gentlemen  opposite.  One  of  my 
Co-operative  friends  wrote  to  me  the 
other  day  stating  that  he  had  been  try- 
ing to  establish  branches  of  the  Co- 
operative Stores  in  small  villages,  and, 
with  that  object,  had  endeavoured  to  get 
up  entertainments  for  raising  funds.  In 
the  first  instance,  a  clergyman,  as  mana- 
ger of  a  school,  refused  an  application  for 
the  use  of  a  school  room  for  an  entertain- 
ment ;  and,  in  another  instance,  a  School 
Board  made  a  promise  to  grant  a  school 
M  2 
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room  on  an  undertaking  that  votes 
would  be  given  for  members  who 
pledged  themselves  to  grant  such  faci- 
lities. As  my  friend  remarks,  a  refrac- 
tory Elective  Board  can  be  dealt  with 
successfully,  but  a  refractory  clergyman 
cannot.  The  short  tenure  of  many  Non- 
conformist Chapels,  especially  in  Wales, 
and  the  fact  that  it  is  frequently  uncer- 
tain how  far  any  chapel  can  get  a  really 
good  site  in  any  village,  must  make  us 
all  feel  that  Religious  Bodies  ought  to 
be  treated  on  equal  terms,  and  that  any 
Religious  Body  who  bond  fide  desires  a 
site  ought  to  be  able  to  get  it.  I  turn 
now  to  the  case  of  village  societies.  Mr. 
Albert  Pell  says  that  he  does  not  think 
there  is  a  great  desire  to  obtain  land 
with  a  view  to  cultivation,  but  that  there 
is  a  desire  to  obtain  a  bit  of  land  to  build 
a  house  on,  with  a  garden  adjoining. 
We  all  know  the  ordinary  agricultural 
labourer  cannot  buy  his  house,  but  there 
are  scattered  about  in  many  of  our 
villages  artisans,  wheelwrights,  black- 
smiths, carpenters,  shopkeepers,  and 
others,  who,  if  they  were  living  in 
towns  would  take  advantage  of  Building 
Societies  to  become  owners  of  their  own 
houses.  I  see  no  reason  whatever  why 
a  genuine  Building  Society  should  not 
be  allowed  to  provide  for  the  wants 
of  men  of  this  'sort  in  country  dis- 
tricts. I  think,  also,  there  ought  to  be 
power  to  obtain  land  compulsorily,  if 
necessary,  on  which  to  build  intermediate 
schools  in  the  best  positions  in  towns 
and  villages.  Of  course,  none  of  these 
suggestions  can  be  completely  carried 
out  until  we  get  District  Councils ;  but 
some  step,  at  all  events,  can  be  taken  in 
the  direction  we  advocate.  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  has  alluded  to  the 
leasehold  qnestion.  A  good  many 
landlords  are  saying,  "If  you  pro- 
pose leasehold  enfranchisement  we  will 
grant  no  leases  at  all."  The  effect 
of  adopting  a  policy  of  this  kind  will  be 
that  poor  people  will  have  no  tenure 
whatever  except  from  month  to  month. 
All  I  can  say  is,  if  landlords  take  this 
unreasonable  line  they  must  not  be  sur- 
prised at  the  extreme  views  some  men 
adopt,  especially  in  the  towns.  It  is 
because  I  think  we  may  find  some  inter- 
mediate method  between  boycotting  on 
the  one  hand  and  violent  measures  on 
the  other  that  I  support  this  Motion. 
The  son  of  a  very  liberal  landlord  said  to 
Mr.  A.  H.  J).  Acland 


me  the  other  day,  "  If  you  were  to  give- 
these  powers  to  Building  Societies  you 
might  find  two  or  three  cottages  going 
into  the  hands  of  poachers."  Another 
argument  used  against  us  is  that  un- 
sanitary dwellings  would-  spring  up. 
What  are  our  Sanitary  Authorities  for  if 
they  cannot  keep  our  villages  in  a 
proper  condition  ?  Such  arguments  aa 
these  are  thoroughly  bad.  There  are  two 
sides  of  village  life,  and  one  of  them  is. 
usually  concealed  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  themselves.  I  personally  came 
across  this  case  the  other  day.  A  car- 
penter, who  devoted  himself  to  social 
work,  and  the  work  of  education  among 
his  fellows,  happened  to  fall  out  of 
work,  and  accepted  a  situation  as  estate 
carpenter  on  a  large  estate  in  the  South 
of  England.  After  a  year  or  two  he  went 
back  to  his  native  place  and  detailed  his 
experience.  He  began  first  of  all,  he 
said,  trying  to  get  up  concerts  in  the 
village  in  which  he  lived,  but  this  was 
soon  put  a  stop  to  He  said  no  effort 
whatever  was  encouraged  among  the 
people  themselves  unless  it  was  brought 
to  them  from  above,  and  he  stated  that 
the  life  was  almost  intolerable,  because, 
as  he  said  in  his  homely  way,  "  It  knocks 
all  the  manliness  out  of  a  man."  I  do 
not  directly  blame  the  agent,  or  the 
landlord,  or  the  clergyman  of  this  village, 
because  I  do  not  suppose  they  were  con- 
scious of  the  effect  of  the  policy  they 
adopted.  I  should,  however,  be  inclined 
to  say  to  any  independent-minded  man 
of  fair  education,  who  was  wavering  as 
to  whether  he  should  remain  in  or  leave 
the  village  in  which  he  lived :  "If 
everything  is  done  for  you  from  above 
go  to  a  place  where  you  will  find  a  more 
independent  atmosphere  in  which  to 
live."  This  is  not  a  question  to  be 
settled  by  charity  or  money.  I  remem- 
ber the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
speaking  on  the  Irish  Question  in  1885, 
remarking  that  people  'who  had  become 
extremely  rich  thought  that  their  cheque- 
book could  solve  all  questions,  and  his 
observation  might  well  be  applied  to  the 
state  of  things  in  our  villages.  It  is  not 
by  making  model  villages,  model  reading- 
rooms,  and  all  the  rest  of  it,  that  you  are 
going  to  develop  an  independent  spirit 
among  working  people.  Give  them 
something  to  manage  for  themselves; 
let  them  have  halls  of  their  own,  libraries 
of  their  own,  opportunities  for  acquiring 
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bits  of  freehold  land  in  good  positions  for 
Co-operative  Societies,  chapels,  an  deven 
houses  of  their  own,  and  then  you  will 
bring  out  the  best  of  them,  and  they  will 
be  happier  and  pleasanter  people  to  live 
among  than  they  are  at  present.  I 
think,  on  the  one  hand,  there  are  many 
who  imagine  they  are  going  to  do  fche 
people  good  by  Primrose  League  festivi- 
ties ;  whilst,  on  the  other  hand,  there  are 
people  who  think  they  are  going  to  settle 
•all  the  questions  that  concern  the  land 
by  wild  and  revolutionary  schemes.  Is 
there,  I  would  ask,  no  intermediate 
course  ?  I  think  there  is.  Though  our 
proposals  may  seem  small,  1  think  that, 
if  properly  worked  out,  they  will  lead  to 
more  community  of  feeling  among  the 
poor,  and  to  a  greater  sense  of  responsi- 
bility for  their  own  affairs,  such  as  will 
make  a  man  a  man.  These  things  may 
work  slowly,  and  will  work  slowly,  but 
they  will,  I  believe,  give  independence  to 
many  who  now  are  not  in  the  best  sense 
of  the  word  independent,  and  will  lead 
to 'greater  happiness  by  the  road  of  wider 
and  fuller  opportunities. 

(10.18.)  Mb.  AMBROSE  (Middlesex, 
Harrow)  :  I  think  the  House  has  some 
ground  for  feeling  disappointed  with  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  R.  T. 
Reid) — I  do  not  mean  because  he  has 
not  been  allowed  to  go  much  into  the 
question,  but  because  I  think  the  Reso- 
lution he  proposes  is  a  totally  different 
thing  from  that  which  he  has  attempted 
to  advocate  in  his  speech.  The  Motion 
declares  that  a  measure  is  urgently 
needed  for  enabling  Town  Councils  and 
County  Councils  in  England  to  acquire 
land  oompulsorily  for  the  benefit  of  the 
inhabitants.  Now,  a  Town  Council  is  a 
body  created  by  statute  for  particular 
purposes  of  Local  Government,  and 
County  Councils  have  been  created  in 
like  manner  for  the  purposes  of  County 
Government.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  wishes  to  show  that  these  bodies 
have  not  the  requisite  powers  in  regard 
to  the  acquisition  -of  land  to  enable  them 
to  fulfil  the  purposes  of  their  existence. 
But  he  has  not  attempted  to  prove  that 
these  bodies  have  no  powers.  There  are 
many  duties  oast  on  Town  Councils,  such 

the  duty  of  providing  for  drainage, 


providing  recreation  grounds,  libraries, 
water  supply,  and  artisans'  dwellings, 
which  necessitate  the  acquisition  of  land. 
Wherever  it  has  been  found  necessary 
for  Town  Councils  or  Rural  Boards  to 
have  power  for  acquiring  land  com- 
pulsorily,  Parliament  has  conferred  that 
power  on  them.  As  it  has  not  been 
shown  by  either  the  Mover  or  the 
Seconder  of  the  Motion  that  these  bodies 
have  not  the  requisite  power  for  the 
purpose  for  which  they  have  been  called 
into  existence,  1  suppose  they  are  con- 
tented with  the  powers  which  exist  in 
that  respect.  Then  what  is  the  proposi- 
tion 1  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
began  by  dwelling  on  cases  of  hardship 
in  regard  to  individuals,  and  insisted  on 
the  necessity  for  giving  powers  to  Local 
Authorities  for  the  acquisition  of  free- 
hold property.  Well,  I  know  that  it  i* 
desirable  in  some  cases  that  powers  for 
the  acquisition  of  freehold  should  be 
given.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
mentioned  a  case  in  Devonshire,  not 
within  his  own  knowledge  at  all,  but 
based  on  a  statement  by  Mr.  Fronde,  the 
historian — and  here  I  may  say  that, 
though  one  is  always  happy  to  take  Mr. 
Fronde's  opinion  on  a  matter  of  history, 
it  does  not  follow  that  his  opinion  is 
worth  more  than  any  one  else's  on 
the  every  day  transactions  of  life. 
Then,  having  dealt  with  the  case  of 
alleged  hardship  in  Devonshire  — 
only  one  solitary  case — the*  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  flew  off  to  Scot- 
land. I  will  not  go  at  length 
into  the  Scotch  question,  but  I  must  say 
I  have  a  lively  recollection  of  what  took 
place  in  the  House  in  1886.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  referred  to  the 
crofters,  but  he  entirely  ignored  the 
enormous  rights  and  powers  which,  in 
1886,  were  conferred  upon  the  crofters 
where  their  holdings  were  too  small. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  challenged 
me  to  say  in  what  cases  I  would  give  the 
powers  he  advocates.  Well,  I  will  tell 
him.  Let  him  give  me  an  instance  in 
Devonshire,  or  anywhere  else,  where  there 
are  landlords  so  cruel  and  senseless  as  to 
refuse  to  let  land  which  is  needed  for  the 
interests  of  the  inhabitants,  and  I  shall  be 
quite  prepared  to  give  power  by  Pro- 
visional Orders  to  enable  a  municipal 
Corporation  or  County  Council,  or  some 
body  responsible  to  this   House,  under 
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proper  oheck,  to  acquire  land  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  the  people.     That  is  where  I 
would  meet  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
Let  him  show  me  a  case  where  he  could 
prove  the  Preamble  of  a  Bill  or  a  Pro- 
visional Order  for  affording  the  relief  he 
speaks  of,  and  I  will  meet  him.     He  has 
not,   however,   produced  a  shadow  of  a 
case.     Having  started  in  Devonshire  and 
.wandered   ofE    into    Scotland — ignoring 
the    liberal     provision    made    in     that 
country  for  the  crofters — my  hon.    and 
learned  Friend  came  back  to  London  and 
declared  that  the  case  of  the  Metropolis 
is    the    most    horrible    of    all.       Well, 
what  is    the    result    of    his  statement? 
(Why,  that  in  London  rents  are  absolutely 
competitive.     I   would    ask   why   rents 
should  not  be  absolutely  competitive  1  Is 
thu*e  any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
or   of  the  world,  where   rents  are  not 
.competitive    or      in      which     anything 
else  that  is  to  be  sold  or  hired  is   not 
governed   by   the  laws  of  demand  and 
supply  1    Hon  Gentlemen  opposite  seem 
to  lose  their  heads   over  this  question ; 
.  they  seem  to  think  that  different  prin- 
ciples   are    to    be    applied    to  land  as 
compared  with  any  other  property.   That 
might  be  a  good  cry  if  we  were  dealing 
with  tjie  origin  of  society,  and  starting 
the  question  of  a  new   State   where   a 
large  number    of    people   are  suddenly 
thrown   upon  a   tract  of  land  which  is 
only  capable  of  accommodating  a  certain 
number,  but  here  we  have  to  deal  with  a 
country  where  the  land  has  for  centuries 
been  in  the  occupation  of  somebody,  and 
that  somebody  has  been  recognised  by 
the  State  and  by  society  as  the  owner  of 
the   land,  who  can  give  up  the  land  in 
consideration     of    money    paid    for    it. 
Land  and  money  are  convertible  terms, 
and  men  who  have  made  money  should 
be    encouraged    to    invest    it  in    land. 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  see  why  a  man  who  in- 
vests his  money  in  land  should   be   con- 
demned when  he  looks  for  a  fair  interest 
upon  it.     My  hon.  and  learned   Friend, 
by    way    of    illustrating    further     the 
horrible  character  of  London,  said  that 
many  people,  hundreds  of  people,  there 
are  paying  rents  they  could  not  afford. 
I  am  afraid  that  has  been  my  own  case 
through  the   whole  course  of  my   life ; 
I  really  do  not  know  anybody  who  does 
not  think  he  is  paying  too  much   when 
he  is  asked  to  pay  his  rent.      But  what 
Mr.  Ambrou 


about    the     thousands     and     tens     of 
thousands  of  people  in  London  who  are 
paying  more   than   they  can  afford  for 
food  and  other  necessaries  of  life  1    And 
this  argument  applies  not  only  to  London 
but  to  every  part  of  the  world.    It  is  idle 
to  make  a  complaint  of  that  kind.     My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend    says  that  we 
have  in  London  fever  dens.     Does  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ignore  the 
fact  that  here   come   in  the   powers  of 
Municipal  Bodies  ?     Does  he  ignore  the 
fact  that  the  Municipal  Bodies,  when 
they  find  these  fever  dens,  have   power 
to    destroy    them,  to   prosoribe    whole 
areas,  and  to  provide  for  the  erection  of 
new  buildings  1    My  hon.  and   learned 
Friend  contended  that  something  must 
be     done,     either     on     the     lines     of 
the     Resolution     or     by     confiscation. 
I  thought  from  the  first  that  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  meant  confiscation. 
I  agree  with  him  that  it  does  mean  some- 
thing on  the  lines  of  this  Resolution,  or 
by  confiscation.     My  hon.  Friend  spoke 
of    fair    terms    and  simple   machinery. 
What  is  meant  by  fair  terms  ?    I  cannot 
but  think  that  in  the  use  of  those  words 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  meant  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  the  so-called  fair 
rent  in  Ireland  to  which  the  competitive 
value  of    the   land  has   been  reduced. 
Fair  terms  in  the  sense  of  the  Resolu- 
tion   mean    favourable    terms    for    the 
tenant,  but  utterly  unfair  and  harsh  and 
wicked  terms  as  against  the  owner  of  the 
property.     It  is  a  singular  fact  that  the 
only  instance  in  which  my  hon.  Friend 
descended     to    particulars    dealt    with 
matters   which  Municipal  and   County 
Councils  already' have  power  to  deal  with. 
He  quoted  the  demand  for  village  halls. 
Well,   town   halls  are   now  erected  by 
Councils    in   nearly   all   boroughs,  and 
vestry  halls   in  nearly  all  Local  Board 
districts ;    while    the   same    authorities 
also   have  power  to  provide  recreation 
grounds.     School  Boards,  too,  have  com- 
pulsory powers  for  the  purchase  of  land. 
But  suppose  the  Municipal  Authorities 
do  get  these  powers,  and  do  acquire  land, 
they  must  charge  a  rent  for  it,  and  that 
rent  will  have  to  be  fixed  either  by  some 
rule  of  their  own  or  on  the  competitive 
rule.     It    must    come    to    exactly    the 
same  thing.     I  object  to  any  increased 
powers  being  given,  as  proposed  by  the 
Resolution,   until  it  has  been    pointed 
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out  specifically  what  those  powers  are 
to  be. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  io  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  This  House,  while  ready  to  consider  definite 
proposals  for  conferring  on  county  councils  and 
town  councils  mioh  further  powers  as  may  he 
shown  to  he  needed  for  the  requirements  of  the 
inhabitants  within  their  jurisdiction,  declines  to 
assent  to  a  general  proposition  which  neither 
defines  the  nature  of  the  requirements  nor  the 
mode  in  which  they  are  to  be  met." — [Mr. 
Atubro$ef) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

(10.40.)  Colonel  KENYON-SLA- 
NEY  (Shropshire,  Newport)  :  I  think  I 
ought  almost  to  apologise  to  the  House 
for  venturing  to  rise  to  second  the 
Amendment,  and  my  only  excuse  for 
doing  so  is  to  point  out  that  rural  dis- 
tricts are  equally  with  urban  interested  in 
this  question.     It  seems  to  me  that  the 

scope  of  the  discussion  has  separated  itself 
under  two  somewhatdifferent  heads,  and  I 
think  the  House  will  see  in  the  speech 
of  the  Seconder  of  the  Resolution  that 
very  different  matters  were  alluded  to 
to  those  which  were  touched  upon  by 
the  Mover  of  it.  I  can  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  seconded  the  Reso- 
lution that  in  all  he  has  said  as  to  village 
life,  and  in  all  his  aspirations  for  the 
development  of  manliness  among  the 
rural  population,  he  has  many  a  warm 
sympathiser  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
and  he  has  no  more  hearty  and  sympa- 
thetic partisan  than  I  profess  myself  to 
be.  The  only  point  is  that  we  differ 
somewhat  as  to  the  means  to  be  adopted 
in  order  to  attain  the  end  the  hon  Gen- 
tleman has  in  view.  We  think  that  end 
is  not  to  be  secured  by  perpetually  calling 
in  question  the  good  motives  and  opera- 
tions of  the  landlords,  but  that  it  is  more 
likely  to  be  promoted  by  freely  acknow- 
ledging that  they  are  doing  a  great  deal 
to  forward  his  object.  So  far  as  the 
operations  of  the  landlords  are  con- 
cerned, I  think  that,  although  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made  out  a  good  case  for 
increased  interest  and  philanthropic 
exertion,  he  has  hardly  brought  forward 


any  practical  argument  that  would  jus- 
tify    the     House     in     supporting     the 
Resolution      that      he      has      movid. 
But  beyond  that  part  of   the  question 
which  refers  to  rural  life,  I  notice  that 
the  Mover  of  the  Resolution  dealt  mor  j 
especially  with  the   powers  which   it  is 
proposed  to  give  to  Town  Councils ;  and 
on  that  subject  I  think  it  would,  perhaps, 
not  be  out  of  place  to  consider  what  use 
has  been  made  by  Town  Councils  of  the 
powers  which  they  already  possess,  and 
how  far  those   powers   have  been  used 
discreetly  and  moderately,  and  without 
inflicting  injustice  upon  other  interests 
with  which  they  come  in  contact.    I  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  somewhat 
unlucky  in   the  day  on  which   he   has 
chosen  to   move  this   Resolution;    for, 
with  his  interest   in   legal   matters,  he 
will   probably  have   noticed  a  case    in 
which  judgment  was  yesterday  delivered 
by  Lord   Justice   Fry.     It   was   a  case 
which  bears  directly  upon  the  behaviour 
of   Corporations  towards  rural  localities 
with  which  they  are  brought  into  contact. 
The  Corporation  referred  to  in  this  case 
was  that  of   Wolverhampton,   and  the 
allegation  brought  against  it  was  that  it 
had  acquired  certain  land  for  uses  which 
are  intended   to    be    amplified    by   the 
present  Resolution.     The  allegation  was 
that  the  Corporation  had,  by  their  action, 
changed  a  pure  brook  stream  into  a  filthy 
and  offensive  stream  ;  that  they  changed 
water  formerly  fit  for  cattle  and  domestic 
purposes  into  water  unfit  for  such  use  ; 
that  they  rendered  the  land  where  the 
water  flowed   unfit  for  the  purpose  of 
agriculture;    and   that    they  turned    a 
pleasant  trout  stream  into  a  filthy  ditch. 
Now,  this  is   a  case  in  which  a  Town 
Council  had  exercised  powers  which  it 
already  possessed  to  acquire  land  for  the 
purpose  mentioned   in  this   Resolution. 
They  had   acquired  land,  and  they  had 
used  it  in  such  a  manner  as  to  produce 
the  results  mentioned  in  the  allegation ; 
and  in  the  end  an  injunction  was  granted 
restraining  the  Corporation  from  further 
polluting   the  brook.      That    injunction 
was     granted    in    August,    1886,    and 
yesterday  Lord  Justice  Fry,  in  delivering 
judgment,  found  the  Corporation  guilty 
not  only  of  disobeying  the  injunction,  but 
of  having  wilfully  disobeyed  it ;  and  in 
the   end     he     granted    what,    in    legal 
phrase,     is     termed     a     sequestration 
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of    the    property    of    the    Corporation. 
That  surely  is  a  strong  case,  and  shows 
that  there  is,  at  all  events,  a  reason  for 
hesitation  before  the   House  grant   in- 
creased powers  to    the   Councils.     The 
case  of  the  supporters  of  the  Resolution 
would  be  strengthened    if   they   could 
show  that  the  powers  already  possessed 
by  Councils  have  been  always  exercised 
for  the  benefit  and  not  to  the  injury  of 
the  community  at  large.     Another  fact 
within  my  personal  knowledge  has  a  direct 
bearing  on  this  question.     The  Corpora- 
tion of  Wolverhampton  have  also  acquired 
land,     on     which     they     have    erected 
machinery  for  pumping  water  for   the 
use  of  the  town.     In  this  particular  case 
the  Corporation  have  entirely  deprived  a 
considerable  district  around  them  of  a 
large   water  supply,  by  the  process  of 
boring  deep  wells.     There  are,  at  this 
moment,  several  farm-houses  and  cottages 
in  which  not  one  drop  of  drinking  water 
can  be  obtained,  through  the  action  of 
the  Corporation.     I  personally  waited  on 
that  body,  and,  while  they  admitted  that 
this  denudation  of  water  was  the  direct 
result  of  their  action,  they  told  me  that 
if  there  were  more   water  they   would 
take  that  as  well.     I  adduce  this  case  as 
another  instance  where  the  powers  now 
sought    to    be    amplified    extend  to    a 
degree  which  enables  a  direct  injustice 
to  be  inflicted  on  a  rural  district  without 
any  chance   of   redress.     I  repeat  that 
the    House    should    hesitate    before  it 
accepts  a  Resolution,  the  object  of  which 
is  vaguely  to  increase  and  enlarge  the 
powers  which,  it  can  be  shown  have,  in 
the  past,  been  used  mischievously  and 
unfairly.     I  think  that  the  Amendment, 
which  goes  in  the  direction  of  limiting 
the  vague  and  visionary  language  of  the 
Resolution,  would,  if  adopted,  save  the 
country  from  what  might  easily  become 
a  danger  to  the  cause  of  justice  and  fair 
play. 

*(10.56.)  Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark, 

N.E.) :  I  think   that  hon.  Members  on 

this  side  of  the  House  may  congratulate 

themselves  on  the  extreme  candour  of 

the  arguments  brought  forward  by  the 

Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Amendment. 

The  last  speaker  argued  not  only  that 

the   powers    now    possessed    by    Town 

Councils  ought  not  to  be  extended,  but 
Colonel  Kenyon-Slaney 


that  they  have  been  abused,  and  ought, 
therefore,  to  be  curtailed. 

Colonel  KENYON-SLANE Y :  I  never 
hinted  that  the  powers  should  be  cur- 
tailed, though  I  urged  that  the  House 
ought  to  hesitate  before  it  further 
amplified  them. 

•Mb.  D.CRAWFORD:  lam  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House  whether,  if  the  hon. 
Member's  statement  is  correct,  it  is  not 
a  legitimate  inference  that  the  powers 

ought  to  be  curtailed.     Members  on  this 
side    of    the    House,    however,    are    of 
opinion     that    the    powers    at    present 
possessed  by  Municipal  Councils  have 
been  exercised  with  the  utmost  advan- 
tage  to  the   country,   and  they  are  in 
sympathy  with  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Rotherham,  when  he  said 
that,  with  the  view  of  stimulating  the 
manliness  and  independence  of   village 
communities,  he  was  prepared  to  take 
the   very  distinct  step  in  advance  pro- 
posed in  the  Resolution.     The  Mover  of 
the  Amendment  contended  that  this  is, 
and  ought  to  be,  a  pure  question  of  supply 
and  demand.  There,  I  think,  we  approach 
the   kernel  of  the  question.     I  do  not 
think  that  any  Member  of  this  House  can 
complain  of  the  moderation  with  which 
the   hon.    Members  for  Dumfries  and 
Rotherham  presented   their  views,  nor 
can   it    be    said    that  there   was   any- 
thing revolutionary  in   their  proposals. 
By  this  Motion  we  aim  at  two  things. 
We   aim    at  obtaining  a  much-needed 
practical  reform  which  we  desire  to  get 
for  purposes  of    an  urgent    character. 
But  we  also  hope  that  the  House  will 
accede  to  the  Motion  as  indicative  of  a 
certain  stage  in  the  advance  of  public 
opinion,  and  as  a  means  of  registering  its 
view,  that  the  use  of  land  is  not  merely 
a  question  of  supply  and  demand  but  is 
one  in  which  the  public  and  Parliament 
have  a  legitimate  concern.     We  all  know 
that  it  has  been  too  much  the  custom  to 
apply  the  phrase  "  A  man  may  do  what 
he  likes  with  his  own  "  to  the  possession 
of  land.     Hon.  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House  consider  that  opinion  to  be 
not  only  an  erroneous  one,  but  very  far 
indeed     from     being     a     Conservative 
opinion.      We     consider    it    to    be    an 
opinion    which    is     dangerous     to     the 
security  of  property ;  and  it  is,  to  a  lance 
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extent,  in  a  Conservative  interest  that 
we  advocate  this  Motion.  The  arguments 
which  have  been  urged  by  the  Mover  and 
the  Seconder  of  the  Amendment  wonld 
lead  to  this  result — that  supposing  a 
man  by  his  title  deeds  possessed  a  whole 
county  in  England,  he  might  clear  it  of 
population  and  make  it  a  desert,  and  no 
one  in  this  House  would  have  a  right  to 
challenge  the  owner.  We  demur  to  and 
-dispute  this  proposition.  We  are  not 
■advocates  of  any  revolutionary  disturb- 
ance of  land  tenure  as  at  present  in 
force.  Indeed,  I  consider  the  systems  of 
land  nationalisation  which  are  advocated 
-as  unsuitable  if  not  fundamentally  im- 
possible ;  but  if  anything  would  bring 
into  prominence  those  violent  and  revo- 
lutionary views  it  would  be  such  argu- 
ments as  were  used  by  the  Mover  and 
the  Seconder  of  the  Amendment,  to  the 
effect  that  a  man  may  do  what  he  likes 
with  his  own  and  sweep  off  the  face  of 
his  estate  cottagers  and  everybody  else 
and  if  it  suits  him  to  do  so. 

Mb.  AMBROSE :  I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  kind,  and  it  will  be  in  the 
.recollection  of  the  House  that  I  distinctly 

.asserted  that  if  any  such  case  could  be 
made  out  it  would  form  a  ground  for  the 
intervention  of  this  House. 

•Mb.  D.  CRAWFORD  :  I  am  not  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  Member  has  made 
that  remonstrance.     1  am  aware  that  he 

•does  not  desire  his  arguments  should  be 
too  stringently  construed,  but  I  would 
remind  him  that,  when  he  was  ridiculing 
the  arguments  of  my  hon.  Friend  in 
.allusion  to  competitive  rents,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  said — "  Why  not  have  com- 
petitive rents  in  land?  What  is  the 
difference  between  land  and  any  other 
commodity?  It  is  a  pure  question 
of  supply  and  demand.'1  There- 
fore, .  I  say,  I  was  only  drawing  a 
.fair  inference  in  stating  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  deem  any  landowner 
justified  in  sweeping  off  every  cottager 
from  his  estate.  We  all  know  how 
largely  that  sentiment  pie  vails  in  the 
country.  I  have  known,  within  my  own 
^experience,  landlords,  good  and  benevo- 
lent men,  who  had  avowed  that  because 
they  were  not  pleased  in  a  case  where 
there  was  a  tendency  in  a  village  to  ex- 
tend in  the  direction   of  their  houses, 


they  would  not  allow  cottages  to  be  built 
in  the  direction  of  their  estates.  [Cries 
of  "  Name."]  I  know  a  case  of  hard- 
ship in  this  connection  in  Scot- 
land There  is  a  very  important 
and  growing  town  in  my  own  con- 
stituency which  is  rapidly  increasing. 
There  are  mineral  fields  in  the  district, 
and  the  only  terms  upon  which  the  land- 
lord will  permit  houses  to  be  built 
are,  first,  he  exacts  that  a  good  and 
substantial  house,  sufficient  to  be  a 
security  for  the  ground  rent,  should  be 
built,  and  that  if  the  coal  is  taken  out 
from  below  the  house,  and  the  house 
should  tumble  about  this  man's  ears, 
the  occupier  is  to  have  no  claim  for  com- 
pensation. That,  I  say,  is  a  tyrannical 
and  dangerous  use  of  property,  which 
forces  on  the  minds  of  the  people  of  that 
county  the  fact  that,  though  born  there, 
they  really  have  no  place  to  live  in. 
And  things  are  getting  worse  in  Scotland 
as  well  as  in  England.  So  far  as  our  studies 
and  knowledge  carry  us,  I  agree  with  the 
quotations  from  Mr.  Brodrick's  book 
which  have  been  read,  tothe  effect  thatthe 
squire  in  England  is  now  a  more  power- 
ful man  and  the  cottager  possesses  fewer 
rights  than  in  former  timeB.  In  several 
parts  of  the  county  that  I  represent  it 
used  to  be  the  custom  for  the  miners  to 
save  money  and  buy  a  house  and  plot  of 
land  of  their  own,  and  under  that  system 
a  peculiarly  fine  type  of  men  was 
cultivated.  Under  the  present  sys- 
tem, where,  as  a  rule,  miners'  cottages 
belong  to  the  landowner  and  where  the 
tenant  is  not  secure,  the  condition  of  the 
workmen,  neither  morally  nor  physically, 
can  be  compared  to  that  of  the  older  race 
of  men  who  acquired  an  interest  in  their 
houses.  We  are  aware  that  this  Motion, 
in  its  operative  part,  must,  under  the 
Rales  of  the  House,  be  restricted  to  Eng- 
land, but  the  question  is  one  which 
interests  my  constituents  most  deeply, 
and  that  is  my  apology  for  intervening 
in  this  Debate.  It  is  a  question  which 
touches  their  imagination  more,  perhaps, 
than  any  political  question  of  the  day. 
I  feel  assured  that  there  is  nothing  in 
the  Resolution  which  need  prevent 
hon.  Members  opposite  from  voting  for 
it.  Many  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  pro- 
fess their  sympathy  with  the  working 
man,  and  their  desire  to  aid  him  in  ob- 
taining  a  more    independent    position. 
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Why,  then,  should  they  not  assist  in 
confeiring  on  Municipal  Bodies  the  right 
of  acquiring  land  for  the  benefit  of  the 
working  class  ?  There  is,  at  any  rate, 
no  argument  in  favour  of  the  Motion 
which  presses  more  upon  my  mind  than 
that  it  is,  in  the  best  sense  of  the  word,  a 
Conservative  Motion,  and  that,  if  hon. 
Members  opposite  will  vote  for  it,  they 
will  do  much  to  promote  that  security 
of  tenure  in  regard  to  land  in  this  coun- 
try which  they  so  much  desire  to 
ensure. 

•(11.15.)  Colonel  HUGHES  (Wool- 
wich) :  I  desire  to  state,  in  addressing 
the  House  on  this  question,  that  I  am 
not  in  favour  of  any  doctrine  of  confisca- 
tion of  landlords'  property,  and  that  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  at  any  rate, 
contracts  are  held  sacred,  except  where 
the  interests  of  the  community  require 
any  alteration.  I  desire  to  say  a  few 
words  in  reference  to  the  acquisition  of 
freehold  for  public  buildings.  In  my  own 
district,  when  a  vestry  hall  was  required, 
it  had  to  be  erected  on  a  leasehold  tenure, 
because  it  was  not  possible  to  buy  the 
freehold.  We  are  now  looking  for  a 
central  site  for  our  baths  and  washhouses, 
and  are  unable  to  get  anything  but  lease- 
hold land.  In  the  same  way  our  free 
library  could  not  be  placed  in  the  middle 
of  our  population  on  a  freehold  site.  I 
can  imagine  no  reason  why  Local 
Authorities  should  not  have  power  to 
acquire  land  by  compulsory  purchase,  for 
the  purpose  of  erecting  baths,  wash- 
houses,  libraries,  town  halls,  and  other 
public  buildings.  The  sooner  some 
legislation  is  passed  to  carry  into  effect 
the  recommendations  of  the  Town  Hold- 
ings Committee,  even  to  a  limited  degree, 
the  better  it  will  be  for  our  great 
populations.  With  regard  to  houses, 
there  is,  no  doubt,  considerable  difficulty 
in  allowing  one  man  to  purchase  his 
freehold  while  another  may  not  choose 
to  exercise  that  power.  I  recog- 
nise the  extreme  difficulty  of  putting 
compulsory  powers  in  the  hands  of 
individuals.  But  that  difficulty  would 
not  occur  where  Local  Authorities 
purchased,  not  one  or  two  houses,  but 
whole  estates  for  the  benefit  of  the 
community.  In  the  parish  of  Plumstead, 
where  I  live,  I  recollect  the  land  being 
let  for  agricultural  purposes  at  £3  per 
acre  in  1845.  The  income  of  an  estate 
Mr.  D.  Crawford 


of  250  acres  in  Plumstead  in  1845  was, 
therefore,  £750  per  annum,  and  the 
capital  value  of  the  estate  at  20  years' 
purchase  was  £15,000.  In  consequence 
of  the  increase  of  the  Government  work 
at  Woolwich,  immediately  after  1845  and 
after  the  Crimean  War,  it  was  necessary 
that  additional  houses  should  be  erected 
for  the  accommodation  of  the  workmen 
employed  in  the  Government  Establish- 
ment. If  an  Act  such  as  that  now 
asked  for  had  been  in  operation,  this  250 
acres  could  have  been  acquired  and  about 
5,000  houses  built.  But  as  the  freehold 
could  not  be  bought  the  houses  had  to  be 
built  on  leasehold  tenure.  After  making 
roads  about  20  houses  per  acre  were  built 
on  the  leasehold  tenure,  for  which  £3  per 
annum  ground  rent  per  house  was  j^aid. 
The  result  is  that  an  estate  which  was 
bringing  in  £750  per  annum,  and  the 
capital  value  of  which  was  £15,000,  now 
brings  in  an  income  of  £15,000,  or  its 
original  capital  value,  every  year,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  lucky  circumstance  of 
houses  being  required  for  workmen  who 
are  obliged  to  live  near  their  work.  The 
houses  were  built  on  leases  for  70  years, 
which  have  now  about  25  years  to  run. 
The  landlord  will  have  received  about 
£1,000,000  in  extra  rent,  without 
reckoning  interebt  thereon,  and  in 
25  years  the  houses,  which  cost  £200 
each  to  erect,  will  revert  to  him,  and 
he  will  get  another  million  of  money. 
These  5,000  men  who  built  these  houses, 
chiefly  with  the  aid  of  Building  Societies, 
or  paid  heavy  rents  for  these  houses,  will 
not  have  a  relic  left  of  that  which 
they  put  on  the  ground ;  some  people 
will  have  become  millionaires,  and  others 
will  have  reverted  to  their  original 
condition.  In  fairness,  I  ought  to  admit 
that  those  who  have  the  leasehold  houses, 
and  let  them,  do  not  make  a  loss,  because 
the  rents  charged  enable  them  to  recoup 
themselves  for  the  money  laid  out  and 
the  interest  upon  it.  This  loss  really 
falls  on  the  workpeople  in  excessive 
rents.  Now,  if  the  community  had 
stepped  in,  in  the  first  instance,  either 
the  enormous  profit  I  have  men- 
tioned would  have  belonged  to  the 
Municipality,  or  the  rents  would  have 
been  less  during  the  whole  of  the  time* 
It  may  be  said  that  all  that  is  past  and 
gone,  and  nobody  wishes  to  take  the 
landlord's  property  away.     But  what  is 
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to  be  done  now  ?  It  would  be  a  very 
good,  thing,  in  my  opinion,  even  now,  if 
the  municipality  were  to  step  in  and 
make  an  arrangement  by  which  the  £3 
a  year  ground-rent  should  be  increased 
to  £6  and  give  a  perpetual  lease.  The 
result  would  be  that  those  houses  would 
not  be  forfeited,  the  5,000  leaseholders 
would  still  retain  their  property,  subject 
to  a  £6  ground-rent,  and  that  ground-rent 
would  at  once  double  the  freeholder's 
income,  or  could  be  sold  for  £150, 
and  it  was  better  to  have  £150  in 
cash  25  years  before  the  lease 
expires  than  a  house  worth  £200  25 
years  hence.  There  would  be  no  loss 
in  an  arrangement  of  that  kind;  the 
landlord  would  be  benefited,  and  the 
workmen  would  remain  in  permanent 
tenure  of  their  houses.  It  only  wants 
business  men  to  consult  together  in  order 
to  effect  some  arrangement  by  which 
the  thrift  of  the  working  classes  can  be 
permanent  instead  of  evanescent.  I 
give  this  practical  example  in  answer 
to  my  hon.  Friend  who  wished  for 
■  practical  instances.  I  leave  the  House 
to  deal  with  a  matter  which  affects 
the  well  being  of  the  country. 
Working  men  are  fully  alive  to  the 
importance  of  having  permanent  homes — 
they  value  them  very  much,  especially 
those  who  desire  to  live  in  the  same 
locality.  Certainly  it  is  a  desire  which 
ought  to  be  encouraged,  I  hope,  by 
the  whole  of  us.  Permanent  thrift  will 
make  the  lives  of  the  working  people  and 
their  6hildren  happier  than  they  have 
been  in  the  past. 

•(11.23.)  Mb.  CREMBR  (Shoreditch, 
Haggerston)  :  •  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  re- 
sult of  this  Debate  had  only  been 
to  have  caused  the  hon.  Member 
to  deliver  the  speech  to  which  the 
House  has  just  listened  with  a  good 
deal  of  interest,  it  could  not  be  described 
as  otherwise  than  profitable  ;  and  entitle 
the  Mover  of  the  Resolution  to  our 
thanks.  The  speech  with  which  the 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment favoured  the  House  appeared  to 
me  to  be  one  that  might  have  been  made 
100  years  ago,  when  it  would  have  been 
.  in  keeping  with  the  then  existing  order 
of  things.  The  hon.  Member  has 
apparently  come  into  the  world  too 
late.  It  is  a  pity,  because  he  might 
have     been     able     to    influence    past 


generations,  but  we  have  outgrown 
the  fossilised  views  he  expressed 
in  regard  to  the  rights  of  property* 
There  was  a  marked  difference  between 
the  speeches  of  the  Movers  of  the  Motion 
and  Amendment.  The  one  pleaded  for 
humanity,  the  other,  from  first  to  last, 
almost  exclusively  for  property.  The  hon. 
Member  does  not  seem  to  have  any 
sympathy  with  anybody  or  anything  in 
the  world  except  the  holders  of  property. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Harrow  asked  the 
Mover  of  the  Resolution  to  produce  an 
instance  of  hardship,  and  then  he  would 
consent  to  some  power  being  vested  in 
the  Local  Government  Board.  But  what 
the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Resolution 
pleadedforwas  that  the  people  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  accomplishing  their 
objects  themselves.  With  that  suspicion*, 
which  is  still  entertained  of  the  working 
classes,  the  hon  Member  said,  "Prove 
to  us  that  you  suffer  hardships  and 
we  will  do  something  for  you/'  But 
the  people  have  outgrown  those  ideas. 
They  are  anxious  to  redress  their 
wrongs  in  their  own  way.  And  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  people  them- 
selves are  better  acquainted  with  their 
own  wants  and  aspirations  than  ever  the 
hon.  Member  for  Harrow  can  possibly 
be  ;  and  that  they  are  better  qualified  to 
redress  them  than  even  he  is.  The 
speeches  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of 
the  Resolution,  I  thought,  bristled  with 
instances  of  hardship,  and  the  House 
has  just  heard  another  very  remarkable- 
case  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Wool- 
wich. I  can  quite  understand  the  hon. 
Member  for  Harrow  saying  to  himself, 
during  the  delivery  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Woolwich,  "  Save  me 
from  my  friends,"  because  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Woolwich  supplies 
him  with  one  of  the  most  remarkable 
instances  ever,  I  think,  afforded  to  this 
House,  of  the  hardship,  cruel  wrong,, 
and  suffering  inflicted  upon  the  indus- 
trial classes.  I  hope  after  this  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Harrow  Division 
will  never  again  use  the  term 
"  confiscation,"  or  try  to  frighten 
the  country  out  of  its  propriety,, 
by  talking  of  the  danger  there  would 
be  in  giving  Local  Authorities  the  power 
of  confiscating  the  property  of  the  land- 
lords. What  have  they  been  doing  at 
Plumstead but  confiscate?— [  "Oh ! "J— I 
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use  the  term  advisedly — not  land,  but 
bricks  and  mortar,  the  dwellings  which 
these  men  have  raised  by  their  money 
and  skill.  I  am  simply  voicing  the 
opinions  entertained  by  the  people 
with  regard  to  this  iniquitous  system. 
The  talk  of  confiscation  comes  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Harrow  with  a  very 
bad  grace.  The  Seconder  of  the  Motion 
treated  the  House  to  two  remarkable 
illustrations  of  the  danger  of  conferring 
on  Local  Authorities  the  power  of  doing 
that  which  we  are  asked,  by  the  Resolu- 
tion, to  enable  them  to  do.  He  told  us 
that  the  Town  Council  of  Wolverhamp- 
ton had  deprived  certain  cottagers  and 
dwellers  in  farm-houses  of  a  proper 
supply  of  water.  Well,  it  has  fallen  to 
my  lot  to  travel  through  many  of  the 
villages  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
I  have  seen  many  instances  of  hardship 
in  the  matter  of  water  supply 
inflicted  on  the  villagers,  not  by  Town 
Councils  or  Local  Authorities,  but  by 
landlords.  There  are  hundreds  of  villages 
throughout  the  country  in  which,  owing 
to  the  action  of  the  landlords,  the 
people  have  no  water  supply  other 
than  that  of  the  village  pond,  which  con- 
tains water  full  of  animalcules,  not 
fit  even  for  animals  to  drink.  If  this 
Resolution  is  carried  into  effect  it  will, 
as  one  of  its  results,  enable  the  people  to 
remedy  this  state  of  things.  A  grea,t 
deal  of  socialistic  agitation  now  prevails, 
led  by  men  nearly  all  of  whom  are 
terribly  in  earnest,  and  it  is  the  expe- 
rience which  these  men  and  their 
followers  have  obtained  of  rural  life  and 
of  the  sufferings  to  which  the  agricultural 
labourers  have  had  to  submit  that  has 
embittered  their  feelings.  The  ranks  of 
Socialism  in  London  and  our  large  towns 
are  becoming  a  dangerous  force  in  the 
country — and  I  use  the  term  "dangerous" 
advisedly — to  the  supporters  of  the 
existing  state  of  things ;  they  have  been 
swollen  by  the  influx  of  men  from 
our  villages  who,  in  their  country 
life,  have  suffered  grievous  wrongs  and 
hardships  such  as  those  it  is  now 
sought  to  remedy.  I  would,  therefore,  ask 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
•seriously  to  consider  whether  by  the 
adoption  of  a  beneficial  and  practical 
Resolution  such  as  that  now  submitted 
to  us,  they  would  not  be  doing  some- 
thing to  deprive  the  advocates  of  ex- 
Mr.  Cremer 


treme,  and  very  often  foolish,  measures 
of  the  power  they  already  possess  and 
of  their  influence  which  increases  day 
by  day. 

•(11.36.)     Mb.    SHAW -STEWART 

(Renfrew,  East):  The   hon.    Gentleman 

who  has  just  sat  down  speaks  of  the 

benefits  which  would  result  if  this 
Motion  were  passed,  but  he  has  omitted 
to  point  out  in  what  particular  way  the 
Motion  would  benefit  anybody. 

•Mb.  CREMER:  I  suggested  that  it 
would  benefit  the  villages  by  enabling 
them  to  obtain  purer  supplies  of  water. 

•Mb.  SHAW-STEWART  :  I  was  about 
to  say  that  all  I  could  gather  from  the 
speech  was  that  if  this  Motion  were 
passed  the  animalcule  in  village  ponds 
might  in  some  mysterious  way  vanish. 
But  if  all  that  is  to  happen  is  that  the 
animalcule  in  village  ponds  are  to  be  re- 
placed by  the  animalcule  in  town  ponds, 
I  do  not  see  that  much  will  be  gained. 
The  hon.  Member  did  not  suggest  what 
powers  should  be  conferred  on  the  Town 
Councils  which  they  do  not  already 
possess  for  dealing  with  sanitary  matters. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Lanarkshire  made 
a  general  sweeping  statement — which 
seemed  to  be  founded  on  nothing  more 
than  gossip— as  to  the  desire  of  certain 
landlords  to  drive  everyone  off  their  land. 
He  did  not  mention  the  names.  He 
found  fault  with  the  Seconder  of  the 
Motion  for  mentioning  some  cases  of 
Town  Councils  in  connection  with  which 
alleged  hardships  had  occurred,  and  he 

would  have  been  the  first  to  complain  if 
the  names  of  those  Town  Councils  had 
not  been  given ;  but  he  himself  omitted  to 
tell  us  who  were  the  individuals  of 
whom  he  spoke.  I  am  surprised  that 
the  case  of  Scotland  should  have  been 
gone  into  after  your  ruling,  Sir,  but  it 
was  touched  upon,  and  the  hon.  Member 
who  touched  upon  it  dealt  with  a 
case  with  which  I  am  tolerably  familiar. 
The  Mover  of  the  Amendment  instanced 
the  ease  of  Greenock,  as  to  which  he 
must  have  been  misinformed,  for  during 
the  last  40  years  land  has  been  acquirable 
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by  the  Corporation  of  Greenock,  and 
could  have  been  acquired  on  fair  terms. 
Tested  by  this  case,  the  other  examples 
of  hardship  adduced  are  of  little  weight, 
and  therefore  no  case  has  been  made  out 
for  the  Motion,  and  it  has  not  been 
shown  that  things  would  have  been 
different  if  effect  had  been  given  to  the 
Motion  by  legislation.  For  these  reasons 
I  shall  support  the  Amendment. 

*(11.42.)      Me.     WINTERBOTHAM 
(Gloucester,  Cirencester)  :  I  believe  the 
Debate  on  this  Resolution  will  be  pro- 
ductive of  great  good  in  the  country.    It 
states  in  a  simple  and  plain  way  what  is 
a  great  public  need,  and  it  is  evaded  by 
an  Amendment  which  speaks  about  being 
ready  to  consider  "definite  proposals,"  but 
declining  to  assent  to  "  general  proposi- 
tions."    We  heard  in  the  earlier  part  of 
the  evening  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secre-. 
tary  to  the  Board  of  Trade   say  some- 
thing about  "  A  true  blue  argument." 
Well,    I    think  the   hon.   Member   how 
moved  the  Amendment  made  a  speech 
which  was  worthy   of   being   described 
as    a    very   "  true   blue "   speech ;  but, 
fortunately,   we   have    heard   from   the 
same  side  of  the  House  a  speech  of  a 
very    different    character — I    allude  to 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Woolwich. 
I  would  commend    that    speech  to  the 
attention    of  the  Government  and    the 
Party     opposite.       I     rejoice     in     this 
Debate,    which    indicates    the    greater 
interest  taken  in  agricultural  labourers 
since  they  have  votes.     Their  interests 
are    no    longer    the    preserve    of    the 
hon.   Member  for    Bordesley,   whom   I 
do  not  see  in  his  place   to-night.     This 
Motion  affords  a  touchstone  and  a  test 
which    will    enable    the    labourers    to 
determine  who    are    their  real  friends, 
and  who  will   assist   them  to  obtain  a 
greater  enjoyment  of  the  land  "which  they 
believe   is  intended  for  the    happiness 
and    the    use    of  all.      True,   the    Re- 
solution does  not  say  how  it   is   to   be 
done ;  but  while  it  deprives  opponents 
of  the  opportunity   of   fastening   upon 
details,   it  lays  down  a  broad  general 
principle    which    it  is  for  statesmen  to 
carry  out.     The  labourers  want  land  on 
fair    terms    free  from    the    personality 
of  the  individual  landloid,    and    under 


conditions     which    will    save    the    un- 
earned   increment    to    themselves    and 
their  children,  instead  of  allowing  it  to  be 
appropriated  by  landlords  big  and  small. 
Now,   this   Resolution    fulfils  all  these 
conditions,   and    therefore,  I    for    one^ 
most  loyally  support  it.      The  labourers 
know   the    interests  of   those    who  are 
against   them  —  the   landlords  who   for- 
generations   have  fattened   on   the  un- 
earned   increment  of   the     community. 
An  instance    has    been    given    of    thi& 
by   the    hon.    Member  for   Woolwich; 
and     cases     of     this     kind     must     be 
within  the  knowledge   of  every   Mem- 
ber  in   his   own  constituency.     I  came 
across  a  case  the  other  day,  where  a  land- 
owner   was    charging    at   the    rate    of 
£2  10s.  for  a  tenth  of  an  acre.     That 
landowner  is  a  Member  of  this  House  sit- 
ting on  this  side — though  he  does  not  vote 
with  us.     £25  a  year  for  rn  acre  of  land 
let   to  agricultural    tenants   as   garden 
allotments  while  the  adjoining  land  is  let 
by  him  at  between  £4  and  £5   an  acre. 
These  cases  are  not   singular  ;  there  is. 
hardly  a   district  in  England   in  which 
they  do  not  occur.      The  building  lease 
dodge  is   another  means  by  which  the 
landlord  fetters  the  growing  community. 
The  communities  grow  ;  they  want  elbow 
room,  and  the  private  owner  of  land  fat- 
tens on  the  very  needs  of  their  exist- 
ence ;  whereas  I  maintain  that  if  com- 
munities were  allowed  to  acquire  lands 
around  themselves  on  fair  terms,  so  that 
they  shouid  receive  the  unearned  incre- 
ment, in  50  years'  time  there  would  be  a 
property   valuable   enough   to  pay   the 
whole  of  the  local  and   poor  rates.       I 
would    not    intefere    with    any    man'a 
property  unduly;   but   1   hold  that  all 
individual  ownership  of  land  is  subject 
to  the  general  ownership  of    the  com- 
munity. I  am  one  of  those  who  hold  the 
doctrine — Radical  doctrine  if  you  like  to 
call  it  so — that  God  never  intended  the 
land  to  be  possessed  and  enjoyed  by  a 
few  people,  but  that  He  intended  it  for 
the  benefit  and  enjoyment  of  all.     And 
as  I  am  in   the  habit  of  saying  these 
things  on  village  greens,  and' in  village 
school  rooms,  I  should   be   ashamed  of 
myself  if  I  did  not  say  them  here  as  well 
when  opportunity  offers. 

•(11.52.)    Mr.  WHARTON:  The  last 
speaker,   so   far  as  I  understood    him,. 
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alluded  to  the  want  of  small  holdings 
in  England  and  Wales ;  but  if  it  is 
not  a  matter  of  ancient'  history, 
I  would  remind  him  that  the 
Party  to  which  he  belongs,  in  1886 
having  turned  out  a  Conservative  Govern. 
ment  on  the  question,  had  an  opportunity 
•of  going  on  with  the  measure,  but  failed 
to  avail  themselves  of  it.  It  seems  to 
me  somewhat  strange  that  so  eminent  a 
Member  of  the  Party  in  power  in  1886 
.should  twit  the  Conservative  Party — 
who  really  have  done  something  towards 
•enabling  labourers  to  acquire  small 
holdings — with  not  doing  that  which  his 
own  friends  neglected  to  do  when  they 
had  the  opportunity.  The  Motion,  so  far 
as  I  understand  it,  is  to  enable  Town 
Councils  and  County  Councils,  in  some 
fashion  not  stated,  to  buy  land  for  certain 
purposes  which  are  very  vaguely  set 
forth.  They  are  to  be  empowered  to 
spend  the  ratepayers'  money  for  some 
purpose,  as  to  which  the  hon.  Member  lias 
not  been  good  enough  to  enlighten  us. 
I  came  down  here  to-night  expecting 
to  hear  an  eminent  lawyer — for  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dumfries  is  a 
▼ery  eminent  lawyer — propound  a  new 
Land  Law  for  England ;  but  I  must  say 
that  I  have  received  very  little  enlighten- 
ment. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
began  by  stating  that  the  landlords  in 
England  behaved  very  ill  indeed.  I  was 
anxious  to  hear  him  give  instances  to 
prove  his  assertion,  but  he  did  not  give 
any.  All  that  he  told  us  was  that 
something  unfair  had  been  done  in  a 
.fishing  village  on  the  coast  of  Devonshire. 

Mr.  B.  T.  BEID :  I  did  not  say  that 
.all  landlords  had  behaved  very  ill  indeed, 
or  else  I  must  have  very  ill  indeed  ex- 
pressed my  meaning.  I  said  there  were 
.many  cases  of  hardship,  but  that  there 
were  good  landlords  as  well  as  bad. 

Mb.  WHARTON :  I  am  glad  that  I 

have  elicited  from  the  hon.  and  learned 

Member  the  confession  that  there  are 

.good  landlords  in  England ;  but  I  must 
Mr.  Wharton 


say  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 

gave  me  the  impression — and  I  think  I 

shall  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 

when  I  say  that  the  general  impression 
he  conveyed  was — that,  as  a  rule,  the  land- 
lords did  not  behave  well.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  went  off  to  Sutherland- 
shire  and  talked  about  deer  forests,  and 
then  he  came  to  London,  but  I  could 
learn  absolutely  nothing  from  his  obser- 
vations. The  Seconder  of  the  Motion 
made,  as  he  always  does,  a  very  interest- 
ing speech  ;  but  it  had  very  little  to  do 
with  the  Motion.  He  gave  us  a  most 
interesting  disquisition,  chiefly  in  regard 
to  co-operative  stores  and  village  halls ; 
but  in  my  county,  at  least,  nearly  every 
village  hall  has  been  built  by  that  much- 
maligned  individual,  the  great  landlord. 
As  no  definite  proposals  for  altering  the 
system  of  land  tenure  have  been  sub- 
mitted, there  is  really  nothing  to  vote 
about.  By  carrying  the  Motion  the 
House  will  be  binding  itself  to  great  and 
fundamental  changes  for  which  no 
reasons  have  been  adduced.  That  being 
the  case,  1  shall  feel  bound  to  give  my 
vote  for  the  Amendment 

(12.0.)  Mb.  BRUNNEB  :  One  hon. 
Member  who  spoke  awhile  ago  ex- 
pressed his  desire  not  to  interfere 
with    the    property    of    the     landlords 

unduly,  and  at  that  a  cheer  went 
up  from  hon.  Members  opposite. 
But  we  have  been  complaining  all  the 
evening  that  the  property  of  those  who 
are  not  landlords  except  in  name,  namely, 
the  leaseholders,  have  been  unduly  inter 
fered  with,  and  we  trust  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite — kindly  men  as  we  know 
them  to  be — will  extend  their  sympathy 
to  this  class.  I  listened  with  the  utmost 
regret  to  the  words  which  fell  from  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lanarkshire 
(Mr.  D.  Crawford).  The  body  of  laws 
known  as  the  Land  Law  of  England  has 
no  worse  result  than  this,  that  they 
brutalise  the  men  who  benefit  by  them. 
My  hon.  Friend  will,  I  believe,  be  as 
kind  a  neighbour  in  Lanarkshire  as  my 
neighbours  the  great  landowners  are  in 
Cheshire.  I  have  seen  a  great  deal  of 
the  difficulty  of  obtaining  a  pure  water 
supply  in  villages,  and  if  only  on  this 
account  I  should  like  to  see  this  power 
conferred  not  only  on  Town  and  County 
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Councils,  but  ou  all  Rural  and  Urban 
Sanitary  Authorities.  Not  long  ago,  I 
knew  of  a  case  of  a  landlord  from  whom 
the  Sanitary  Authority  had  obtained  the 
lease  of  land  from  which  to  obtain  water, 
charging  a  rent  for  the  water  obtained 
by  his  neighbours — most  of  whom  were 
his  tenants — while  the  waterworks  were 
being  executed.  The  water  was  running 
to  waste,  and  though  the  landlord  was 
losing  nothing  of  any  use  to  him  he  in- 
sisted on  a  rent.  [Cries  of  *'  Name ! "]  No, 
Sir,  I  should  be  ashamed  to  give  the  name. 
I  am  not  here  to  speak  ill  of  my  neigh- 
bours. The  gentleman  to  whom  I  allude 
is  a  very  kind  man.  He  is  respected 
wherever  he  is  known,  and  comes  of  a 
Cheshire  family,  which  has  been  respected 
as  long  as  the  records  of  this  House  have 
been  on  paper.  Nevertheless,  this  man 
did  not  think  it  beneath  him  to  charge 
a  rent  because  his  neighbours  got  the 
benefit  of  that  which  had  cost  him 
nothing  whatever.  If  for  no  other 
reason  than  this,  that  the  existence  of 
this  law  hardens  the  feelings  of  the  rich 
against  the  poor,  I  shall  support  the 
Motion. 

(12.3.)  Thb  PRESIDENT  of  the 
BOARD  of  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chap- 
lin, Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) :  1  have  listened 
to  the  Debate  with  the  greatest  possible 
attention ;  but  I  confess  I  am  very  little 
wiser  than  I  was  when  it  began  with 
respect  to  the  specific  object  which  hon. 
Members  opposite  desire  to  obtain  by  the 
proposal  submitted  to  the  House.  For 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  a  vaguer  or 
more  indefinite  Motion,  supported  by 
vaguer  or  more  indefinite  speeches,  I  do 
not  recollect  having  ever  listened  to. 
The  general  drift  of  some  of  fche  speeches 
was  tolerably  clear,  and  undoubtedly  it 
seems  to  me  unhappily  to  be  the  case 
that  we  live  in  days  when  some  politicians, 
at  all  events,  appear  to  have  as  one  of  their 
chief  objects  a  desire  to  obtain  popular 
applause  and  popular  support  by  appeal- 
ing to  the  not  unnatural  wish  of  some 
classes'  of  the  people  to  become  possessed 
of  property  which  is  not  their  own- 
What  is  the  Motion  before  the  House  ? 
It   asserts  that  a  measure  is  urgently 


needed  to  enable  Town  Councils  and 
County  Councils  in  England  and  Scot- 
land to  acquire  by  compulsion,  if  not 
by  agreement,  on  what  its  supporters 
are  pleased  to  describe  as  fair  terms, 
such  land  within  or  adjoining  their 
several  districts  as  may,  in  their  judg- 
ment, be  needed  for  the  requirements 
of  the  inhabitants.  The  first  thing 
that  occurs  to  me  to  ask  is,  What  about 
the  needs  of  the  inhabitants  in  those 
districts  who  are  to  be  deprived  of  their 
land?  Surely  their  claims  are  en- 
titled to  some  consideration ;  but  those 
claims  have  not  entered  the   minds  of 

hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  even  for  a 
moment.  How  has  the  Motion  been 
supported  ?  The  hon.  Member  who 
seconded  it  referred  to  some  observations 
which  I  made  on  a  former  occasion  with 
regard  to  the  principle  of  compulsion.  I 
acknowledge — nobody  in  these  days  dis- 
putes it  for  a  moment  —  that  the 
principle  of  compulsion  with  regard  to 
the  taking  of  land  for  a  specific  or 
definite  object  that  is  proved  to  be  for 
the  public  good  is  undoubtedly  accepted. 
It  has  been  accepted  by  the  present 
Government,  and  we  do  not  deny  that 
the  Legislature,  if  it  think  fit,  lias  the 
right  to  take  land  by  compulsion.  But 
the  Legislature  is  bound  not  to  think  fit 
to  do  so  unless  it  is  clearly  shown  to  be 
for  the  public  good.  Has  it  been  shown 
in  any  one  of  the  speeches  this  evening 
that  there  is  any  specific  or  definite 
object  for  the  public  good  in  the  minds 
of  Gentlemen  opposite  for  which  they 
desire  to  obtain  the  assent  of  the  Legisla- 
ture to  the  acquirement  of  land  by  com- 
pulsion 1  The  hon.  Member  who  seconded 
the  Motion  spoke  of  the  necessity  of  obtain- 
ing free  libraries  and  cricket  grounds 
in  various  places  where  they  are  needed ; 
and  he  dwelt  oh  the  subject  of  Co- 
operative Stores  in  some  districts,  ex- 
pressing the  opinion  that  it  is  most 
desirable  that  the  use  of  the  village 
schools  should  be  allowed  fur  the  pur- 
poses of  those  who  wish  to  promote  the 
formation  of  such  societies.  In  that  last 
observation  I  cordially  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member,  for  I  think  that  the  use  of  such 
schools  for  purposes  of  that  kind  would 
promote  an  object  which  is  for  the  general 
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bnt  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  it  is  necessary 
that  the  House  should  assent  to  a  vague 
proposition  which  would  enable  Town 
Councils  and  County  Councils  in  all  parts 
of  the  country  to  take  land  by  compul- 
sion under  any  pretext  and  for  any  pur- 
pose whatever.  To  whom  do  the  people 
go  when  they  want  free  libraries,  cricket 
grounds,  or  public  halls  ?  Why,  to  the 
landlord  of  course.  And  can  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  name  any  instance 
in  which  any  landlord  worthy  of  the 
name  is  not  foremost  in  promoting  such 
objects  ?  Turning  to  the  observations  of 
the  Mover  of  the  Motion,  I  must  say  that 
in  some  respects  I  have  never  heard  a 
more  surprising  speech.  The  Motion  is 
one  to  enable  Town  and  County  Councils 
in  England  to  acquire  land  by  compul- 
sion ;  yet  the  hon.  Member  found  it 
necessary  to  travel  to'  the  North  of  Scot- 
land for  an  illustration.  He  talked  of 
the  horrid  scenes  and  the  atrocities  which 
occurred  through  the  eviction  of  tenants 
in  Sutherland. 

Mb.  BiEID  :  I  said  devastation. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  The  hon.  Member 
may  use  what  term  he  pleases.  He  re- 
ferred to  occurrences  of  80  or  100  years 
ago.  A  more  unfortunate  or  inaccurate 
reference  could  hardly  have  been  made. 
What  are  the  facts  1  I  have  myself  had 
the  opportunity  of  learning  them  from  a 
man  who  devoted  the  whole  of  his  life 
to  the  improvement  and  benefit  of  the 
people  living  in  the  interior  of  that 
country.  The  best  proof  of  that  is  to  be 
found  in  the  monument  erected  to  his 
memory.  The  fact  is  that  year  after 
year,  owing  to  the  climate  and  natural 
causes,  the  people  were  placed  in  such  a 
condition  of  destitution,  very  often  ap- 
proaching starvation, '  that  it  became 
absolutely  necessary  for  a  landlord 
possessing  any  instincts  of  humanity  at 
all  to  endeavour  so  to  deal  with  the 
matter  as  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
people  in  the  future.  Steps  were  accord- 
ingly taken  for  the  purpose  of  removing 
those  people.  [Ironical  Opposition  cheers.] 

Hon.  Gentlemen  would  do  well  not  to 
Mr.  Chaplin 


remove  those  people  from  the  interior, 
in  which  it  was  almost  impossible  for 
them  to  live,  to  the  coast  of  the  country. 
That  was  done  for  two  reasons — in  the 
first  place,  the  land  near  the  coast  was  far 
the  most  fertile  in  the  county;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  the  people  were  thus 
enabled  to  supplement  their  agricultural 
pursuits  by  fishing.  The  hon.  Member 
made  the  alleged  misconduct  of  the 
landed  proprietors  one  of  the  main  props 
of  his  wretched,  indefinite  Motion, 
but  let  me  give  a  few  of  the  facts. 
What  was  the  condition  of  the  people  ? 
It  was  described  by  a  man  who  had 
visited  the  country  over  and  over  again, 
The  description  given  was  that — 

"During  1816-17  these  people  suffered  the- 
extremes  of  want  and  human  misery,  and  they 
existed  on  the  bounty  of  the  proprietor.  Those- 
who  lived  in  the  interior  and  had  no  cattle 
subsisted  on  nettle  broth  thickened  with  a 
little  oatmeal,  while  those  who  had  cattle  re- 
sorted to  the  device  of  bleeding  them  and 
mixing  the  blood  with  meal-  Every  exertion 
was  made  by  the  proprietor.  To  those  who- 
had  cattle  he  advanced  money  to  the  amount 
of  £3,000,  and  to  supply  those  who  had  no 
cattle  he  sent  meal  to  the  amount  of  £9,000.'' 

That  is  the  work  of  a  single  year  on 
the  part  of  a  landed  proprietor,  and  it 
is  work  that  has  to  be  done  year  after 
year  in  the  County  of  Sutherland  to  pre- 
serve these  people  from  starvation. 

Mr.  REID  :  Does  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman justify  the  Sutherland  evictions  f 

Mb.  CHAPLIN:  Unquestionably  I 
do.  Why  ask  me  such  a  question  after 
the  statement  I  have  made  to  the 
House  ?  Would  the  hon.  Member  have 
justified  the  retention  of  those  people  in 
a  perpetual  condition  of  misery  and 
starvation?  When  I  learn  that  the 
hon.  Member  has  ever  performed  any 
acts  of  justice  and  humanity  at  great 
cost  to  himself  such  as  I  have  just  de- 
scribed, I  will  admit,  what  I  do  not 
admit  at  present,  the  right  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  pose  as  a  critic  in  thia 
matter.  Then  the  hon.  Member  referred 
to  a  matter  of  quite  a  different  character. 
He  said  there  was  great  pressure  at  the 
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present  time  for  allotments  and  small 
holdings.  The  question  of  small  holdings 
is  one  of  great  interest  and  importance, 
but  as  it  is  now  under  discussion 
before   a    Select    Committee    the    hon 

m 

Member  will  excuse  me  if  I  reserve  my 
opinion  upon  that  question  until  the 
Committee  has  reported.  The  Party  on 
this  side  of  the  House  have  not  been 
backward  in  yielding  to  the  demand  for 
allotments,  or  in  making  arrangements 
and  introducing  legislation  for  their  more 
numerous  provision  in  the  future.  They 
have  done  so  because  they  are  convinced 
allotments  are  wanted.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber spoke  of  the  tenants'  precarious 
tenure  of  their  cottages ;  but  how  does  he 
propose  to  ameliorate  their  position  ?  If 
the  Local  Authorities  are  substituted  for 
the  landlords,  what  guarantee  is  there 
that  the  tenants  will  be  one  whit  better 
off?  Nine  labourers  out  of  ten,  if  they 
were  given  the  choice  of  holding  their 
cottages  either  under  an  average  land' 
lord  or  under  some  Local  Authority,  some 
Parish  Board,  would  not  hesitate  for 
moment,     but     would     choose,    the 


a 


landlord.      The  hon.  Member  spoke  of 

the    uncontrolled    power    exercised   by 

landlords  over  their  land,  and  said  that 

such   power  is  injurious  to  the  public 

interest.     But  whether  it  is  injurious  or 

not    depends    entirely   upon     how    the 

power  is  exercised.      Uncontrolled  power 

badly  used  is  undoubtedly  most  injurious 

to  the   public  interest,  and  not  only  in 

the  case   of  land.     The  same  thing  is 

true  of  the  uncontrolled  misuse  of   his 

income  by  any  hon.  Member  in  this 
House.  Then  the  hon.  Member  said 
that  the  price  to  be  given  for  land  taken 
by  compulsion  is  to  be  a  fair  price,  and 
that  by  a  fair  price  he  means  an  honest 
price.  But  what  is  an  honest  price? 
Surely  it  is  the  worth  of  the  land  to  the 
owner.  Is  that  the  view  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  is  the  owner  to  settle  the 
price  himself^  or  does  the  hon.  Member 
desire  that  the  land  should  be  taken  from 
the  owner  by  compulsion,  and  that  he 
VOL.  CCCXL1V.      [thiud  sebdbs.] 


should  be  paid  less   than  he  wants  or 
holds  the  land  to  be  worth  ?    The  hon. 
Member  for  Haggerston  (Mr.  Cremer) 
said  that  the  people  wish  to  redress  their 
wrongs ;  but  what  are  the  wrongs  which 
the  people  wish  to  redress  in  connection 
with  this  question?     I  have  failed  to 
gather  any  clear  notion   of    the    hon. 
Member's  meaning,  unless  it  is  that  the 
wrong  under  which   the   people   suffer 
consists  in   this — that,   certain  persons 
happening  to  be  the  owners  of  plots  of 
land,  other  people  wish  to  possess  that 
land  in  their  place.  What  wrong  can  there 
be  in  the  fact  that  I  or  any  other  person  may 
have  acquired  by  purchase  or  inheritance, 
certain  parcels  or  quantities  cf  land,  and 
which  not  unnaturally  some  other  people 
would  like  to  possess?     But   the  most 
extraordinary  statement  we  have  heard 
this  evening  came  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Cirencester  Division  (Mr.  Winter* 
botham).     After  warmly  thanking    the 
Mover  of  the  Resolution  for  the  course 
which  he  has  taken,  the  hon.   Member, 
in  a   burst    of    pious    aspiration,    said, 
"  Thank  God  this  is  an  abstract  Resolu- 
tion and  not  a  Bill."    I  was  not  surprised 
at    this    pious    aspiration    of    the    hon 
Member ;  because,  although  hon.  Members 
opposite   never    lose  an  opportunity  of 
talking  upon  this  question,  they  have 
always  been  deplorably  backward  when 
opportunities  for  action  have  presented 
themselves.     The  hon.  Member  candidly 
avowed  that  this  Resolution  was  a  bid  for 
the  labourers'  vote.     "If  you  will  not  do 
this    thing,"    said    the     hon.    Member, 
"  make  room  for  us."     But  what  would 
be  the  use  of  making  room  for  the  Party 
opposite?       Would     their    conduct    be 
different    from    what   it    has    been   in 
the    past?      The    labourers    have   only 
too      good     a     recollection      of      their 
attitude  with  reference  to  this  question. 
I  have  endeavoured,  I  hope  not  at  too 
great  length,  to  criticise   some   of   the 
statements  and  suggestions  in  speeches 
from   hon.   Gentlemen   opposite,  and   I 
may  be  permitted,  in  a  few  words,  to 
state  my  position  and  the  position  of  the 
Government  in  reference  to  this  question. 
We  freely  admit  that   the   compulsory 
principle  must  be  recognised  when  the 
acquisition  of  land  is  proved  to  be  for  a 
genuine,  specific,  beneficial,  and  advan- 
tageous public  purpose.       I  do  not  think 
there  need  be  any  doubt  in  the  minds  of 
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hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  as  to  our  feeling 
when  I  remind  the  House,  as  I  am 
justified  in  doing,  that  I  was  almost  the 
first  person  in  this  House,  many  years 
ago,  to  advocate  the  compulsory  prin- 
ciple in  a  Bill  with  regard  to  the 
payment  of  compensation  by  landlords 
to  agricultural  tenants.  I  believe,  also, 
that  I  was  the  first  person  in  the  House, 
certainly  one  of  the  first  on  the  Con- 
servative side  of  the  House,  to  propose 
that  in  regard  to  allotments  compulsion 
should  be  admitted  as  a  principle  where 
land  could  not  be  obtained  without  it. 
We  did  that  because  we  were  absolutely 
persuaded,  after  careful  inquiry,  that  both 
of  these  were  objects  of  great  public 
advantage,  which  in  the  public  interest 
it  was  desirable,  and  indeed  more  than 
desirable,  we  should  adopt.  If  hon. 
Gentlemen-  opposite  will  show  us 
definitely  some  good  which  can  be 
accomplished  by  their  proposal,  if  they 
will  submit  propositions  to  the  House 
of  Commons  at  any  time  in  a  definite 
shape  and  in  a  definite  manner,  and 
will  prove  to  us  that  they  are  for 
the  public  good  and  advantage,  then  they 
may  be  assured  that  the  Government 
will  not  be  backward  in  entertaining 
these  propositions.  But  we  must  have 
before  us  something  more  than  vague 
speeches  supporting  a  vague  Motion 
such  as  has  been  submitted  to  us  to- 
night. Until  we  have  something 
different  before  us  I  hope  hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  will  unite  in  showing 
their  sense  of  this  vague  and  indefinite 
Motion  by  voting  against  it. 

(12.34.)  Mb.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  is  not  really  an 
alarming  speaker  when  he  adopts  the 
Kne  he  has  taken  up  to-night ;  because 
we  all  remember  that  he  took  up  the 
very  self-same  line  when  he  met  a  pro- 
posal of  this  kind  in  reference  to  allot- 
ments, the  moment  it  became  serious, 
with  what  he  described  at  the  time  as 
an  "  emphatic  '  No.' " 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  Will  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman  allow  mc   to  explain,  as  I 

have  explained  before,  that  when  I  gave 

that  reply  I  said  "  No,"  not  to  the  pro- 
Mr.  Eeid 


position  for  a  Bill  for  allotments,  which 

we  said  the  Government  were  ready  to 

introduce  ;  I  said  "  No "  to  a  Vote  of 
Censure  thoroughly  undeserved,  and  to 
nothing  else. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  At  all  events  the 

result,  if  not  the  intention,  of  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman's  emphatic  "No  "  was 

to  negative  the  proposal  for  compulsory 

purchase.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
cannot  give  an  emphatic  "  No  "  to  that 
statement  ? 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  Yes,  I  can ;  a  most 

emphatic  "  No."  I  am  afraid  the  memory 

of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  be  very 

deficient.  A  Vote  of  Censure  was  moved 

on  the  Government  for  not  including  the 

mention  of  an   Allotments  Bill  in  the 

Gracious  Speech  from  the   Throne.     I 

answered,  on  behalf  of  the  Government! 

that  the  Government  were  prepared  to 
introduce  an  Allotments  Bill,  a  Bill  in 
which,  so  far  as  I  recollect,  the  principle 
of  compulsion  was  included. 

Mb,  J.  MORLEY:   This  is  the  first 

time  we  have  heard  that  the  principle  of 

compulsion  was  included  in  a  Bill  the 

House  never  saw  or  heard  of.     If  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  the  House 

to  believe  that  in  January,  1886,  he  was  in 

favour    and    the    Government    was   in 

favour    of   compulsory    allotments,     of 

course  I  unreservedly  accept  his  state- 
ment. I  look  forward  very  confidently 
to  the  day  when  possibly  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  will  bring  in  a  Bill 
carrying  out  the  proposals  which  to- 
night he  is  going  to  vote  against.  I 
look  forward  to  the  time  when  he  will 
say  the  Government  accept  the  principle 
of  compulsion.  He  has  said  so  to-night,  but 
he  also  says  that  it  is  only  honest  that  the 
landlord  should  fix  the  price.  Is  the  House 
to  understand  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seriously  maintains  that  land  is  to  be 
taken  by  compulsion,  but  at  a  price  fixed 
by  the  landlord  ?  I  can  only  say  that  to 
that  proposition  we  give  an  "  emphatic 
No."  Anybody  can  see  that  the  time  is 
not  very  far  distant  when  landlords  will 
not  be  allowed  to  fix  the  price  of  any 
land  that  may  be  taken,  as  the  Motion 
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suggests,  by  public  bodies  for  public  pur- 
poses. Anybody  can  see  that  such  a  prin- 
ciples that  is  in  these  times  undoubtedly 
doomed.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  exactly  what  he  used  to  say  upon 
allotments,  that,  when  an  improvement 
is  required  and  land  is  required  for  the 
purpose,  then  the  first  person  to  go 
is  the  landlord.  He  used  to  say,  in 
regard  to  allotments,  that  the  people 
would  rather  go  to  a  landlord  than  to  a 
Local  Board.  True,  there  are  many 
landlords  to  whom  they  would  prefer 
to  go,  but  these  are  the  minority  among 
landlords  ;  but  depend  upon  it  the  time 
has  come  when  we  have  to  accept  the 
principle  in  legislation  that  popularly 
elected  bodies  must  have  power  to  acquire 
land  for  public  purposes,  or  what  they 
deem  purposes  of  public  utility ;  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  doubts  that,  I 
would  refer  him  to  the  speech  made  to- 
night by  one  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's supporters.  If  he  doubts  the 
truth  of  what  I  say,  let  him  weigh  the 
■speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Woolwich 
(Colonel  Hughes).  And,  by-the-way, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  forgets,  I 
think,  the  "  Acquisition  of  Church  Sites  " 
Bill.  He  forgets  that  his  own  Party 
passed  a  Bill  for  the  compulsory  acqui- 
sition of  church  sites ;  but  when  an 
attempt  was  made  to  apply  the  same 
principle  to  chapels,  a  Gentleman  who 
sits  behind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
his  best  to  block  that  proposal,  and  to 
deny  to  Nonconformists  the  same  com- 
pulsory powers  that  were  given  to 
Churchmen.  The  charge  of  vagueness 
has  been  brought  against  the  Motion, 
and  the  able  speeches  in  which  it  has 
l)een  moved  and  supported.  There  was 
no  vagueness  in  the  able  and,  as  I 
thought,  most  interesting  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Rotherham 
(Mr.  Acland).  There  is  no  vagueness  in 
the  proposition  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend ;  and  if  anybody  wants  to  know 
what  'the  recommendations  implied  in 
the  Motion  are,  I  would  refer  him  to  no 
more  recondite  authority  than  the 
recommendations  of  the  Town  Holdings 
Committee.  I  am  sure  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  is  well 
Acquainted  with  those  recommendations. 
The  recommendations  are  not,  it  is  true, 
all  in  favour  of  powers  being  given  to 
County  Councils,   but  they  are  recom- 


mendations pointing  in  the  direction  in 
which  they  may  be— probably  will  be — 
expanded  for  County  Councils  and  Town 
Councils  to  have  compulsory  powers* 
The  Committee  recommended  that  all 
religious  bodies  to  whom  land  had  been 
granted  on  lease  by  the  freeholder  for  a 
place  of  worship  or  school  should  be 
allowed  to  purchase  the  fee,  subject  to 
fair  compensation ;  and  similar  powers 
were  recommended  to  be  given  to  educa- 
tional bodies,  even  when  not  elected ; 
also  to  provident  societies  with  reference 
to  their  buildings ;  and,  lastly,  and  most 
important,  was  the  recommendation  that 
any  public  body  should  have  power  to 
procure  the  enfranchisement  of  any 
building  required  for  purposes  of  general 
utility,  on  the  ground  that  security  of 
tenure  in  such  an  instance  is  of  great 
importance  to  the  community.  There- 
fore, the  proposal  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  is  no  revolutionary  one ;  in 
principle  and  in  spirit  it  has  been 
admitted  and  recommended  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House,  upon  which,  of 
course,  there  was  a  Conservative  majority. 
So  far  from  the  proposal  implied  in  the 
Motion  being  destructive  or  violent,  it 
is  no  more  than  an  extension — and  no 
very  violent  extension — of  the  principle 
which  the  Government  themselves  admit 
and  are  carrying  out  in  their  Allotments 
Act.  The  principle  of  the  Allotments 
Act  is  that  a  public  body  shall  have 
compulsory  power  to  satisfy  a  certain 
kind  of  public  demand.  Where  is  the 
revolutionary  character  of  a  proposal 
to  extend  the  same  principle  in 
the  direction  of  other  requirements 
which  a  locally-elected  body  may 
choose  to  think  are  requirements  of 
public  utility  ?  I  am  quite  sure  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Cirencester  Division 
(Mr.  Winterbotham)  gave  exceedingly 
good  advicewhen  he  said  that  to  assent  to, 
and  still  more  to  carry  out  in  legislation, 
the  principle  involved  in  this  Motion  is 
a  sure  and  the  only  way  of  avoiding  a 
tremendous  tide,  which,  if  we  do  not 
meet  it  in  time,  will  submerge  a  grerft 
many  institutions  which  we  on  this  side 
of  the  House  value  as  much  as  hon. 
Members  opposite.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  moved  the  Amendment  to 
the  Motion  has  taken  up  a  position  which 
I  am  sure*  Gentlemen  sitting  near  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  must  have 
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heard  with  some  consternation,  and  which 
will  hardly  be  supported  by  them,  how- 
ever they  may  vote  to-night.  There  are 
not  50  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
Benches  who  will  take  the  position  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  namely, 
that  all  these  transactions  are  to  be  left 
purely  and  simply  to  the  principle  of 
demand  and  supply. 

Mb.  AMBROSE  :  Indeed,  1  never  said 

anything  of  the  kind.    1  said  that  private 

transactions    between    man     and     man 

should  be  so  regulated ;  but  I  admitted 

that  upon  legitimate  ground  being  shown 
a  Public  Authority  might  take  compul- 
sory powers  for  public  purposes. 

Mb.  J.  MORLBY:  Then  I  must  say 
that  very  elaborate  passages  in  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  were 
ill-conceived  and   not  addressed   to  the 
Motion  before  the  House.     I  am  sure 
the   House    understood    the    hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  to  have  insisted  on 
competitive  rents  remaining  the  law  in 
the  case  of  all  these  transactions  in  which 
public  bodies  might  have  concern  ;  and, 
that  being  so,   I   think   that   my   hon. 
Friend  behind  me  has  not  pressed  the 
hon,  and  learned  Member  too  hard  when 
he  said  that  the  Amendment  rested  upon 
nothing  stronger  than  the  old  and,  as  I 
should  have  thought,  almost  universally 
repudiated,  principle  that  a  landowner 
can  do  what  he  likes  with  his  own.     I 
do  not  believe  that  that  principle  is  now 
accepted  in  any  quarter  of  the   House, 
except  perhaps  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member    himself.     The  speech    of  the 
hon.    Member    for   Woolwich  is  a   fair 
answer  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man.    The  subject  of  this  Motion  is  one 
which  undoubtedly,  as  years  go  on,  will 
constantly  be  brought  before  the  House. 
Large  Municipalities,  and  small   Munici- 
palities also,  will  not   endure  that  their 
expansion  should  be  throttled  and  the 
conditions  of  their  growth  checked   by 
the  assertion  of  privileges,  or  it  may  be 
of  the  legal  rights  of  owners   of  land, 
Mr.  J.  Morley 


hostile  to  the  welfare  of  those  who  have 
given    to     that     land     its   real    value. 
The  question    of    the    unearned    incre- 
ment will    have    to    be    faced     within 
a      measureable      distance     of      time. 
It  is  unendurable  that  great  increments 
which  have  not  been  earned  by  those  to 
whom  they  accrue,  but  have  been  formed 
by  the   industry  of  others,   should  be 
absorbed  by  people  who  have  contributed 
nothing  to  that  increase.     I  remember 
when  Mr.  John  Stuart  Mill  broached  the 
doctrine  20  years  ago.     Mr.  Mill  was  the 
last  man  to  accept  any  modern  doctrine 
of  taking  land  without  fair  compensation ; 
but  if  the  doctrine  of  the  unearned  incre- 
ment had  prevailed  at  the  time  when  he 
was  speaking  with  reference  to  some  of  the 
great  London  proprietors,  enough  would 
have  been  intercepted  to  satisfy  all  the 
public  purposes  which  it  is  now  proposed 
to  meet,  and  the  demands  of  a  great 
society  like  that  of  this  Metropolis  would 
have  been  fairly  satisfied,  without  doing 
an  injustice  to  a  single  landowner.  These 
doctrines  are  in  the  air,  they  are  now  put 
forward,  not  quite  for  the  first  time,  but 
almost,  in  this  House.     The  discussion 
we  have  opened  to-night  will  not  be  the 
last,  but  is  the  first  of  a  series  of  discus- 
sions ;  and  it  is  because  I  think  that  the 
Motion  points  towards  a  solution  of  the 
problem     which     is      reasonable      and 
moderate  and   involves    no    breach    of 
equity  towards  any  owner  of  property 
that   I  shall   give   it    my  most   hearty 
support. 

(12.50.)  The  House  divided:— Ayes 
159  ;  Noes  175.— (Div.  List,  No.  74.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That  this  House,  while  ready  to 
consider  definite  proposals  for  conferring  on 
County  Councils  and  Town  Councils  such 
further  powers  as  may  be  shown  to  he  needed 
for  the  requirements  of  the  inhabitants  within 
their  jurisdiction,  declines  to  assent  to  a  general 
proposition  which  neither  defines  the  nature  of 
the  requirements  nor  the  mode  in  which  they 
are  to  be  met. 

It  being  after  One  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Question  put. 

House  adjourned  at  five  urinates 
after  One  o'olook. 
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QUESTIONS. 


THE    NORWICH    CHARITIES. 

Mr.  S.  HOARE  (Norwich)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  hou.  Member  for  Penrith  whether 
the  Charity  Commissioners  will  re-con- 
sider those  provisions  of  the  scheme  for 
the  regulation  of  Doughty's  and  other 
Associated  Charitiesat  Norwich,  by  which 
the  receipt  of  Poor  Law  relief  within  a 
stated  period  prior .  to  appointment  is 
made  a  disqualification  for  admission  to 
the  almshouses  of  the  Charities,  with  a 
view  to  the  reduction  of  the  period  so 
prescribed  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  The  Charity  Commissioners 
will  be  prepared,  upon  receipt  of  a 
proper  application,  to  re-consider  the 
provisions  of  the  scheme  for  Doughty's 
and  other  associated  Charitiesat  Norwich, 
with  a  view  to  reducing  from  three  years 
to  one  year  the  period  of  disqualification 
for  admission  to  the  almshouses. 

Mb.  J.  J.  COLMAN  (Norwich) :  Will 
the  Charity  Commissioners  assent  to  the 
printing,  as  a  Parliamentary  Paper,  of 
the  correspondence  between  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Norwich  and  themselves  1 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER:  I  think, 
perhaps,  it  may  meet  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  if  he  is  supplied  with  a 
copy  of  the  correspondence  which  has 
taken  place.  The  matter  is  hardly  of 
sufficient  public  interest  to  justify  us  in 
going  to  the  expense  of  printing  the 
whole  of  the  correspondence.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  communicate  with  the  Office 
he  can  see  the  file,  and  a  copy  will  be 
supplied  to  him  of  the  correspondence. 
He  can  then  make  what  use  of  it  he 
likes. 

Mb.  J.  J.  COLMAN  :  I  have  the  corres- 
pondence ;  I  wish  it  printed  as  a  Parlia- 
mentary Paper.  I  intend,  hereafter,  to 
move  for  it ;  and  I  should  like  to  know  if 
the  Commissioners  will  assent  to  the 
Motion  9 
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think  we  have  any  objection,  except  on 
the  ground  of  expense.  The  matter  is 
not  of  exciting  public  interest,  and  the 
Treasury  may  object  to  accede  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  demand. 


EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENT  (SOOT- 
LAND)  (FERGUSON  BEQUEST  FUND) 
(ANSWER  TO  ADDRESS). 

The  COMPTROLLER  of  the  HOUSE- 
HOLD reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to 
the  humble  Address  of  the  17th  day  of 
March  last,  as  followeth  : — 

"  Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
"  I  have  received  your  Address  praying  that 
I  will  withhold  My  Consent  to  the  Scheme  of 
the  Educational  Endowments  (Scotland) 'Com- 
missioner* for  the  management  of  the  Endow- 
ment known  as  the  Ferguson  Bequest  Fund. 

"  I  will  withhold  My  Consent  in  con  for  mi  y 
with  your  advioe." 

EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENT  (SCOT- 
LAND) (RBDHYTHE  BURSARIES,  Ac. 
FOBDYCE)  (ANSWER  TO  ADDRESS). 

The  COMPTROLLER  or  the  HOUSE- 
HOLD reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to 
the  humble  Address  of  the  31st  day  of 
March  last,  as  followeth  : — 

"  Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
"  I  have  received  your  Address  praying  that 
I  will  withhold  My  Consent  fron  that  part  of 
the  Scheme  of  the  EJueatijual  End  >w  aunts 
(Scotland)  Commissioners  for  the  management 
of  the  Endowments  in  the  County  of  Banff, 
known  as  the  Redhythe  Bursaries,  Qeorge 
Smith's  Bounty,  and  the  Stuart  Mortification, 
which  consists  of  and  is  contained  in  following; 
words  of  Section  26  of  the  said  Scheme  (that 
is  to  say)  '  or  with  the  consent  of  the  Go- 
vernors at  any  School  where  higher  instruction 
is  efficiently  given  which  the  Bursar  oould 
attend  while  living  with  parents  or  relatives.' 
"  I  have  given  directions  for  these  words  to 
be  omitted  accordingly  in  compliance  with 
your  advice." 

EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENT  (SOOT- 
LAND)  (ORPHAN  HOSPITAL  SCHEME) 
(EDINBURGH)  (ANSWER  TO  ADDRESS;. 

The  COMPTROLLER  or  the  HOUSE- 
HOLD reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to 
the  humble  Address  of  the  31st  day  of 
March  last,  as  followeth  : — 
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1  Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
"  I  have  received  your  Address  praying  that 
I  will  withhold  My  Consent  from  the  Scheme 
of  the  Eduoauoual  Eudowmeuts  (Scotland; 
Commissioners  for  tie  administration  of  the 
Orphan  Hospital,  Edinburgh,  and  I  will  com- 
ply with  yonr  advice." 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


»o» 


CHARITABLE  TRUSTS  BILL.— (No.  8.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(12.28.)  Me.  RATHBONE  (Car- 
iiarvonshire)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  now  before  the 
Hous3  are  very  simple,  and  intended  to 
m<?et  two  admitted  blots  in  the  Charitable 
Trusts  Bill,  in  consequence  of  which 
large  funds,  intended  for  charitable 
uses,  are  constantly  being  wasted, 
o.'  diverted  from  public  objects.  Both 
Parties,  when  in  power,  have  tried  to 
remedy  this  evil,  but  unfortunately 
the  measures  which  would  have  done 
this,  were  of  so  extensive  a  nature 
that  though  Lord  Cairns  in  1879,  and 
Lord  Selborne  in  1881,  introduced 
measures  to  deal  with  the  question  on 
the  lines  of  the  present  Bill,  and 
although  a  Committee  in  1884,  presided 
over  by  the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
Lefevre),  and  composed,  of  course,  of 
Members  from  both  sides  of  the  House, 
reported  unanimousty  in  favour  of  the 
Amendments  proposed  in  the  present 
Bill,  time  has  never  been  found  to 
carry  out  the  considerable  measures  of 
reform  which  were  recommended ;  and 
•ihis  unfortunate  and  discreditable  waste 
of  money  continues  constantly  to 
present  scandals^  which  are  a  cruel  in- 
justice to  the  poor,  who  are  thus 
defrauded,  and  I  venture  to  think  is  not 
conducive  to  confidence  in  the  prompti- 
tude and  efficiency  of  our  legislation. 
The  promoters  of  this  Bill  have  no 
personal  grievance  against  the  present 
system,  but  the  Debate  on  the  Vote  on 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commission,  in  May, 
1889,  impressed  upon  them  the  necessity 
of  putting  a  stop  promptly  to  what  is 
really  a  public  scandal.  It  will  be  seen 
that  they  belong  to  both  sides  of  the 
House.  The  only  two  Members  on  the 
Conservative  side   of   the    House    who 


sat  on  the  Commission  of  1884  warmly 
supported  the  Bill.  Its  principles  have 
had  the  approval  of  three  Lord  Chan- 
cellors, including  the  present  one,  and  it 
is  warmly  supported  by  all  the  Liberal 
Members  of  the  Committee  of  1884, 
including  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee, whose  unwearied  patience 
and  thorough  investigation  of  the 
whole  subject,  and  the  moderation 
of  his  Report,  which  carried 
I  believe,  the  unanimous  support  of  the 
Committee  with  him,  will,  I  trust,  bear 
fruit  some  time  in  a  complete  revision  of 
the  subject.  But  in  the  meantime  he 
most  cordially  supports  the  removal  of 
this,  the  most  pressing  evil  calling 
for  remedy.  The  Committee  of  1884 
were  unanimous  in  reporting  that — 

"There  is  no  ground  for  maintaining  the 
limit  in  the  Act  of  I860  in  respect  to  charities 
with  an  income  of  over  £60  per  annum,  hut  a 
further  step  should  he  taken  for  transferring  to 
Commissioners  the  powers  exercised  by  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  for  the  control  and 
reform  of  mischievous  or  wasted  Charities." 

For  ample  proof  of  snch  waste  and  mis* 

appropriation,  I  would  refer  the  House 

to    the    evidence     in    the    Report    of 

1884,  summed  up  in  Question  626  to 
635, 641  to  655,  642  to  650 ;  also  Question 
182  to  194,  and  348  to  478.  Yon  will 
find  one  case  where  the  income  was 
£900  a  year,  £595  of  which  was  spent 
in  supervising  the  expenditure  of  £369. 
In  the  case  of  a  charity  of  £10,000  a 
year,  only  £1,700  was  utilised  for  charity, 
the  whole  of  the  remainder  being  spent 
on  management.  To  deal  with  such 
cases,  the  Commissioners  have  to  go  to 
the  expense  of  setting  the  Attorney 
General  in  motion,  and  bringing  an 
action  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  with  all 
the  attendant  expenses.  There  is  a  case 
of  a  man  who  had  £10,000  a  year,  who 
contended  he  was  a  proper  recipient  of 
the  charity  of  a  Trust,  because  he  was 
poor  compared  with  his  brother,  who 
had  £20,000  a  year.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Penrith  (Mr.  Lowther),  who  represents 
the  Commission  in  the  House,  will  be 
able  to  tell  you  that  these  scandals  are 
still  coming  before  them  monthly,  and 
that  they  havo  no  power  to  prevent 
them.  And  is  it  not  the  height  of 
absurdity  that  before  you  can,  without 
an  expensive  Chancery  suit,  impoverish- 
ing the  charity,  interfere  with  men  who 


357 


Charitable 


{Mat  7,  1890} 


Trusts  BUI. 


358 


are  wasting,  or  even,  misappropriating 
charitable  funds,  you  must  ask  the 
sanction  of  the  very  men  who  are 
neglecting  their  duty,  or  misapplying  or 
•even  paying  themselves  for  mismanaging 
Charitable  Funds.  You  might  as  well 
require  the  policeman  to  ask  permission 
from  the  thief,  or  other  breaker  of  the 
law,  before  he  interfered  to  prevent  his 
continuing  his  misconduct.  Clause  3 
of  the  Bill  is  merely  to  remedy  an  over- 
sight, in  consequence  of  which,  as  the  law 
now  stands,  if  a  charity  has  been  obliged 
to  get  Parliamentary  sanction  for  some 
change  of  Trust  or  some  other  matter, 
even  though  the  Trustees  themselves 
and  those  who  thus  benefit  by  the  Trust, 
the  Government  and  the  Commissioners 
all  combine  to  wish  some  needed  im- 
provement, it  is  impossible  to  do  it  without 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  its  inevitable, 
and,  therefore,  often  prohibitory  expense 
and  delay.  This  matter  needs  no  argu- 
ment, and  I  am  sure  the  House  will  see 
tliat  the  abuses  ought  to  be  remedied.  I 
am  very  sorry  that  I  have  been  able  to 
lay  before  the  House  so  imperfectly  this 
question,  particularly  as  I  will  be 
followed  by  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment who  is  a  practical  speaker,  and 
who  will  be  able  to  put  his  case  with 
greater  ability  before  the  House  than  I 
have  been  able  to  put  mine,  but  the 
scandal  and  abuses  are  so  clear  that  I 
cannot  but  hope  that  the  House  will 
assent  to  the  removal  of  these  blots  from 
the  management  of  our  charities.  I  have 
great  pleasure  in  moving  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr.  Rathbone.) 

*(  12.45.)     Sir  A.    ROLLIT  (Islington, 

8.) :    Mr.    Speaker,   I  beg  to  move  the 

Amendment  for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

The   hon  Member   said    the    Bill    was 

simple  and  short.     That  description   is 

not  inconsistent  with  the  character  I  am 
going  to  give  it,  that  of  being  the  most 
sweeping,  comprehensive,  and  general 
proposal,  and  one  much  too  inclusive  for 
the  purpose  of  achieving  the  objects 
which  it  has  in  view.  I  should  not  for  a 
moment  think  of  defending  any  of  those 
scandals  or  abuses  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  referred,  and,  where  they 


exist,  I  quite  agree  that  it  is  desirable 
to  save  to  the   poor  the  means  of  help 
which  have  been  given  them.     In  the 
present    state    of   the  law,   it   is    true 
there  may  be   some   difficulties  in  that 
direction,   but  they    are    not   so  great 
as  have    been    described   by  the    hon. 
Member.      The    present    Bill    contains 
remedies  which  will  be  effective  I  do  not 
doubt  for    a    moment,   but   they  carry 
with  them  objections  which  I  think  will 
be  shared  by  hon.  Members  after  the 
discussion  on   the  subject.     Though  I 
quite    grant    that    the    Mover    of    the 
Amendment  is  actuated  by  high  senti- 
ments, still  I  feel  that  the  present  Bill 
would,  in  the  end,  instead  of  having  a 
beneficial,  have  the  contrary  effect  upon 
the    charities    of  the    country.      It    is 
towards    that    point    my     observations 
will  be  directed.     To  appreciate  the  full 
effect   of  the    Bill,    it    is  necessary  to 
trace  the  growth  of  the  powers  of  the 
Commission.     In  1853  the  efforts  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  were  directed  to 
the    reform    of    obsolete    charities,    to 
adopt    them  to  modern    ideas,  and    to 
remove  what  was  called  the  "  dead  hand  " 
— the  surviving  influence  of  the  pious 
founder,  whose  charities  were  frequently 
crippled    by  restrictive   provisions  long 
out  of  date.     I  grant  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners, in  dealing  with  these  restric- 
tive provisions,  have  done  a  useful  work, 
and  have  rendered  the  charities  beneficial 
to  the  poor  recipients  with  corresponding 
advantage  to  the  country.    But  ever  since 
the  formation  of  the  Commission  in  1853, 
its  object  has  been  very  greatly  to  extend 
its  powers.    The  Commission  has  not  only 
a  good  opinion  of  itself,  justified  generally 
speaking,  but  it  is  strongly  of  opinion 
that  every  one  else,  even  those  who  live 
in  the    locality   where   the    charity    is 
administered,  are  impotent  to  effect  the 
good  for  the  recipients  that  can  be  achieved 
by  the  Commission  itself.     The  Commis- 
sion was  originally  limited  to  charities, 
the  gross  income  of  each  of  which  was 
less  than  £30  a  year;  afterwards   the 
power  was  extended  to  charities  with 
incomes  of  not  less  than  £50   a  year. 
Since  then,  several  attempts  have  been 
made  to  further  extend  its  powers.     The 
hon.   Member  for    Carnarvonshire   was 
quite   right  when   he    said  Bills  were 
introduced  in  1881  and  1883. 
Mb.  RATHBQNE :  And  1879. 
O  2 
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•Sir    A.  ROLLTT:    There   may    have 

been  even  more   than  two  Bills.     The 

hon.  Member  referred  to  the  chorus  of 

approval  with  which  those  measures  were 

introduced.     He   never  referred  to  the 

Debates  in  the  other  House,  or  I  think 
he  might  have  added  that  they  were  sub- 
jected to  criticisms  by  Lord  Salisbury  and 
other  noble  Lords — criticisms  which,  it 
appears  to  me,  might  very  well  be  applied 
to  the  present  Bill,  which,  though  in  one 
sense  more  limited,  is  in  others  very  much 
more  inclusive  than  the  Bills  to  which  I 
have  referred.  There  are,  moreover, 
remedies  for  the  abuses  which  exist, 
and  remedies  which  have  been  applied. 
There  is  the  remedy  of  gaining  the 
consent  of  the  Trustees.  Although  that 
consent  may  have  been  refused  in  some 
cases,  I  believe  I  am  correct  in  saying 
that  many  charities  have  been  modified 
with  the  concurrence  of  those  who 
have  taken  part  in  their  local  administra- 
tion. And  if  there  have  been  exceptional 
instances  to  the  contrary,  I  am  in  favour 
of  providing  some  remedy  of  a  less  dras- 
tic character  than  that  proposed  by  the 
Bill.  There  is  also  a  right  of  access  to 
the  High  Court  for  the  purpose  of 
constructing  schemes,  when  they  are 
in  accordance  with  the  general 
intention  of  the  founder,  though  adapted 
to  modern  requirements.  Again,  if 
the  doctrine  of  cy  pres  is  not  applicable 
in  any  particular  case,  then  Parliament 
may  be  resorted  to,  and  under  the  direc- 
tion of  Parliament  schemes  have  been 
modernised  and  made  more  beneficial. 
Now,  Sir,  the  Trusts  which  would  not  be 
benefited  by  the  Bill,  but  the  contrary, 
are  the  larger  Trusts  in  our  towns — 
Municipal  Trusts  which  are  administered 
ia  our  great  towns,  and  which  at  present 
attract  the  active  interest  and  co-opera- 
tion of  a  class  of  men,  the  value  of  whose 
work  is  inestimable,  and  who  would  be 
deterred  from  taking  further  part  by  a 
measure  which  would  transfer  all  the 
power  from  them  to  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners, rendering  themselves  com- 
parative nonentities  in  the  administration 
of  those  charities.  What  does  this 
short  and  simple  measure  do?  By 
the  2nd  clause  it  enables  the 
Charity  Commissioners  to  make  orders 
under  Section  2  of  the  Act  of  I860,  in 
the  case  of  all  charities, 


'  'Upon  the  application  of  the  Attorney  General,, 
or  of  any  person  or  persons  referred  to  in  the- 
said  section  two  as  authorised  to  apply  to  the- 
Board  for  orders,  in  the  same  manner  as  they 
have  power  to  make  orders  under  the  said  sec- 
tion two  in  case  of  charity,  the  gross  annua E 
income  of  which  does  not  exceed  fifty  pounds." 

So,  by  a  few  simple  words  you  have  the- 
extension  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Charity- 
Commissioners  to  all  incomes  of  over  £50. 
By  the  removal  of  that  restriction 
the  most  inclusive  and  unlimited  juris- 
diction is  given  to  the  Commission  - 
Section  3  of  the  Bill  is — 

"  Any  provisions  relating  to  a  charity  con- 
tained in  any  Act  of  Parliament  establishing  a 
scheme  approved  and  certified  by  the  Board* 
under  Section  54  and  the  following  sections  of 
the  Charitable  Trusts  Act,  1853,  or  in  any  Act 
of  Parliament  other  than  a  public  general  Act, 
may  he  from  time  to  time  amended  or  altered' 
by  a  scheme  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  or 
of  the  Board  in  the  exercise  of  its  ordinary 
jurisdiction,  as  effectually  as  if  the  trust  created 
by,  and  the  provisions  contained  in,  such  Act 
had  been  established  by  the  founder  in  the  case 
of  a  charity  having  a  founder." 

I  have  seldom  read  a  more  comprehen- 
sive section  than  this,  and  I  contend 
that  the  effect  of  this  measure,  if  passed, 
would  be  to  give  absolute  control  over- 
the  destiny  of  any  charity,  from  the 
largest  of  our  hospitals  to  the  smallest  of 
our  village  foundations,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  cases  in  which  half  of  the 
funds  are  subscribed  voluntarily,  and  of 
religious  institutions.  With  those 
limited  exceptions,  the  result  of  this- 
measure  would  be  to  give  the  sole  and 
exclusive  control  to  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners. The  Commissioners  would 
be  able  to  divert  any  particular 
fund  or  the  general  funds  of  a 
charity ;  they  would  be  able  to  form 
schemes  without  any  reference  to* 
the  wishes  of  the  locality;  they  would 
be  able  to  re-make  the  wills  of  founders  ^ 
and  they  might  alter  any  private 
Act  of  Parliament  relating  to  such 
charities.  All  this  might  be  done, 
not  as  in  the  past  in  Parliament,, 
and  subject  to  discussion  in  this 
House ;  not  under  the  check  of 
any  public  Debate  whatever ;  but 
in  the  room  of  the  Charity  Commissioners,, 
where  there  can  be  only  a  very  limited 
audience,  and  where,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  measure,  there  need  be  no 
Conference  at  all.  If  this  Bill  passed,  in 
future  it  would  only  be  a  matter  of 
courtesy  if  the  Commissioners  received 
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the  Local  Trustees.  We  have  heard  of 
the  dead  hand,  the  influence  of  which 
has  passed  away  in  many  cases.  But  by 
this  Bill  the  Local  Trustees  are  put  on 
one  side  by  a  living  hand,  and  the 
whole  of  this  important  work,  which 
is  essentially  of  a  local  character, 
is  to  be  put  into  the  hands  of 
-a  Public  Department  without  any  material 
check  upon  it.  We  have  heard  some- 
thing of  the  action  of  Local  Charity 
Trustees.  There  are  in  our  large  towns 
numbers  of  men  who  will  be  interfered 
with  by  this  Bill — men  who  make 
sacrifices  of  their  time,  and  incur  much 
•trouble  in  the  administration  of  Local 
♦Charities  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor,  who 
highly  appreciate  their  services.  I  feel 
•quite  sure  that  the  Bill,  if  passed,  would 
.restrict  the  interest  they  take  in  the 
work,  and  I  am  convinced  the  House 
will  gravely  consider  before  it  disturbs  a 
locil  administration  of  these  charities 
which  has  hitherto  been  successful, 
^nd  which  has  not,  indeed,  been  specifi- 
cally impeached,  except  in  one  in- 
stance, by  the  Mover  of  the  Bill. 
I  am  aware  that  in  general  terms  the  hon. 
Member  did  incorporate  other  instances, 
but  I  think  he  only  alluded  to  one 
specifically.  On  the  other  hand,  I  know 
of  a  great  many  instances  of  a  contrary 
character  which  would  ba  covered  by 
ihis  Bill  in  a  way  which  would  be  other- 
wise than  beneficial.  I  say  that  the 
Local  Charity  Trustees,  as  a  rule,  have 
•done  that  which  has  been  to  the  advantage 
of  the  charities.  Many  times  they  have 
had  differences  with  the  Charity  Com- 
mission —  sometimes  chronic  differ- 
ences which  have  lasted  for  years,  but  I 
would  add  to  the  opinion  I  have  already 
expressed,  that  when  these  differences 
have  take n  place,  generally  speaking  in 
the  case  of  the  larger  charities,  the  Local 
Trustees  have  been  in  the  right,  and  the 
view  of  the  Chirity  Commissioners  has 
bjen  open  to  serious  and  successful  chal- 
lenge. Cases  can  be  menti<  »ned  in  which 
the  Local  Trustees  have  taken  exception, 
and  rightfully  so,  to  the  action  and  in- 
action of  the  Charity  Commission.  In  the 
first  place,  it  is  alleged,  and  I  think  with 
.some  truth,  that  there  are  few  Depart- 
ments in  which  there  are  so  many  delays 
which  are  prejudicial  to  the  interests 
of  local  charities.  Very  often  we  hear 
of  these  interests  being  neglected,  and  it 


would  not  be  hard  to  prove  that  the 
difficulty  has  been  in  London  rather  than 
in  the  locality,  and  that  it  has  been 
almost  impossible  to  secure  a  definite 
course  of  action  on  the  part  of 
the  Commissioners.  Great  delay  takes 
place  with  regard  to  the  transfer  of 
property,  and  the  investment  of  funds. 
It  required  years  to  induce  the  Charity 
Commission  to  consent  to  the  in- 
vestigation of  charity  funds  in  Corpora- 
tion Stock — one  of  the  best  and  safest 
forms  of  investment  and  one  generally 
associated  with  the  locality  in  which  the 
charity  exists.  Well,  I  will  give  two 
instances  where  I  think  the  action  and 
inaction  of  the  Charity  Commission  has 
been  open  to  criticism,  and  where  the 
Local  Trustees  have  been  right. 
The  first  of  these  is  the  case  of 
the  Grammar  School  at  Hull.  I 
am  quite  aware  that  this  would  not  be 
materially  affected  by  the  Bill,  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  Bill  would  give 
additional  and  unrestricted  powers  to 
the  Charity  Commissioners,  and,  if  in 
the  course  of  their  administration  of  a 
local  charity,  they  have  taken  an  unwise 
course  in  opposition  to  the  wishes  of 
Local  Trustees  that  affords  a  strong  reason 
against  arming  the  Commissioners  with 
these  unrestricted  powers.  So  far  back 
as  1879  the  Grammar  School,  an  old  and 
historic  building,  having  become  dilapi- 
dated, application  was  made  for  power  to 
realise  the  property,  with  a  view  to  the 
erection  of  a  new  building.  Not  until 
1882  was  an  order  made  for  the*  sale  cf 
the  property,  and  when  it  was  made  the 
order  contained  directions — or,  at  any 
rate,  specified  the  object — for  the  erection 
of  a  new  building  to  replace  the  old  one. 
The  old  school  was  sold,  and  plans  for 
the  new  building  approved  by  the 
Charity  Commissioners.  In  1882  the 
new  site,  also,  was  inspected  and  ap- 
proved, but  will  it  be  believed  that 
though  the  funds  were  transferred  to 
the  Official  Trustee,  they  have  been  lying 
idle  ever  since,  and  the  land  has  been 
let  instead  of  the  school  being  erected. 
The  ground  of  the  refusal  to  act,  not- 
withstanding continual  protests,  is  that 
there  is  no  endowment  provided  for  the 
school,  but  this  point  was  only  raised 
after  the  sale  of  the  old  property  and 
the  purchase  of  a  new  site. 
There    was   no   material  endowment  of 
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the  old  school.  Notwithstanding  the  dis- 
advantage of  the  school  being  held  in  a 
building  unfitted  for  the  purpose,  the 
attendance  increased  by  hundreds,  and 
its  work  was  most  successful.  True, 
now,  owing  to  a  large  bequest  to  another 
school,  the  urgency  is  not  so  great,  ex- 
cept for  the  scholars  in  the  Grammar 
School,  but  the  fact  remains  that  al- 
though there  was  but  a  small  endowment, 
the  Commissioners  had  in  their  hands  the 
funds  produced  by  the  sale  of  the  old 
school,  yet  nothing  was  done  towards  the 
erection  of  the  new  school,  and  this 
affords  a  notable  instance  of  the  wise 
action  of  Local  Trustees  being  baulked  by 
the  inaction  of  the  Commissioners,  and 
by  their  resistance  to  a  very  reasonable 
request.  Another  instance  is  afforded 
from  the  same  town.  Some  years  ago  it 
was  proposed  to  sell  some  small  alms- 
houses and  devote  the  proceeds  to  educa- 
tional purposes.  I,  as  one  of  the 
Trustees,  and  in  my  interest  for  the 
cause  of  education,  concurred  in  the  pro- 
posal. However,  local  sentiment  was 
evoked,  and  strong  local  feeling  expressed 
against  the  transfer  of  charitable  funds 
to  educational  purposes,  and  ultimately 
the  Commissioners  were  over-ruled  and 
the  transfer  did  not  take  place.  The 
result  has  been  that  a  splendid  institu- 
tion has  been  erected  in  Hull,  which  is 
doing  admirable  work.  I  give  that  as 
another  instance  in  which  the  action  of 
the  Local  Trustees  was  right,  and 
the  action  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
wrong,  although  at  the  time  I  concurred 
in  it,  of  which  I  repented,  while  they  have 
not.  I  am  only  too  glad  that  the 
charitable  funds  have  not  been  diverted 
to  educational  purposes,  but  have  been 
retained  so  beneficently  for  the  purposes 
of  the  poor.  The  feeling  against  the 
unrestricted  power  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners is  particularly  strong  in  Hull. 
The  Local  Trustees  consist  of  20  of  the 
leading  men  of  the  town,  and  the  Trust 
is  identified  with  the  Corporation.  At  a 
recent  meeting  of  these  Trustees  the 
proposals  in  this  Bill  were  unanimously 
condemned  as  against  the  interest  of  the 
recipients  of  the  charities.  Both  the 
Trustees  and  the  Corporation  have 
petitioned  against  the  Bill.  Hull  has 
had  considerable  experience  in  these 
matters,  and  the  attitude  of  the  gentle- 
men to  whom  I  have  alluded  forms  a 
Sir  A.  Rollit 


strong  ground  for  believing  that  our 
Municipalities  do  not  think  that 
the  Bill  will  improve  the  admini- 
stration of  local  charities.  The 
criticism  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
is  most  noticeable  in  cases  of  educa- 
tional charities,  which  are  entirely 
placed  under  their  control,  and,  there- 
fore, I  protest  most  earnestly  against 
the  control  of  all  the  local  charities 
being  handed  over  to  them.  There  can 
be  no  doubt  that  'the  Local  Trustees  are 
better  qualified  by  a  knowledge  of  the 
local  requirements  of  a  district  to  manage 
its  local  charities.  The  Charity  Com- 
missioners, on  the  other  hand,  wish  to 
centralise  the  control  of  all  the  charities 
in  their  own  hands.  The  tendency  of 
the  present  day,  however,  is  in  favour 
of  decentralisation  instead  of  centralisa- 
tion. Even  in  a  progressive  country 
like  Germany,  State  action  has  the  effect 
of  neutralising  private  interest  and 
private  enterprise,  and  lessening  that 
personal  sympathy  which  ought  to«exist 
in  the  administration  of  Charitable  Trusts  ; 
it  also  has  the  effect  of  creating  a  feeling 
that  the  State  ought  to  do  all  those 
things  that  are  now  done  by  private  indi- 
viduals. Nothing  would  be  more  re- 
grettable than  that  such  a  state  of  affairs 
should  spring  up  in  this  country.  It  is 
impossible  to  over-estimate  the  value  to 
the  recipients  of  charity  of  personal 
sympathy,  such  as  that  of  Local  Trustees, 
who  are  many  of  them  men  who  devote 
the  whole  of  their  time  to  the  improve- 
ment of  the  condition  of  the  poorer 
classes.  If  I  thought  the  public  interest 
would  be  served  by  this  Bill  I  should 
vote  for  it;  but  it  is  because  I  feel 
that  the  effect  of  such  a  measure  would 
be  to  greatly  restrict  donations  and 
bequests  for  charitable  purposes  that  I 
am  under  an  obligation  to  do  what  I 
can  to  defeat  the  Bill,  which,  though 
short  and  simple,  is  in  all  its  charac- 
teristics far  too  inclusive  in  dealing  with 
all  the  great  charities  of  the  country. 
The  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
of  1884  are  systematically  ignored 
in  this  Bill.  That  Committee  recom- 
mended that  the  appeal  to  the  High 
Court  should  be  retained,  but  there  is 
no  qualification  in  this  Bill  which  retains 
that  appeal.  The  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  1884  further  recommended 
that  where  a  change  that  is  sought  to  b* 
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made  is  greater  than  the  Court  would 
sanction  under  the  cy  pres  doctrine,  the 
scheme  should  be  laid  before  Parliament 
and  a  Standing  Committee  formed  for 
the  purpose  of  supervising  and  con- 
sidering such  cases.  In  this  measure 
there  is  no  provision  whatever  for  Par- 
liamentary supervision.  On  tho  con- 
trary, from  the  wording  of  Clause  3  such 
work  may  be  done  by  the  Commissioners 
in  the  exercise  of  their  ordinary  jurisdic- 
tion. There  was  a  further  recommenda- 
tion in  the  Report  of  1884  that  provision 
should  be  made  for  the  more  direct  re- 
cognition of  the  wishes  of  the  locality. 
There  are  no  such  words  in  the  Bill 
before  the  House,  although  that  seems 
to  me  to  be  an  absolutely  essential  check 
upon  the  action  of  the  Commissioners. 
The  Report  of*  1884  goes  further  and  re- 
commends that  the  initiative  in  the  matter 
of  such  schemes  should  be  in  the  hands  of 
Municipal  Corporations,and — anticipating 
the  Act  of  1888 — of  County  Authorities. 
The  very  essence  of  the  restrictions 
recommended  in  the  Report  of  1884  is 
the  interest  of  the  localities;  but  this 
Bill  confers  powers  on  the  Commissioners 
without  consideration  for  the  interests 
of  the  localities.  The  House  should,  I 
think,  pause  very  much  before  giving 
effect  to  this  measure,  which  does  so 
much  which  is  highly  objectionable.  It 
provides  powers  of  a  most  inclusive 
character,  it  provides  for  centralisation, 
it  ignores  local  feeling  and  co-operation 
and  local  interest  and  sympathy,  and  it 
does  not  provide  the  local  and  Parliamen- 
tary checks  which  are  so  strongly  re* 
commended  by  the  Parliamentary 
Committee  of  1884.  Such  a  Bill  ought 
not  to  be  passed  by  the  House,  and  I  feel 
I  have  no  alternative  but  to  move 
its  rejection. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — (Sir  Albert  RoUit.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

•(1.25.)  Me.  SAMUEL  HOARE 
(Norwich) :  In  rising  to  second  the 
Amendment  I  should  like  first  to  say 
that  I  fully  appreciate  the  reasons 
which  have  actuated  hon.  Members  who 


have  introduced  this  Bill.  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvonshire  that 
delay  in  the  introduction  of  needful 
reforms  is  dangerous,  and  that  it  is  no 
use  locking  the  stable  door  when  the 
horse  is  stolen ;  but  my  view  is  that  we 
should  not  lock  the  stable  door  until  the 
horse  is  supplied  within  the  stable  with 
everything  he  requires  to  enable  him  to 
live  a  comfortable  and  healthy  life.  My 
feeling  is  that  if  we  lock  the  door  by 
this  Bill  we  shall  only  give  rise  to  irri- 
tation and  difficulties  and  weaken, 
rather  than  strengthen,  the  work 
of  the  Charity  Commission.  I  feel  that 
I  must  support  my  hon.  Friend,  and  ask 
the  House  to  support  him  too,  in  voting 
against  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 
I  would  ask  the  House  to  do  this  in  its 
own  interest,  in  the  interest  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  in  the  interest  of 
the  Local  Trustees,  and  last,  though  by 
no  means  least,  in  the  interest  of  many 
thousands  of  poor  people  who  are  deeply 
interested  in  the  question,  and  who  have 
great  difficulty  at  the  present  time  in 
expressing  any  opinion  on  these  matters 
which  are  of  vital  importance  to  them- 
selves. I  think  the  House  should  oppose 
this  Bill  in  its  own  interest,  because,  as 
my  hon.  Friend  has  said,  it  practically 
ignores  the  recommendations  of  two 
important  Committees,  and  in  the  inter- 
est of  the  Charity  Commissioners,  be- 
cause it  ignores  their  wishes  as  expressed 
in  their  last  Report.  The  Bill  gives 
greater  powers  to  the  Commissioner, 
and  does  not  provide  for  representative 
bodies  having  a  voice  in  the  considera- 
tion of  schemes  in  their  own  parishes ; 
and,  further,  it  does  not  give  the  Com- 
missioners any  wider  powers  for  meeting 
the  wishes  of  those  most  interested  in 
the  administration  of  the  Charities. 
Lastly,  it  does  not  lay  down  a  principle 
under  which  a  new  scheme  can  be  dis- 
cussed. There  is  only  one  kind  of  scheme 
on  which  the  House  has  an  opportunity 
of  expressing  its  disagreement,  and  that 
is  a  scheme  under  the  Endowed  Schools 
Act.  A  great  number  of  schemes  have 
emanated  from  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners in  such  a  way  that  it  is  very  diffi- 
cult for  the  people  interested  in  them  to 
express  their  disapproval  of  any  part  of 
them.  There  are,  I  know,  provisions  f»»r 
opposition  to  schemes  to  be  brought 
forward  ;  but  the  opposition  has  to  take 
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place  before  a  Court,  and  it  cannot  be 
undertaken  until  the  people  have  proved 
their  right  to  appear.  It  is  very  desirable 
that  there  should  be  some  change  so  that 
anybody  interested  in  a  scheme,  and 
who  wishes  to  express  disapproval  of  it, 
can  do  so  without  cost  to  himself,  and 
without  having  to  call  in  the  law  to 
assist  him.  I  realise  that  the  Charity 
Commissioners  are  very  careful  before 
framing  a  scheme  to  take  the  opinion  of 
the  people  in  the  locality ;  but  I  am 
trying  to  prove  that  when  a  scheme  is 
issued  it  is  very  difficult  indeed  to  bring 
any  opposition  to  it  before  the  Order  is 
finally  settled.  I  know  there  are  other 
ways  in  which  charity  schemes  are 
issued.  lam  aware  that  the  Attorney 
General  has  power  to  issue  a  scheme, 
with  which  the  Charity  Commissioners 
have  nothing  whatever  to  do  ;  and  then 
there  is  one  other  kind  of  scheme  which 
comes  before  the  House,  a  scheme  framed 
by  A.ct  of  Parliament,  which  can  only  be 
altered  by  another  Act  of  Parliament. 
The  Commissioners  say  there  is  consider- 
able hardship  and  inconvenience  from 
this  cause,  and  they  hope  there  will  be 
legislation  on  the  subject.  I  regret 
provision  is  not  made  in  this  Bill  to 
cover  this  point.  But,  at  the  same  time,  I 
base  my  opposition  to  the  Bill  mainly 
on  the  ground  that  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  two  Committees  who  went 
carefully  into  the  system  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners  have  not  been  adopted  in 
the  Bill.  My  bon.  Friend  has  alluded  to 
the  1884  Report ;  but  he  did  not  read  that 
clause  in  which  the  Committee  say — 

44  It  is  of  the  greatest  importance  that  full 
public  inquiry  should  be  held  before  any  scheme 
is  eventually  assented  to." 

My  hon.  Friend  alluded  to  the  fact  that 
the  Committee  recommended  that 
Municipal  and  Representative  County 
Authorities  formed  the  best  bodies  to 
initiate  charity  schemes.  There  is  no 
allusion  in  the  Bill  to  that  point.  .  All 
those  of  us  who  in  our  own  localities 
have  seen  the  difficulties  that  have 
arisen  from  there  not  having  been 
sufficient  public  inquiry  before  a  scheme 
has  been  settled,  must  realise  that  it  is 
of  the  utmost  importance  that,  before 
giving  further  powers  to  the  Commis- 
sioners, there  should  be  provision  made 
to  enable  the  poorest  people  affected  by 
the  scheme  to  express  their  views  upon 
Mr,  Samuel  Hoare 


it  without  cost  to  themselves.  There  is 
another  point  worthy  of  consideration. 
The  Committee  on  the  Endowed  Schools 
Act,  who  reported  in  1887,  recommended 
that  greater  publicity  in  respect  to 
schemes  under  the  Act  should  be  given 
during  the  initial  and  subsequent  stages  ; 
and  that  it  was  desirable  that  the  wishes 
of  the  locality  should  be  more  consulted, 
and  that  in  their  administration  the 
Governing  Body  should  be  left  mor^ 
unfettered.  There  is  a  feeling  in  many 
districts  that  while  the  Commissioners 
have  endeavoured  to  do  all  in  their 
power  to  formulate  fair  schemes,  the 
poor  people  have  had  no  opportunity  of 
expressing  their  wishes,  or  if  they  have 
had  that  opportunity,  it  has  involved 
great  cost.  As  both  of  the  Committees 
to  which  I  have  referred  have  recom- 
mended that  charity  schemes  should  be 
submitted  to  the  representative  bodies 
in  the  districts  affected,  I  cannot  agree 
to  any  extension  of  the  power  of  the 
Commissioners,  unless  provision  is  made 
for  that.  The  Commissioners  have,  no 
doubt,  endeavoured  to  get  the  local  opinion, 
but  there  is  no  distinct  arrangement  by 
which  they  are  to  do  it.  Indeed,  I 
think  it  will  be  found  they  are  only  to 
use  their  discretion  as  to  the  publicity 
they  may  deem  necessary.  I  know  of  a 
scheme  which  was  only  advertised  twice 
in  one  local  paper,  and  put  up  on  the 
door  of  the  Town  Hall  and  the  parish 
church.  That,  I  am  sure  the  House  will 
agree,  was  hardly  sufficient  publicity 
to  give  to  an  important  scheme. 
I  am  especially  anxious  that  Local  Repre- 
sentative Bodies  should  have  every 
scheme  affecting  their  districts  come 
before  them.  I  am  aware  the  hon.  Member 
for  Penrith  (Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther)  will  say 
that  any  Municipal  Corporation  or 
County  Council  who  wish  to  see  a 
scheme  is  at  liberty  to  pass  a  Resolution 
asking  for  the  scheme ;  but  I  think 
it  would  be  very  much  better  that  Repre- 
sentative Bodies  should  receive  such 
schemes  as  a  matter  of  course,  and  that 
the  schemes  should  lie  on  the  table  of  the 
Local  Council  for  a  certain  period  before 
it  can  come  into  force.  The  large  con- 
stituency I  represent  has  been  fortunate 
in  having  many  charities,  which  I  have 
had  several  times  to  bring  before  the 
notice  of  the  House,  and  I  thank  the 
Commissioners  for  the    attention  they 
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hare  always  given   to  the  wants  and 
requirements  of   our  city.     But,  at  the 
same   time,  I   feel   they   are  bound  too 
tightly  by  the  present  law  ;  that  if  they 
are  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  localities 
it  will   be  necessary    that  the   House, 
when  it  gives  them  wider  powers  to  deal 
with  charities,  should  give  then?  further 
powers,  so  that  they  are  not  necessarily 
to   be  tied  down  or  fettered   by  deci- 
sions of  the  Court.     I  scarcely  like   to 
touch    on    the    legal  question ;    but  1 
understand,     from     answers    given    in 
the    House,    that    it   is    held    by    the 
Judges    impossible     for     the    Commis- 
si ioners   in   any   way  to   relax  the   pro- 
vision that  people  in  receipt  of  pauper 
relief  should  receive  no  benefit  from  a 
c  larity,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be 
relieving  the  rates.     In  our  city  a  great 
number  of  citizens  are  greatly  dissatis- 
fied with   one   scheme,   about   which   I 
asked  a  question  to  day,  because  they 
believe  tliat  when  it  was  framed  they  did  not 
have  sufficient  opportunity  of  expressing 
their   opinion   against   it.     They  would 
have  liked  to  raise  the  question  whether 
the  rule  as  to  relief  could  not  have  been 
relaxed.     That  is  a  question  with  which 
the   House  ought  to  deal.     I  know  the 
case   of  a  man  who  has   brought  up  a 
family  for  years,  in   the  midst  of  great 
difficulties,  without  going  on  the  rates, 
but    who,   owing    to    an   accident,   was 
bound  to  call  in  the   parish  doctor.     Tn 
consequence  of  that  he  is  debarred  from 
receiving  any  benefit  from  the  charity, 
as  things  stand  at  present.     This  man 
his    a    very   good    character   and   is    a 
•credit  to  the  place ;  but  he  cannot  benefit 
from  the  charity,  whilst  persons  of  in- 
different character  are  entitled  to  receive 
dole.     The   Commissioners  should  have 
power,  when  the  citizens  wish  it,  to  relax 
the  rule.     There  is  another  reason  for 
my  opposition — if  the  Bill  is  passed  it 
will  be  a  retrograde  measure.     Of  late 
years  we  have  been  doing  everything  to 
give  the  people  in  localities  a  voice  in 
the  management  of    their   own  affairs, 
the  control  of  enormous  funds,  and  even 
of  Imperial  funds ;  yet  on  the  question 
of    charities,    money   left   to    a    special 
locality,  we  propose  to  give  the  Com- 
missioners sole  charge.     I  desire  that  we 
should  be  consistent  in  the  matter.     Let 
us  carry  out  the  principle  of  letting  the 
people  manage  their  own  affairs  to  the 


end.      We  certainly  should  not  give  the 

Commissioners  further  powers  unless  we 

i  provide  that  the  people  of  the  locality 

j  shall  have  a  voice  in  the  matter.     It  is 

■  no  use   framing   schemes  in  which  the 

!  people  have  no  confidence.  Whilst  we  have 

Local  Representative  Bodies,  why  should 

they    be    distrusted    in    such    matters? 

Holding  these  views,  I  shall  support  the 

Amendment   this    the   Bill    be    read    a 

second  time  on  this  day  six  months,  and 

I  hope  the  House  will  not  undo  the  great 

good  which  has  been  done  by  the  passing 

of  the  Local  Government  Bill. 

*(1.50.)  Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Brad- 
ford, Central):  Myhon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  Rathbone) rightly 
said  this  measure  consists  of  two  clauses 
taken  from  the  Bill  I  had  the  honour 
to  introduce  in  the  years  1883  and  1884 

» 

on  bohalf  of  the  then  Government,  and 

which  in  1884  was  sent  to  an  important 

Committee,  which  unanimously  recom- 
mended its  provisions.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  done  very  wisely  in  confining  the 
Bill  to  the  two  clauses,  and  in  not  enter- 
ing into  the  more  contentious  matter 
contained  in  the  original  Bill.  By  so 
confining  his  measure,  I  think  he  will 
receive  the  almost  unanimous  support  of 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Isling- 
ton (Sir  A.  Rollit )  has  said  the  Bill  is 
due  to  the  ambition  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  and  to  the  desire  of 
that  Body  to  centralise  and  increase  their 
powers.  That  is  certainly  not  the  case. 
The  Bill  is  due  to  the  fact  that  succes- 
sive Commissions  and  Committees,  from 
1835  onwards,  have  all  been  strongly 
in  favour  of  giving  the  extended  powers 
to  the  Charity  Commissioners  which 
the  Bill  proposes,  for  the  purpose 
of  putting  an  end  to  the  serious 
scandals  which  exist.  In  1835  there  was 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
on  which  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  Lord  John 
Russell  served,  and  which  recommended 
that  the  very  provisions  before  the 
House  should  be  adopted ;  and  the  same 
provisions  were  included  in  the  Bills  of 
1853  and  1860,  and  also  in  the  Bills 
which  were  introduced  by  Lord  Cairns 
and  Lord  Selborne  in  the  other  House, 
and  in  the  Bill  of  1884.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Islington  went  on  to  say  that  no  cause 
for  the  Bill  has  been   shown.     If  hon. 
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Members  will  refer  to  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  1884  they  will  find 
innumerable  cases  of  the  grossest  mal- 
administration of  charities  and  of  abuse 
quoted  by  Sir  Henry  Longley  and  other 
gentlemen.  Let  me  mention  one  case — 
that  of  Tewkesbury.  There  were  a 
number  of  Bodies  of  Trustees  in  Tewkes- 
bury with  a  total  income  of  £1,300  a 
vear.  £700  of  this  sum  was  devoted  to 
doles  of  money  to  the  poor,  though 
everyone  knows  that  doles  of  money  only 
do  mischief  to  the  class  of  people  to 
whom  they  are  given.  In  1879,  at  the 
instance  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Board 
of  Guardians  and  others,  an  inquiry 
was  held  by  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
which  resulted  in  the  framing  of  a 
scheme  for  amalgamating  the  various 
Bodies  of  Trustees.  The  Trustees  of  two 
of  the  charities  refused  to  give  their 
consent,  and  they  have  continued  to 
distribute  money  to  the  infinite  mischief 
of  the  poor  of  the  town.  Then  there  is 
the  case  of  Brown's  Hospital  at  Stamford, 
which  has  an  income  of  £1,200  a  year. 
Only  12  almspeople are  maintained;  but 
there  is  a  warder  with  a  salary  of  £375 
ayear,  and  another  official,  a  confrater,  with 
a  salary  of  £200  a  year.  A  few  years  ago, 
in  consequence  of  the  depression  of  agri- 
culture, the  income  of  the  charity  fell  off, 
and  the  Trustees  found  themselves  unable 
to  maintain  even  their  12  almspeople. 
The  Charity  Commissioners  interfered,  and 
urged  the  Trustees  to  reduce  the  expenses 
of  management,  and  to  do  away  with 
one  or  other  of  the  expensive  officers. 
But  the  Trustees  declined  to  act  on  the 
advice  of  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
and  actually,  at  the  very  moment  that 
the  rents  were  not  sufficient  to  maintain 
the  almspeople,  they  appointed  a  new 
confrater  at  a  salary  £200  a  year.  At 
present  such  charities  cannot  be  reformed 
except  with  the  consent  of  the  majority 
of  the  Trustees.  The  Committee  of 
1884,  on  which  there  were  many  im- 
portant Members  of  the  House,  unani- 
mously came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  evils  ought  to  be  redressed  in 
the  manner  proposed  by  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Islington  has 
pointed  out  some  objections  to  the  Bill 
in  matters  of  detail,  and  has  said  that 
the  measure  itself  will  not  even  carry 
out  the  views  of  the  Committee  of  1884. 
I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that  the 
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hon.  Member  is  wrong  in  all  the  three 
cases  he  referred  to.  His  first  objection 
was  that  there  would  be  no  appeal  to* 
the  Court  of  Chancery  under  the  Bill. 
I  think  he  is  altogether  wrong.  It  is- 
quite  true  there  is  no  clause  in  the 
measure  conferring  an  appeal,  but  an 
appeal  exists  under  the  present  law,  and 
as  it  is  not  repealed  by  the  Bill  it  will 
continue  to  be  in  force.  If  that  is  not 
so,  it  is  a  difficulty  which  can  easily  be 
remedied.  The  hon.  Member  next  stated 
that  although  the  Bill  sanctions  changes 
in  a  proposed  scheme  there  is  no  provi- 
sion to  require  any  change  to  be  laid 
before  Parliament.  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  is  wrong  also  in  that  respect. 
The  Bill  gives  the  Charity  Commissioners 
no  power  whatever  to  frame  schemes- 
diverting  the  funds  of  a  charity  to  any 
greater  extent  than  is  now  permitted  under 
the  cy  pres  doctrine  of  the  Courts  of  Laws. 
There  was  a  clause  to  that  effect  in  the 
Bill  of  1884,  and  it  was  provided  that  in 
such  cases  the  schemes  sanctioned  by 
the  Charity  Commissioners  should  be 
laid  before  Parliament.  But  the  present 
Bill  gives  no  such  power,  and  therefore 
it  does  not  seem  necessary  to  require 
that  the  schemes  sanctioned  by  the 
Charity  Commissioners  should  come 
before  Parliament.  Thirdly,  my  hon. 
Friend  said  that  there  is  no  provision 
in  the  Bill  requiring  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners to  consult  the  Local  Authori- 
ties. Now  I,  myself,  hold  that  it  is  of 
the  greatest  importance  that  there 
should  be  a  consultation  with  the  Local 
Authorities,  and  I  entirely  agree  with 
everything  my  hon.  Friend  said  on  that 
point.  Especially  since  the  constitution 
of  County  Councils  I  think  it  is  most  de- 
sirable that  they  should  be  consulted  in 
cases  of  this  kind;  but  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  action  has  already  been 
taken  upon  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  of  1884 ;  and  I  am  assured 
by  the  Charity  Commissioners  that 
in  all  cases  the  circumstances  are 
laid  before  the  Local  Authorities  and 
their  views  obtained.  If  my  hon.  Friend 
desires  to  go  a  little  further,  and  to  make 
it  obligatory  by  statute  that  all  the  cir- 
cumstances should  be  laid  before  the  Local 
Authorities  I  have  no  objection,  and  I 
am  sure  that  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  Rath- 
bone)  would  not  object  to  such  an  amend- 
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ment  of  the  Bill  if  it  is  considered  neces- 
sary. My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Islington  based  a  large  part  of  his  objec- 
tions upon  the  Bill,  on  what  he  said  was 
the  growing  dissatisfaction  of  the  pnblic 
with  the  schemes  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners, so  far  as  they  have  hitherto 
gone.  Now,  I  think  that  the  state  of 
this  Honse  does  not  bear  ont  that 
contention.  Compared  with  what  the 
feeling  was  five,  10,  or  15  years  ago, 
I  cannot  but  think  that  there  is  a  grow- 
ing feeling  of  content  and  confidence 
in  the  schemes  and  general  administra- 
tion of  the  Charity  Commissioners  which 
is  very  different  from  what  it  was  in 
former  days.  There  has  been  a  grow- 
ing satisfaction  with  the  conclusions  of 
the  Commissioners ;  and  although  there 
may  be  individual  cases  in  which  the 
Charity  Commissioners  have  come  in 
conflict  with  particular  bodies  of  Trus- 
tees, and  even  with  the  public  opinion 
of  a  locality,  yet,  on  the  whole,  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  important  work  con- 
fided to  them,  and  the  framing  of 
schemes  under  the  Endowed  Schools 
Act  and  the  Charitable  Trusts  Act, 
has  given  satisfaction  and  content- 
ment to  the  public.  Allow  me  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  in  respect  of  two 
very  large  classes  of  charities  the  law, 
within  the  last  two  years,  has  conceded 
to  the  Commissioners  powers  as  wide,  if 
not  wider,  than  those  proposed  by  this 
Bill.  The  whole  of  the  charities  known 
as  endowed  schools  have  been  specially 
treated  under  the  Endowed  Schools  Act, 
and  the  Charity  Commissioners  have 
received  powers  greater  than  those  which 
are  proposed  to  be  conferred  upon  them 
by  this  Bill.  There  is  another  group  of 
charities  which  have  been  specially 
dealt  with  by  Parliament.  I  refer  to 
such  charities  as  that  known  as  the  City 
of  London  Parochial  Charity,  which  has 
an  income  of  between  £50,000  and 
i>60,000  a  year.  Under  that  Act  the 
Commissioners  have  power  to  frame 
schemes  for  dealing  with  this  charity 
and  .even  to  divert  the  proceeds 
from  the  people  of  London  for  whose 
benefit  they  were  originally  intended 
by  the  founders,  as  well  as  to  make 
enormous  changes  in  the  management 
and  distribution  of  the  charities.  Under 
this  Act  the  Charity  Commissioners  have 
framed  a  scheme,  which  is   now  before 


Parliament,  of  a  very  wide  and  extensive- 
character.     If,  then,  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners   can    be  entrusted   with  the- 
administration   of  schemes  of    such    an 
important    nature  I  cannot   understand' 
why  they  should  not  be  also  empowered' 
to  deal  with  other  charities  as  proposed 
by    this     Bill.       Having    given    great 
attention  to  the  subject  and  having  been. 
a  member  of  the  Committee  before  whom 
Sir  Henry  Longley  was  examined  and 
cross-examined  at  greater    length  than 
probably   any    other  public   officer  was. 
examined  before,  and  having  considered' 
every    objection    that    can    be    urged 
against  the  present  measure,  I  venture 
to  think  that  it  is  one  that  ought  to  com- 
mend itself  to  the  House,  and  which,  if" 
carried  into  law,  will   be  efficacious  in 
putting  an  end  to  the  grave  abuse  and 
mis-management  of  these  charities  which* 
have  been  witnessed  in  the  past  and  will 
result   in  these  charitable    endowments, 
being  really  devoted  to  the  purposes  for- 
which   they   were   intended    instead   of 
being  wasted  and  misapplied. 

(2.30.)  Sir  J.  KEKNAWAY  (Devon,. 
Honiton) :  I  had'  the  honour  of  serving 
six  years  ago  upon  the  Select  Committee 
to  whom  this  question  was  referred,  and 
I  fully  concurred  in  the  Report  which 
that  Committee  presented.  I  therefore- 
felt  that  I  could  not  refuse  the  request 
of    my    hon.    Friend   the   Member  for- 

Carnarvonshire  that  I  should  come- 
forward  on  the  present  occasion  in  sup- 
port of  his  Bill  which  embodies  one  of 
the  principal  recommendations  of  the 
Committee.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
case  which  has  been  adduced  in  regard 
to  it  is  clear,  that  the  existing  law  calls 
for  further  amendment,  and  that  some 
such  provision  as  is  embodied  in  the 
Bill  should  be  passed  in  order- 
to  enable  so  serious  a  matter  to 
be  dealt  with.  The  measure  is  one  of 
a  very  simple  character  extending  only 
to  the  action  already  taken  by  Parlia- 
ment, and  I  do  not  think  it  is  likely  to- 
arouse  any  very  serious  objection.  I  was. 
much  astonished  to  hear  the  description 
of  the  Bill  which  was  given  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Islington, 
and  the  fearful  consequences  which  may 
result  from  its  adoption.  He  described 
it  as  a  retrograde  measure  of  centralisa- 
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tdon.     He  drew  a  picture  of  the  Charity 
■Commissioners  having  power  to  entirely 
ignore  the  wishes  of  the  founders  and  to 
make  changes  in  their  bequests  without 
regard    to  the   opinions   of   the    Local 
Authorities  or  any  other  person  whatever. 
He  spoke  of  Trustees  being  appointed  by 
the  Charity  Commissioners  entirely  con- 
trary to   the  wishes  of   the  district ;  of 
their  being  persons  simply  appointed  for 
tiie  purpose  of  carrying  out   a  geogra- 
phical    system     of     centralised     Local 
Government.     I  confess  that  if  I   had 
.-anticipated  such  consequences,  I  should 
have  been  one  of  the  last  to  support  the 
Bill.     It  is  very  clear  from  the  evidence 
before    the    Committee    of    Sir    Henry 
Longley,  that  in  the  larger  charities,  as 
well  as  in  the  smaller  ones,  the  Commis- 
sioners must  be  guided  by  what  is  called 
the  cypres  doctrine.     No  doubt  the  Com- 
missioners would  be   bound  under  this 
Bill,  as  they  already  are,  if  they  thought  a 
-scheme  ought  to  be  departed  from,  to  come 
to  Parliament  and  ask  for  power  to  alter 
it.     But  it  is  altogether  contrary  to  the 
experience  of   the  past  to  suggest  that 
if    the    Commissioners     are     entrusted 
with  large  powers  they  will  be  induced 
to  ignore  the  will  of  the  founder  and  to 
prescribe  objectionable  conditions.     It  is 
complained  that  the  Bill  only  deals  with 
4i  small  part  of  the  subject ;  but  it  must 
bj  borne  in  mind  that  larger  measures 
have  been  introduced,   and   that   it   has 
been  found  practically  impossible  to  carry 
them.     It  lias,  therefore,  been  thought 
bjtter  to  take  one  step  at  a  time,  and 
to  bring  forward  a  simple  Bill  to  enlarge 
the  powers  of  the  Charity  Commissioners. 
I  cannot  conceive,  should   the   necessity 
arise,  that  there  can  be  any  difficulty  in 
introducing   clauses    into    the    Bill    to 
carry     out     the      recommendations     of 
the  Committee  of  1884.     The  evidence 
of  Sir     Henry    Longley    was     to     the 
envct   that  the    Charity   Commis  doners 
would     always    regard    the     assistance 
of    Local    Bodies     as    of    the    highest 
importance  to   them.     But    the    House 
will   remember   that    at    the   time  the 
♦Committee  sat,  although  the  constitution 
•of  a  good  representative  Loc*l  Authority 
had  been  much  talked  of,  it  did  not  seem 
to  be  likely  to  be  created.  Circumstances 
are  different  now ;  by  the  action  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  a  representative 
Local  Government  has  been  constituted, 
Sir  J.  Kennaway 


and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Commis- 
sioners would  now  regard  with  the 
highest  satisfaction  the  assistance  they 
would  derive  from  the  new  Local  Bodies 
both  in  suggesting  the  details  of  schemes 
and  also  in  supplying  the  names 
of  local  men  who  would  be  inclined  to  act 
as  Trustees.  Therefore,  I  believe  that 
the  idea  of  the  Local  Authorities  being 
over-ridden  by  any  action  from  Whitehall 
is  purely  imaginary.  I  altogether  dis- 
agree with  the  view  which  has  been 
expressed  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Norwich  (Mr.  Hoare),  that  the 
administration  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners is  becoming  unpopular  and 
requires  to  be  held  in  check.  Having 
served  on  the  Committee,  I  think  I  am 
entitled  to  say  that  the  complaints 
against  their  administration  of  the  local 
charities  were  very  few,  although  they 
had  at  that  time  made  between  8,000  and 
9,000  orders  and  carried  into  law  some- 
thing like  1,000  schemes.  Those  schemes 
were  not  dealt  with  because  they  wished 
to  interfere  unnecessarily  with  local 
matters,  but  almost  all  of  them  were 
brought  lief  ore  them  at  the  instance  of 
the  Trustees  themselves.  I  trust  that  the 
Bill  will  pass  without  opposition  after  the 
assurances  which  have  been  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  and  the  assurance  which  I  am 
also  ready  to  give  on  behalf  of  the 
Committee  which  sat  in  1884,  that  we 
should  be  quite  ready  to  see  the  other 
recommendations  of  that  Committee 
embodied  in  the  measure. 

*(2.40.)  Mr.  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  intend 

to  support  the  Second   Reading  of  the 

Bill,    but    I  should  not    have    risen  to 

address  the  House   except  for  one  of  the 

cases  to  which  reference  has  been  made. 

I  went  down  to  Hull  a  fortnight  ago  to 

attend   a  meeting  of  the  old  boys  of  the 

Hull  Grammar  School,  and  I  found  that 

there  existed  a  strong  feeling  in  con- 
nection with  the  scheme  for  the  town 
that  the  Charity  Trustees  had  not  been 
properly  tre  ted  by  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners ;  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they 
had  been  used  as  puppets ;  that  they  had 
been  misled,  and  that,  to  a  certain  extent, 
a  breach  of  faith  had  been  committed 
in  the  way  in  which  the  Commissioners 
had  dealt  with  the  scheme.     The  Com- 
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missioners  themselves  sanctioned  the 
sale  of  the  old  school.  They  sent  down 
an  Assistant  Commissioner  or  Inspector 
to  survey  the  sitd  of  the  new  school ; 
they  approved  the  plans  of  the  new 
school ;  they  issued  a  formal  order  setting 
this  forth,  and  they  further  insisted  that 
the  surplus  of  the  money  left  over  from 
the  sale  of  the  old  school  should  be 
handed  over  to  the  Official  Trustees. 
It  was  only  after  all  this  had  been  done 
that  they  intimated  they  would  not  allow 
the  building  of  the  new  school  to  be 
proceeded  with  unless  an  endowment 
were  provided  for  it.  I  put  a  question  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Penrith  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Lowther)  upon  this  subject  the  other 
day,  and  the  answer  which  I  received 
is  not  regarded  by  the  Charity  Trustees 
or  those  interested  in  the  Hull  Grammar 
School  as  satisfactory.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber alluded  to  the  fact  of  there  being  a 
competition  with  the  existing  Grammar 
School  as  one  reason  why  the  Com- 
missioners should  be  cautious  how  they 
acted;  but  the  fact  is,  that  notwith- 
standing that  competition  during  the 
comparatively  short  time  the  present  head 
master  of  the  Hull  Grammar  School  has 
had  the  management  of  the  school,  the 
number  of  scholars  has  increased  from 
39  to  190,  and  there  is  every  prospect  of 
a  much  larger  increase  if  a  proper  build- 
ing is  provided.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
further  mentioned  a  bequest  by  the 
late  Dr.  Hymer  of  the  sum  of  £50,000 
for  another  school,  but  that  could  not 
have  had  any  influence  upon  the  decision 
of  the  Commissioners  because  the 
knowledge  that  such  a  bequest  had 
been  made  came  subsequent  to  their 
decision  not  to  allow  the  scheme 
to  be  proceeded  with.  While  I  intend 
to  support  the  Second  Beading  of  the 
Bill,  I  must  say  that  I  think  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  in  their  dealings  with 
Local  Bodies,  should  in  all  respects  act 
with  good  faith  and  not  in  a  manner  to 
cause  Local  Trustees  ■  to  lose  a  proper 
sense  of  self-respect  and  to  feel  themselves 
degraded.  In  the  particular  instance  I 
have  referred  to  they  feel  that  advantage 
was  taken  of  them.  Their  proceedings 
were  approved  and  sanctioned  at  every 
stage  until  the  money  was  sent  to 
London,  and  then  they  were  told,  "  We 
have  approved  of  your  plans,  but 
we     have    now     got    the    money    and 


will     not      allow      you      to     go      on." 
The  public  feeling  is  rather  in  favour  of 
decentralisation    than   of  centralisation ; 
and  if  the  Local  Authorities  find  they  are 
improperly  treated,  there  will  be  such  a 
strong  feeling  aroused  against  the  Charity 
Commissioners  as  will  demand  a  sweep- 
ing decrease  of  their   power.     I  would,, 
therefore,  recommend  the  Commissioners 
to  act  in  future  so  as  to  carry  with  them 
the  confidence  of  the  Local  Authorities 
rather     than     to     induce     the     Local 
Authorities     to    feel     that     they     are 
snubbed  and  treated  with  contempt  and 
disrespect. 

*(2.50.)  Me.  TOMLltfSON  (Preston) :: 
This  is  a  very  short  Bill,  but  its  adoption 
would  bring  about  an  enormous  extension 
of  the  powers  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners. This  extension  is  concerned 
with  two  things,  which  in  their  nature 
are  separate  and  distinct,  namely,  cases 
in  which  the  Trustees  are  alone  in  fault 

and  those  in  which  the  objects  of  the 
Trust  are  obsolete.  Several  instances 
have  been  mentioned  in  justification  of 
the  Bill,  in  which  it  is  alleged  that 
Charitable  Trusts  have  been  abused.  In 
many  of  those  cases  the  chief  defects 
arose  from  the  want  of  an  efficient  body 
of  Trustees.  And  if  a  satisfactory  set  of 
Trustees  could  have  been  formed  there 
would  have  been  little  difficulty  in 
settling  the  application  of  the  Charity^ 
In  such  cases  what  seems  to  be  wanted 
is  a  more  limited  power  of  dealing  with  the 
constitution  of  the  Trusts,  so  as  to  leave 
the  actual  administration  in  the  hands 
of  a  properly  constituted  body  of  Trustees. 
Reference  has  been  made  to  the  case  of' 
Stamford,  where  there  has  been  a  gross 
misapplication  of  the  funds  of  a  charity  'y 
but  it  appears  to  me  that  the  existing 
law  ought  to  be  strong  enough  to  deal 
with  so  strong  a  case  as  is  described, 
and,  if  not,  there  is  nothing  to  show  that 
the  charity  funds  could  not,  in  the  hands 
of  a  re-constituted  body  of  Trustees,  be 
applied  to  the  purposes  for  which  they 
were  intended.  It  appears  to  me  that 
the  present  Bill  will  frequently  go  beyond 
the  necessities  of  the  case,  and  I  do  not. 
think  it  ought  to  be  accepted  without 
some  further  guarantees  than  the  measure 
now  contains,  that  the  limitations  pro- 
posed by  the  Committee  of  1884  to  be 
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Applied  to  an  extension  of  the  powersof  the 
Charity  Commissioners  will  be  adopted. 
That  Committee  had  regard  to  the 
danger  of  an  alteration  in  the  destination 
of  the  Trust  Fund.  Hitherto,  cases  have 
-constantly  occurred  where  the  original 
destination  of  the  Trust  Fund  has  been 
entirely  altered  and  something  very  like 
<3onfiscation  has  resulted,  especially  in 
the  case  of  Trusts  which  are  known  as 
doles.  Funds  bequeathed  for  doles  have 
often  been  appropriated  to  a  class  of 
persons  who  were  certainly  not  intended 
to  receive  them  by  the  founder. 

(3.0.)     Major   RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  : 
As  representing  an  agricultural  Division 
in    which    the    average  rate   of  wages 
among  the  people  is   12s.  a  week,   and 
6d.   a    considerable     question,      I,     on 
behalf    of   my  constituents,  oppose  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.     Many  are 
the  communications  I  have  received  from 
labouring  men  expressing  the  strongest 
Antagonism  to  the  action  of  the  Charity 
Commission,  to  whom  they  attribute  the 
waste  or  diversion  of  endowments  in- 
tended for  the  benefit  of  the  labouring 
classes,     but     devoted    to  objects  with 
which  that  class  have  no  concern,  or  to 
which  their    interests  are  diametrically 
opposed.      There  are  oertain   villages  in 
Essex  where  the  popular  feeling  is  so 
strong  that   if  a  Charity  Commissioner 
appeared  there  I  should  not  like  to  have 
to  answer  for  his  safety.     Last  Session  I 
put  a  notice  of  Motion  on  the  Paper  in 
reference  to  a  reduction  of  the  Vote  for 
the  salaries  of  the  Commissioners  in  re- 
gard to  a  most  flagrant  case  of  malad- 
ministration in  Essex,  where  the  charity 
was  so  disposed  of  by  the  Commissioners 
that  the    labourers    for    whom  it  was 
designed  got   absolutely  nothing  out  of 
it;  a  certain  amount  was  set  apart  for 
building,  a  certain  amount  for  books,  a 
certain  amount  for  the    schoolmistress, 
and   between    these   various   stools   the 
labourers   came   to  the  ground.     There 
was  also  another  case  in  a  village  a  few 
miles    from    where    I  lire,   where   the 
labourers  were  left  out  of  the  benefit  of 
the  fund  of  which  they  should,  under  the 
Trust,  have    been   the  beneficiaries.     I 
would  suggest  to  the  House  if  the  Charity 
Commissioners  so  act  in  the  green  leaf, 
how  will  they  act  in  the  dry?     If  they 
Mr.  Tomlinson 


can  do  these  things  with  their  compara- 
tively limited  powers,  what  are  they 
likely  to  do  with  much  larger  powers  at 
their  disposal  ?  I  hope  the  House  will 
not  put  this  extra  straw  on  the  back  of 
the  overladen  agricultural  labourer.  So 
far  am  I  from  wishing  to  give  these 
Commissioners  an  enlarged  field  of  action 
that  I  should  like  to  see  the  disendow- 
ment  of  the  office  at  Whitehall. 

(3.5.)   Mb.    COLMAN  (Norwich) :    I 
shall  support  the  Amendment  before  the 
House.     There  are  proposals  in  the  Bill 
with   which  most  of  us   would    agree 
thoroughly.     I  hold  the  view  that  there 
are   many  charities   that    need    a   con- 
siderable  amount    of    overhauling,   and 
that  the  funds  might  be  turned  to  much 
better  uses  than  those  to  which  they  are 
now  devoted.    But  the  question  is,  are  we 
prepared  to  give  these  increased  powers 
to  the  Charity  Commission  ?  and  to  this 
I,  as  one  who  has  had  experience  of  the 
Commissioners,  say  I  am  not    prepared 
to  give  these  powers  unless  coupled  with 
safeguards  such  as  I  do  not  find  in  the 
clauses  of  thin  Bill.     My  hon.  Colleague 
in  the  representation    of    Norwich   has 
referred  to  some  discussion — or  dispute, 
perhaps,  it  should  rather  be  called — which 
my    constituents    have    had    with   the 
Commissioners,   and  he   said  the  Com- 
missioners had  no  doubt  performed  their 
duty  with  ability  and  with  honesty.     I 
will  not  dispute  that   statement,  but  I 
wish  the  Commissioners  would  give  some 
indication  of    an  appreciation    of    the 
probability    that    Trustees     and  Public 
Bodies  may  also  have  some  amount — I 
will  not  say  of  ability — but,  at  any  rate, 
of  common   sense  and  honesty   in   the 
administration  of  funds  placed  at  their 
disposal.     It  has  been  said  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford   (Mr.   Shaw  Lefevre)  that   a  good 
deal  of  mischief  is  done  by  the  distribu- 
tion of  doles  to  the  poor,  and  I  frankly 
admit  that  to  be  so ;  but  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  the  rule  the  Charity  Commission- 
ers now  proceed  to  lay  down,  and  which 
they     say      they     are     compelled      to 
lay  down,    although    that    may    be    a 
matter  of  dispute,  as  to  the  receipt  of 
PoorLaw  relief  disqualifying  the  recipient 
from  the  receipt  of  charity,  is  as  injurious 
as  the  distribution   of  money.      I  am 
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brought  to  the  conclusion  that  matters 
of  this  kind  should  be  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Trustees.  Bat  our 
complaint  is  that  the  Commis- 
sioners will  permit  no  local  discretion  ; 
they  lay  down  a  hard  and  fast  line.  I 
maintain  that  we  who  are  on  the  spot, 
and  well  acquainted,  can  form  and 
exercise  a  better  judgment  on  matters  of 
•detail  relating  to  a  Trust  than  can  these 
Commissioners  sitting  in  London.  1  feel 
that  there  is  a  good  deal  that  is  desirable 
in  the  Bill,  and  I  wish  that  the  pro- 
moters had  laid  down  directions  to  the 
Commissioners  to  leave  more  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  Trustees.  In  my  experience 
the  men  who  occupy  the  position  of 
Trustees  are  most  capable  men,  who  dis- 
charge the  duties  entrusted  to  them  with 
impartiality  and  ability.  They  might 
well  be  allowed  more  discretion  than  the 
Commissioners  are  disposed  to  grant,  and 
I  feel  that  I  should  not  be  justified  in 
supporting  a  proposal  to  confer  these 
increased  powers  on  the  Commissioners. 

(3.12.)     Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cum- 

berland,   Penrith)  :    The   discussion  has 

travelled  over  a  great   deal  of  ground; 

and  as  the  Charity  Commissioners,  whom 

I  have   the  honour   to  represent  in  this 

House,  have  been  severely  attacked  upon 

numerous  points,  I  am  afraid  I  shall  have 

to  occupy  the   time  of  the   HouBe  for 

some  little  space  in  replying  in  detail  to 
the  various  attacks  made  on  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Commission.  First, 
perhaps,  I  had  better  take  the  speech  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Islington  (Sir  A.  tlollit).  His  chief 
ground  of  complaint  against  the  Com- 
missioners, and  upon  which  he  based  his 
argument  against  the  extension  of  their 
powers,  was  that  they  did  not  put  in 
force  the  powers  which  they  have ;  his 
-complaint  is  that  they  have  omitted  to 
do  the  things  they  ought  to  have  done, 
not  that  they  have  done  the  things  they 
•ought  not  to  have  done.  I  confess  that 
does  not  seem  to  me  a  very  valid  argu- 
ment against  extending  the  powers  of 
the  Commission.  The  hon.  Member  also 
made  one  or  two  slight  slips  in  which, 
perhaps,  he  will  allow  me  to  correct 
him.  First,  he  said  the  Commission 
had  an  ambition  towards  centralisa- 
tion, and  that    from   time   to    time  we 


brought  in  Bills  to  extend  our  own 
powers.  Now  that  is  absolutely  in- 
accurate. The  Commissioners  have 
never  brought  in  a  Bill  of  their  own. 
Governments  of  the  day  have,  from  time 
to  time,  brought  in  Bills — Members  of 
the  Party  opposite  have  done  so — to 
extend  the  scope  of  the  Commission,  but 
the  Commissioners  themselves  have 
never  taken  the  initiative  in  such 
matters.  The  hon.  Member  said  that 
the  original  jurisdiction  was  limited  to 
charities  of  .£30,  and  then  it  was  raised 
to  £50,  and  that  now  it  was  sought 
to  withdraw  the  limitation  altogether. 
In  that  he  was  also  inaccurate.  The 
limitation  of  £30  was  a  limitation 
placed  upon  the  County  Court,  and  if 
my  hon  Friend  will  refer  to  the  32nd 
section  of  the  Charitable  Trusts  Act  of 
1853,  he  will  find  that  the  limitation  is 
upon  the  action  of  the  County  Court, 
not  on  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners  at  all.  In  the  Act  of 
1860  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission 
was  limited  to  charities  of  incomes  of 
£50.  Remarks  have  been  made  as  to 
how  that  limitation  got  into  the  Act, 
and  I  think,  as  being  pertinent  to  that, 
I  might  quote  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Lowe 
(Lord  Sherbrooke),  who  introduced  that 
Act,  and  who  gave  evidence  before  the 
Schools  Inquiry  Commission.     He  said — 

"  There  are  several  matters  which  ought  to 
he  extended,  because  they  were  concessions 
made  greatly  against  mv  Bill  of  1860.  In  th» 
first  place  Section  4  provides  that  the  Charity 
Commission  shall  have  no  jurisdiction  over  any 
charity  whatever,  except  by  consent,  which  has 
above  £50  a  year.  I  would  repeal  that  clause. 
The  jurisdiction  of  the  Charity  Commission, 
after  all,  is  not  a  contentious  jurisdiction  ;  it  in 
not  in  the  nature  of  a  trial  or  a  law-suit,  but 
an  administrative  and  ancillary  jurisdiction, 
and  is  worked  mainly  on  that  footing." 

That  is  the  only  light  I  can 
throw  on  the  limitation  of  £50. 
Hon.  Members  have  criticised  the  Com- 
mission in  various  ways,  and  it  is  right 
to  point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  that,  as  no 
doubt  he  is  well  aware,  criticisms 
were  brought  to  a  head  upon  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  of  1883.  The 
Bill  of  1883  proposed  to  extend  the 
powers  of  the  Charity  Commission,  and 
was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
Chairman.     That  Committee  inquired  at 
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great  length,  at  enormous  length,  into 
the  whole  administration  of  the  Com- 
mission, and  the  complaints  which  were 
made  against  the  action  of  the  Com- 
mission were  brought  before  that  Com- 
mittee and  thoroughly  sifted.  The 
taking  of  evidence  lasted  through  one  if 
not  more  than  one  Session,  and  in  the 
final  Report,  agreed  upon,  I  think, 
almost  unanimously,  the  action  of  the 
Commission  was  completely  vindicated. 
I  think  I  need  only  read  one  paragraph 
from  the  Report  to  prove  that-— 

"  Your  Committee,  after  reviewing  the 
conduct  and  policy  of  the  Charity  Cotmnifsioii 
in  the  administration  of  the  powers  already 
conferred  upon  them  by  •  The  Charitable 
Trusts  Act/  and  hiving  investigated  matters 
in  complaint,  »re  of  opinion  that  the  Com- 
missioners have  exercised  their  powers  with 
discretion  and  sound  policy  and  in  a  way  to 
cause  no  greater  friction  than  might  have  been 
expected  from  an  administrative  bodv  exer- 
cising verv  ample  powers  of  a  judicial  character, 
in  which  they  were  brought  into  conflict  with 
a  greut  variety  of  local  bodies  with  divergent 
intt  rests  and  views.*' 

Then,  in  the  last  paragraph,  they  say — 

"  We  think  it  riirht  to  say  that  the  evidence 
laid  before  us,  so  far  as  it  goes,  shows  that  tbe 
charges  made  against  the  Commissioners  of 
hostility  to  labourers  and  of  a  disposition  to 
support  Trustees  in  not  letting  land,  or  in 
demanding  unreasonable  terms,  appear  to  have 
been  made  under  a  misapprehension  of  the 
intention  and  actions  of  the  Commissioners." 

Weil,  up  to  that  time  the  charges  were 
fully  inquired  into ;  and,  in  relation  to 
those  charges,  the  conduct  of  the  Com- 
missioners was,  I  submit,  amply,  fully 
vindicated.  And  now  the  question 
comes,  has  anything  occurred  since  1884 
on  which  to  base  fresh  charges  against  the 
Commissioners  ?  I  think  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Islington  pointed 
to  the  fact  that  there  have  been  constant 
Debates  in  the  House,  growing  more  and 
more  constant  in  relation  to  schemes 
framed  by  the  Endowed  Schools'  Branch 
of  the  Commission.  Granting  this  has 
been  the  case,  what  has  been  the  verdict 
of  the  House  on  these  various  occasions  ? 
I  believe  since  1884  there  has  been  only 
one  case  in  which  the  action  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  has  not  been 
supported  by  Parliament — there  may  be 
two  cases — I  have  only  in  mind  the  case 
of  West  Lavington.  With  one  exception, 
or  at  most  two,  the  action  and  the 
schemes  of  the  Commission  have  been 
supported  by  Parliament,  and  in  the  great 
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majority  of  cases  where  discussions- 
have  occurred  here,  or  in  another  place, 
these  educational  schemes  have  received 
the  emphatic  sanction  of  Parliament* 
Therefore,  so  far  as  this  objection  of 
the  hon.  Member  goes,  I  think  we  can 
plead  the  approval  of  Parliament 
of  the  policy  we  have  been  carrying  out 
in  this  respect.  I  might  also  remind 
the  House  that  it  is  only  exceptional 
cases  that  come  before  the  House  at 
all,  and  that  a  great  many  of  the 
schemes  framed  under  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act,  when  they  go  to  the 
Education  Department,  receive  the 
assent  of  that  Department,  and  do 
not  come  upon  the  Table  of  this  House  at 
all  ;  they  are  approved  in  the  neighbour- 
hood and  approved  by  the  Education 
Department,  and  go  through,  as  a  matter 
of  course.  It  is  only  in  a  very  few 
exceptional  cases  that  the  schemes  of  the 
Charity  Commibsion  come  under  the 
ken  of  this  House  at  all  and  so  far  the 
work  of  the  Commission  is  successfully 
done.  Then,  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Islington  has  con- 
demned the  idea  of  the  absolute  control 
of  all  charities  coming  into  the  hands  of 
the  Charity  Commission.  Why,  when 
Trustees  agree,  or  where  a  majority  of 
Trustees  agree  now  to  make  application  to 
the  Charity  Commission,  the  "  absolute 
control,"  to  quote  my  hon.  Friend's  words 
of  all  charities  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
Commissioners  at  the  present  moment. 
Let  me  further  point  out  this,  that  when 
the  majority  of  Trustees  do  not  agree  to 
appeal  to  the  Charity  Commission,  the 
Court  of  Chancery  has  absolute  control . 
But  the  reason  why  hon.  Members  have 
introduced  this  Bill  is,  that  it  has  been 
shown  that  enormous  costs  are,  from 
time  to  time,  incurred  in  framing  schemes 
by  the  Court  of  Chancery  for  carrying  out 
the  ordinary  administrative  law  of 
Chancery,  which  could  be  carried  through 
at  very  slight  expense,  almost  nominal 
expense  if  the  (Trustees  would  come  to 
the  Charity  Commission.  Then  I  think 
those  who  have  opposed  this  Bill  have 
fallen  into  the  error  of  supposing  that 
the  Commissioners  would  have  un- 
restricted power  to  deal  with  all  charities 
in  any  way  they  please  No  such  thing 
could  possibly  occur.  The  Charity  Com- 
mission is  practically  a  branch  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery.     It  is  bound  by  the 
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decision  of  the  Court  just  as  much  as  a 
County  Court,  or  Court  of  first  instance, 
is  bound  by  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  or  of  the  House  of  Lords.  We 
are  bound  to  follow  the  decision  of  the 
Court,  we  are  bound  to  follow  the 
ordinary  law,  and  we  are  bound  also  to 
follow  the  cypres  doctrine,  which  my  hon. 
Friend  knows  well  we  cannot  go  beyond, 
evjn  if  we  wished  to  do  so.  Therefore, 
to  assume  that  it  would  be  possible  under 
the  enlarged  powers  of  the  Bill  to  go 
beyond  the  cy  pres  doctrine,  is  to  assume 
an  utter  impossibility ;  we  should  be 
bound  still  to  follow  that  doctrine,  and 
could  not  divert  charities  from  one  to  a 
tot  Uly  different  and  inconsistent  purpose. 
Then,  again — the  point  has  been  made 
cle  ir,  but  I  am  not  quite  sure  whether 
my  hon.  Friend  is  convinced — he  took 
exception  to  the  Bill  becarse  it  contains 
no  provision  permitting  an  appeal  from 
the  Charity  Commission  to  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  I  think  such  a  provision  is 
unnecessary,  for  this  appeal  exists  now 
from  every  act  of  the  Commissioners. 
If  the  Commissioners  make  some  act, 
or  do  something  contrary  to  the  law,  or 
which  is  beyond  their  statutory  powers, 
a  full  appeal  exists  at  the  present  time 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery.  I  say — it  is 
matter  rather  of  construction  by  lawyers 
than  for  discussion  in  this  House — that 
this  appeal  will  equally  exist  under  any 
other  Act,  unless  by  that  Act  it  is 
specially  excluded,  and,  as  in  this  Bill  it 
is  not  specially  excluded,  I  submit  the 
power  of  appeal  still  remains,  whether 
the  powers  of  the  Commission  are 
enlarged  or  not.  Then  my  hon.  Friend, 
as  did  also  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee 
(Mr.  Leng),  turned  to  a  special  case,  that 
of  the  Grammar  School  at  Hull.  That 
case,  curiously  enough,  is  not  dealt  with 
at  all  under  the  "  Charitable  Trusts 
Act,"  but  under  the  Endowed  Schools 
Branch  of  the  Charity  Commission,  and 
is,  therefore,  hardly  a  case  in  point, 
hardly  germane  to  the  argument  just 
now,  which  is  as  to  extending  the 
Charitable  Trusts  powers  of  the  Commis- 
The    facts     in    regard     to    the 
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Grammar  School  at  Hull,  so  far  as 
I  can  gather  them,  are  these — the 
Charity  Commissioners  were  led  to 
believe  that  a  large  endowment  in 
Hull  might  be  made  available  for  educa- 
tional purposes,  and,  upon  that  under- 
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standing,  the  Commissioners  agreed  with 
the  Trustees  to  go  forward  with  the 
proposed  alteration  of  the  Grammar 
School,  and,  with  this  understanding, 
agreed  to  the  purchase  of  a  site,  and 
approved  the  plans  submitted  to  them. 
It  then  turned  out  that  the  Charity 
Commissioners  had  been — I  will  not  say 
misled — had  been  induced  to  take  a 
wrong  estimate  of  the  amount  of  opposi- 
tion which  was  likelv  to  be  raised  in  the 
town  of  Hull,  and  they  found  that  the 
opposition  was  very  great  to  their  taking 
this  particular  endowment,  and  using  it 
in  this  particular  way.  Thereupon  the 
Commissioners  said  they  were  unable  to 
allow  the  Trustees  to  go  forward  with 
their  scheme,  because  they  did  not 
believe  a  school,  the  endowment  of  which 
was  going  to  be  entirely  sunk  in  bricks 
and  mortar,  could  bj  started  with  the 
probability  of  success.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  pointed  to  the  very  wise  action  of 
the  Local  Trustees,  but  it  turned  out,  on 
investigation  of  accounts,  that  the 
Trustees  of  this  Charity  had  spent  no 
less  than  £600  out  of  capital  in  keeping 
the  school  going,  and  I  say  if  my  hon. 
Friend  had  wanted  to  bring  a  case  to 
convince  the  House  of  the  desirability  of 
a  Central  Department  of  some  sort, having 
an  eye  to  the  management  of  the  corpus, 
he  could  not  have  found  a  better 
one. 

•Sir  ALBERT  ROLLED :  I  am  sorry 
to  interrupt  my  hon.  Friend,  but  I  think 
he  should  have  added  that  this  sum  was 
spent  to  provide  temporary  premises, 
without  which  the  school  could  not  pos- 
sibly be  conducted. 

Mb.  LENG:  It  was  in  1875  that  the 
suggestion  was  made  that  £10,000  should 
be  taken  from  Alderman  Jennings'  en- 
dowment, but  the  order  of  the  Com- 
missioners is  dated  August  10th,  1883. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER :  That  may  be 
good  ground  for  the  complaint  of  delay  ; 
but  I  do  not  think  it  answers  what  I 
have  said,  that  the  Charity  Commission 
were  led  to  believe  that  the  endowment 
might  be  employed  for  advancing  the 
interest  of  the  Grammar  School,  that  it 
was  not  until  the  order  was  made  that 
opposition   sprang    up,    and  they  were 

obliged  to  drop   the   matter.     My  hon. 
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Friend  treats  the  matter  as  if  the  Charity 
Commission  were  animated  with  a  desire 
to  deprive  the  inhabitants  of  Hull  of  the 
benefit  of  the  Grammar  School;  bnt 
nothing  can  be  farther  from  the  actual 
facts  of  the  case.  If  the  Commissioners  can 
see  their  way  to  start  the  school  with  any 
chance  of  success  with  an  endowment,  I 
am  sure  they  will  be  only  too  glad  to 
advance  the  matter  as  rapidly  as  possible ; 
but  when  they  come  to  consider  that 
there  already  exist  very  considerable 
educational  appointments  in  Hull,  and 
that,  as  the  hon.  Member  said,  quite 
recently  no  less  than  £50,000  under  a 
bequest  became  available  for  educational 
advancement  similar  to  that  provided  by 
the  Grammar  School,  then  I  say  it  would 
be  a  very  unwise  proceeding  to  allow 
this  Grammar  School  to  be  re-organised 
on  a  large  scale,  and  tying  up  the  whole 
of  the  endowment  in  site  and  building. 
I  am  sorry  to  have  detained  the  House 
so  long  over  a  minor  matter ;  but  as  two 
hon.  Members  had  dwelt  upon  it,  I  was 
obliged  to  go  into  this.  The  chief  bur- 
den of  my  hon.  Friend's  remarks  were 
strongly  against  centralisation.  His 
arguments  might,  40  years  ago,  have 
been  used  with  force  against  the 
Charitable  Trusts  Bill  of  1853  ;  but  the 
House  has  accepted  the  central  control, 
and  it  has  been  found  to  work  bene- 
ficially, saving  thousands  and  thousands 
of  pounds  which  otherwise  would  have 
been  wasted  and  lost.  Then  my  hon. 
Friend  complained  of  the  administrative 
control  exercised  by  the  Commission ;  but 
let  me  point  out  that  Trustees  go  on 
administering  the  schemes ;  it  is  only  the 
corpus  of  the  property  which  we  are 
specially  concerned  to  preserve.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Norwich 
has  objected  to  the  Bill  on  various 
grounds,  the  chief  of  which  was  that  the 
action  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  was 
not  sufficiently  made  known  to  the  poor 
in  the  several  districts  affected.  I  quite 
agree  that  that  is  a  matter  of  great 
importance  ;  but  I  will  put  it  to  him,  in 
what  way  can  we  bring  home  to  the  poor 
the  knowledge  that  these  matters  are 
going  forward?  To  advertise  in  every 
newspaper  circulating  in  the  town  or 
county  affected  would  cost  an  enormous 
lot  of  money,  and  would  in  many 
instances  swallow  up  a  great  part  of  the 
funds  of  the  charity.  I  have -already 
Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther 


stated  that  if  a  County  Council  will  pass* 
a  resolution  once  for  all  that  they  wish  to- 
have  copies  of  ail  schemes  applicable  to 
their  district  the  Commissioners  will  be 
prepared  to  accede  to  that  resolution. 
At  the  present  time  the  Commissioners 
forward  to  every  Municipal  Council  a 
copy  of  -every  scheme  which  in  any  way 
affects  the  town  represented  by  that ' 
body  ;  and  this  circumstance,  in  addition 
to  what  I  have  said  about  the  County 
Councils,  goes  far  to  meet  the  objection  of 
the  hon.  Member.  T  hold,  too,  it  would 
be  very  much  to  the  advantage  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  to  have  a  Local 
Body  to  deal  with.  At  present  it  is  rather 
difficult  to  gauge  public  feeling.  We 
have,  I  may  say,  adopted  some  of  the 
recommendations  made  by  the  Committee 
of  1884,  one  of  which  was  that  where  the 
Commission  were  dealing  with  a  charity 
within  the  limits  of  a  Municipal  Corpora- 
tion notice  should  be  given  to  that 
Corporation  of  any  scheme  affecting  the 
charity,  and  that,  if  thought  desirable,  a 
public  inquiry  should  be  held  before  any 
scheme  is  finally  settled.  That  course 
has  been  pursued  since  1884.  In  regard 
to  another  point  raised  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  may  observe  that  it  has 
been  laid  down  by  the  Courts  of  Law 
that,  as  a  rule,  persons  in  receipt  of 
parochial  relief  are  not  entitled  to  the 
benefit  of  a  charity  intended  for  the  poor. 
This  rule  is  well-established,  although  it 
has  sometimes  been  followed  with  re- 
luctance. A  great  many  people  follow 
the  law  with  reluctance ;  but  nothing  can 
be  clearer  than  that  that  is  the  law,  and 
the  Commissioners  would  transgress 
their  powers  if  they  went  outside  that 
well-established  rule  of  law.  It  may  be 
that  they  are  among  the  people  who  have 
followed  this  particular  law  with  reluc- 
tance ;  but  certainly  we  could  not  under- 
take to  over-rule  such  high  authorities  as 
Lord  Eldon  and  the  late  Master  of  the 
Bolls.  My  hon.  Friend  looks  forward  to 
the  day  when  Local  Bodies  are  going  to 
have  a  good  deal  more  to  do  with  the 
charities  than  they  possess  at  present, 
and  when  they  will  perhaps  take  over 
the  powers  of  the  Charity  Commissioners. 
Then,  why  not  make  those  powers  com- 
plete now?  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Preston  raised  some  points 
with  regard  to  this  Bill  which  deserve 
notice.      He    says  that  many  of  these 
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matters  could  be  easily  dealt  with  if  the 
Body  of  Trustees  were  re-constituted. 
That  is  the  great  difficulty  the  Commis- 
sioners have,  for  unless  the  majority  of 
the  Trustees  make  application  we  cannot 
re-constitute  them.  In  fact,  that  is  one 
of  the  points  with  regard  to  which  the 
greatest  reluctance  is  shown,  because 
the  Trustees  are  not  prepared  to  have  the 
representative  element  introduced  into 
their  body.  This  House  has,  from  time 
to  time,  laid  it  down  that  it  is  desirable 
to  introduce  the  representative  element 
on  the  Governing  Body  of  Trustees ;  but 
many  of  the  Trustees  greatly  object  to  it, 
and  will  not  make  the  application  which 
is  necessary  before  we  can  re-constitute 
them.  Then  the  hon.  Member  asked  me 
about  the  3rd  clause  of  the  Bill,  and 
said  power  would  be  given  to  the  Com- 
missioners to  over-rule  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  object  of  the  clause  is 
simply  to  save  Trustees  the  enormous 
expense  and  the  great  delay  in  getting  a 
private  Bill  passed.  It  is  now  necessary 
to  get  a  private  Act  of  Parliament  passed 
even  for  trivial  matters  of  administra- 
tion ;  and  the  Bill  simply  asks  that  we 
shall  have  the  same  power  to  deal  with 
charities  constituted  under  an  Act  of 
Parliament  as  we  have  for  dealing  with 
charities  constituted  by  schemes  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  or  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners  themselves.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Essex  is  very  anxious 
to  disestablish  and  disendow  the  Com- 
missioners, because  he  says  they  pro- 
pounded a  scheme  for  the  administration 
of  a  charity  in  Essex  by  which  the  funds 
were  grossly  mismanaged.  The  troth  is 
that  that  particular  scheme  was  not 
•framed  by  the  Charity  Commissioners  at 
all,  but  by  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
Reference  has  been  made  to  scandals  in 
charity  administration  which  are  calling 
loudly  to  be  set  right,  and  comments 
have  been  made  as  if  every  charity  over 
£50  is  badly  administered,  and  every 
charity  under  that  limit  is  well 
administered.  A  great  many  of  the 
large  charities  are  admirably  adminis- 
tered, but  there  are  some  charities  with 
large  incomes  that  are  very  badly 
administered ;  and  it  is  in  order  to 
bring  these  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carnarvonshire  has  pro- 
moted the  present  Bill.     There  are  three 


points  in  regard  to  which  the  powers  of 
the  Commissioners  will  be  enlarged.     In 
the  first  place,  there  is  the  appointment 
of  Trustees.     At    present,   when    these 
appointments  are  made  by  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  the  cost  is  about  10s.  for 
the  stamp  and  a  few  shillings  for  adver- 
tising ;  but  if  application  is  made  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery  to  make  the  appoint- 
ment the  cost  is  very  heavy  indeed.     I 
can  give  illustrations  to  prove  that.      In 
the  case  of  one  charity,  with  an  income 
of  £85  a  year,  it  cost  exactly  £32  to  get 
new  Trustees  appointed ;  and  the  cost  in 
the   case  of    another    charity,  with   an 
income  of  £420,  was  £75.     Then,  as  to 
the  endowment  of  St.  Luke's,  Middlesex, 
the  amount  of  which  is  £530.      In  order 
to  get  an  apportionment    between  the 
eleemosynary  and  educational  parts  of 
the   charity,  and   to  get  new  Trustees 
appointed,  application  was  made  to  the 
Court  at  an  expense  of  £475  ;  yet  this 
would  have  been  done  by  the  Charity 
Commissioners     for     a     nominal     sum. 
The  appointment  of  Trustees  is  made  by 
the  Charity  Commissioners  after  public 
notice  and  after  receiving  objections ;  but 
the  Court  makes  the  appointments  with- 
out public  notice  and  without  receiving 
objections.       Another     most    important 
point  is  that  of  vesting  the  funds  in  an 
Official  Trustee.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee  seems  to  have  a  curious  view  of 
the  duties  of  the  Official  Trustee,  and  he 
referred  to  the   Charity  Commissioners 
as    chuckling  and  rubbing  their  hands 
over  the  fact  of  getting  the  money  into 
their  possession.     But  vesting  the  money 
with  an  Official  Trustee  means  simply 
that    the    money     is    invested   in    his 
name,  and  he  has  nothing   to  do   with 
its  administration.     The    administration 
of  the    fund    remains    in  the  hands  of 
the  Trustees  of  the  charity.     Cases  are 
numerous  in  which  charities  have  been 
completely  lost  in   consequence   of   not 
being   invested   in   the    name   of  some 
permanent  Official  Trustee.     The   Bank 
of  England,  for  instance,  knows  nothing 
of   the  existence  of   the  Trust;  it  only 
knows  of  the  existence  of  the  fund  and 
the  name    of    the  man    to   whom    the 
money  is  to  be    paid.     The  man  dies; 
what  is  everybody's  business  is  nobody's 
business ;  no  one  looks  after  the  matter, 
and  the  consequence  is  that  time  after 
time  charities  lapse  and  every  trace  of 
P  2 


391 


Charitable 


{COMMONS} 


Trusts' BUI. 


392 


them  is  lost.  When  the  funds  are  in- 
vested in  the  name  of  an  Official  Trustee 
such  things  cannot  happen.  The 
greater  part  of  the  administration  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  relates  to  the 
framing  of  schemes,  and  the  cost  when 
the  scheme  is  made  by  them  is  very 
d.fferent  from  what  it  is  when  applica- 
tion is  made  to  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
Sylvester's  Charity  has  an  income  of 
,£800  a  year.  The  Charity  Commis- 
sioners asked  the  Trustees  to  make 
application  to  them  for  a  scheme,  but  the 
Trustees  refused.  The  Charity  Com- 
missioners certified  the  case  to  the 
Attorney  General,  who  took  it  into  the 
Court  of  Chancery.  A  scheme  was 
made  by  the  Court  exactly  in  accordance 
with  the  views  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners ;  it  cost  the  charity  £883,  but 
might  have  been  had  for  a  mere  trifle 
from  the  Charity  Commissioners.  It 
cannot  be  denied  that  the  action  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  has,  on  the  whole, 
bejn  beneficial  and  has  saved  large 
sums  of  money.  If  beneficial  in  the  case 
of  small  charities,  why  deny  to  large 
charities  the  benefits  of  that  action  ? 
Bills  of  this  kind  have  been  before  the 
House  from  time  to  time,  and  in  no  case, 
as  far  as  my  memory  serves  me,  have 
they  been  rejected,  although  they  have 
been  dropped  from  want  of  time.  This 
House  has  not  denied  the  principle  that 
the  aid  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
should  be  given  to  large  charities  as  well 
as  small. 

(3.55.)  Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Bir- 
mingham, Bordesley) :  As  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  there  is  no  attack  intended  to 
be  made  upon  the  Charity  Commissioners 
by  the  proposal  to  reject  this  Bill.  The 
question  is,  whether  a  system  which  de- 
prives the  poor  and  defenceless  of  the 
privileges  and  benefits  which  they  have 

for  ages  enjoyed  shall  be  not  only  main- 
tained, but  enlarged  1  Members  of  this 
House  have  to  defend  a  class  of  people  who 
are  not  only  unable  to  defend  themselves, 
but  who  have  been  deprived  of  benefits 
without  knowing  it  until  the  mischief  is 
done.  I  appeal  to  those  who  know  the 
condition  of  the  poor  whether  the  time 
has  not  come  for  this  House  to  provide 
greater  securities,  and  to  see  that  where 
the  form  of  the  benefits  is  changed  the 
Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther 


benefits  themselves  shall  be  secured  to 
those  for  whom  the  givers  of  the  benefits 
intended  them.  Those  who  know  the 
results  of  the  administration  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  must  be  aware 
that  the  poorest  and  most  helpless,  and 
those  least  able  to  speak  for  themselves, 
have  been  the  sufferers.  It  is  not  by 
piecemeal  legislation  that  we  ought  to 
deal  with  such  enormous  sums  of  money. 
The  Government,  if  they  will  undertake 
to  provide  a  complete  measure,  will  be 
doing  good  service.  If  it  is  in  the  power 
of  Trustees  to  come  to  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners as  advisers  and  helpers  there 
will  be  hundreds  of  applications  ;  but  the 
Charity  Commissioners  insist  that  the 
Trustees  shall  abolish  themselves  and 
handover  to  them  the  whole  of  the  Trust 
property  to  do  what  they  please  with  it. 
The  policy  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
has  been  a  complete  barrier  in  hundreds 
of  cases  where  the  Trustees  would  gladly 
reform  themselves;  but  they  are  not 
willing  to  hand  over  the  funds  of  the 
charity  to  the  Commissioners,  who  might 
deal  with  it  in  a  manner  which  the 
locality  did  not  desire  or  approve. 
Then  it  is  said  that  they  could  not  go 
beyond  the  cy  prfo  doctrine,  but  it  is 
their  view  of  what  is  within  their 
powers  which  is  hard  on  the  poorer 
classes.  It  is  true  that  there  is  an  appeal 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery,  but  that  is  of 
no  use  to  the  poor  man.  We  have  been 
told  that  the  Trustees  appointed  by  the 
Charity  Commissioners  have  full  power 
of  administration,  on  which  point  the 
hon.  Member  gave  the  House  to  under- 
stand that  everything  was  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  local  Trustees  to  be  carried 
out  for  the  good  of  the  neighbourhood  ; 
but  what  is  the  fact  ?  As  one  who  has 
been  connected  with  the  administration 
of  one  of  the  largest  Foundations  under 
the  Charity  Commissioners  in  my  own 
neighbourhood,  I  can  say  it  is  true  that 
we  had  the  power  to  sweep  the  door- 
steps or  to  decide  upon  some  small 
matter  connected  with  furniture,  and 
scarcely  that ;  but  beyond  this  there 
was  absolutely  no  power  for  us  to  do 
anything  at  all  without  the  consent  of 
two  or  three  gentlemen  sitting  at  White- 
hall. It  is  humiliating  to  think  that  the 
local  representatives  of  a  city  containing 
some  500,000  inhabitants  should  have  to 
place  themselves  in  communication  with 
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the  Charity  Commissioners  about  the 
smallest  things  they  consider  necessary 
in  the  management  of  the  institution 
with  which  they  were  connected. 
The  expense  we  have  been  put 
to,  and  the  absurd  positions  in 
which  we  have  been  placed,  would 
appear  absolutely  ridiculous  to  the 
House  if  I  were  to  go  into  anything  like 
detail  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  has  brought  for- 
ward a  case  or  two  in  favour  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners.  Well,  I  may 
state  that  I  was  myself  examined  for 
three  days  before  the  Commissioners! 
and  1  believe  that  on  that  occasion  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  was  in  the  chair. 

Me.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  No. 

Mb.  J.  COLLINGS :  At  any  rate  I  am 
correct  in  saying  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  examined  me. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  is  so. 

Mb.  J.  COLLINGS  :  On  that  occasion 
I  gave  evidence  of  cases  of  hardship,  and 
I  may  add  that  I  was  under  examination 
for  some  three  or  four  days,  during 
which  time  there  was  practically  nothing 
in  the  testimony  given  beyond  proof  of 
such  cases.  I  may  add  that  that  evidence 
has  never  been  disputed.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford 
has  taken  credit  for  the  Report  in  which 
that  Committee  absolved  the  Charity 
Commissioners  from  any  charges  as  to 
the  administration  of  the  Allotments 
Act.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
look  at  the  paragraph  preceding  the  one 
to  which  he  refers  he  will  see  that  the 
Committee  were  at  that  time  just  at  the 
end  of  their  labours.  Believing  that 
they  had  not  sufficient  time  to  examine 
the  allotments  question  thoroughly,  they 
deferred  reporting  upon  that  until  the 
next  Session,  and  the  Committee 
generally  were  of  opinion  that  that  point 
was  so  far  settled ;  but  there  was  another 
meeting  at  which  only  five  members  of 
the  Committee  were  present,  and  on  that 
occasion  a  paragraph  was  agreed  to ;  and 
against  that  paragraph  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
then  entered  his  protest.  It  was,  in 
point  of  fact,  a  Report  in  itself,  and  that 
Rjport  whitewash  s  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners as    to    their  action   on   the 


subject  referred  to.     It  is  for  that  para 
graph  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  takes  credit ;  and 
I  do  not  think  that  what  was  then  done 
was  a  very  creditable  proceeding  con- 
sidering that  the   Committee  generally 
had  been  led  to  believe  that  the  matter 
was  not  to  be  reported  on  until  the  next 
Session.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  voted 
against  that  paragraph,  as  hon.  Members 
will  see  if  they  refer  to  the  Report.    My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford has  stated  that  no  cases  of  abuse 
were  reported;  but  I  think  I  shall  be 
able  to  show,  on  the  contrary,  that  there 
were  many  such  cases.     He  also  stated 
that  doles  of  money  given  to  the  poor 
had  a  very   damaging  and  pauperising 
effect.     On  that  point  I  do  not  say  that 
reforms  are  not  wanting  in  the  adminis- 
tration  of  those  charities,   and   I  only 
wish  the  Government  would  undertake 
to  deal  with  the  entire  question  in  order 
to    secure    the    necessary  reforms.      I 
would  only    ask   one   condition,  which 
would  be  backed  by  every  constituency 
in  the  Kingdom.     It  is  that  no  system 
should     be      introduced     that    would 
interfere     with,    except    in    the    sense 
of  securing,  the  rights  of  the  poorer  class. 
This  is  practically  the  issue  upon  which 
we   are  now  going  to  vote.     My  right 
hon.  Friend  the   Member  for  Bradford 
has  said  that  the  Committee   of   1884 
were  unanimously  of   opinion  that  the 
evils  reported  on  should  be  redressed  in 
the  manner  proposed  by  this  Bill.     I  do 
not  think  that  that  is  quite  a  fair  state- 
ment of  the  fact,  because  the  Committee 
in  question  has  reported  that  those  evils 
should  be  redressed  by  half  a  dozen  pro- 
visions of  a  very  important  character. 
This  Bill  proposes  to  deal  with  one  of 
those  provisions  which  is  in  itself  a  most 
mischievous  one,  but  which  might  be 
tolerated    if    surrounded    by  the    safe- 
guards suggested  in  the  Committee's  re- 
commendations.    We,  however,  are  now 
asked    to    adopt    the   mischievous  pro- 
vision, and  to  leave  out  all  the  safe- 
guards,  without  which,   I    venture    to 
affirm,  the  Committee  would  not  have 
made  a  unanimous  proposal.     My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford  says 
the  Bill  does  not  give  greater  powers  to 
the  Charity  Commissioners  than  they  now 
possess.     That  is  quite  true.     But  you 
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wish  to  extend  the  powers  the  Commis- 
sioners exercise  in  regard  to  all  the 
charities,  in  the  face  of  the  experience 
we  have  already  had  of  the  way  in 
which  they  deal  with  charities  of  £50 
and  less.  That  is  a  very  important  pro- 
position. The  fact  is  that  in  the  body 
called  the  Charity  Commissioners — very 
estimable  men  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties,  bnt  whose  bad  traditions  have 
not  been  quite  got  rid  of  yet — there  is 
one  member  who  is  all  for  endowed 
schools.  I  believe  that  under  any  circum- 
stances, private  or  public,  in  which 
wealth  might  come  to  him,  his  first 
instinct  would  be  to  found  an  endowed 
school.  For  my  own  part,  I  am  not 
against  middle-class  endowed  schools; 
but  I  am  decidedly  against  carving  these 
schools  out  of  the  heritage  of  the  poor. 

Me.  RATHBONE  :  This  Bill  does  not 
deal  with  endowed  schools  at  all. 

Mr.  J.  COLLINGS:    Yes;    but    the 

things  are    so  mixed  that  it  is  hardly 

possible  to  separate  the  two;  for  when 

we    come    to   the    37th   clause   of  .  the 

Endowed    Schools    Bill,     which     is    a 

Charitable  Trust  Clause,  it  is  impossible 

*o  avoid  doing  what  almost  every  speaker 
has  done,  namely,  mix  up  the  two  things 
and  connect  them  with  the  Charity  Com- 
mission. The  hon.  Member  wanted  to 
know  what  examples  could  be  adduced 
of  the  way  in  which  the  poor  were 
hardly  dealt  with.  For  my  own  part, 
I  could  keep  this  House,  as  I  kept  the 
Committee  upstairs,  for  three  days  while 
detailing  such  cases ;  but  I  will  spare 
the  House  that  infliction,  and  will  only 
touch  a  case  or  two.  Take  the  case  of 
a  parish  in  Warwickshire,  where,  by  an 
order  of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  the 
parish  had  possessed  for  25  years  a  fund 
devoted  to  medical  attendance  for  poor 
women  in  confinement,  and  for  the 
supply  of  baby-linen  ;  and  here  I  would 
say,  let  no  one  minimise  the  importance 
of  the  supply  of  nurses  and  the  necessary 
comforts  to  these  poor  people  at  such 
times.  Then  there  were  provisions  for 
the  supply  of  clothing,  and  free  educa- 
tion, and  for  almshouses,  and  other 
things,  all  tending  to  show  how  the 
necessities  of  the  poor  were  regarded. 
Well,  what  did  the  Commissioners  do  in 
that  case?  In  the  year  1879  they  took 
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£15,000  from  those  poor  people  and 
spent  it  in  the  extension  of  an  old  gram- 
mar school.  That,  no  doubt,  was  a  very 
good  thing  in  itself ;  but  it  certainly  was 
not  needed  to  the  extent  of  the  sum 
provided.  However,  I  have  not  a  word 
to  say  against  it,  except  that  the  poor  had 
this  amount  taken  away  from  their 
charities,  and  applied  to  the  purposes  of 
middle  class  education.  But  as  if  this 
were  not  enough,  there  is  a  second  scheme 
now  hanging  fire,  for  which  I  hope  the 
Charity  Commissioners  will  blush,  and 
which  I  trust  the  House  will  never  allow 
to  pass,  and  that  is,  a  scheme  under 
which  they  propose  to  take  another 
£1 7,000  for  the  purposes  of  a  high  school ; 
so  that  should  this  proposal  be  carried 
the  poor  will  be  deprived  of  no  less  a 
sum  than  £32,000  in  promotion  of  a 
scheme  for  the  benefit  of  the  children 
of  the  well-to-do  class.  Doubtless,  high 
schools,  both  for  boys  and  girls,  are  good 
things  in  themselves ;  but  to  carve  them 
out  of  charities  intended  for  the  poor  is 
a  thing  which  I  think  we  ought  not  to 
do,  or  even  to  admit  the  possibility  of. 
It  is  said  that  they  give  a  quid  pro  quo 
in  the  shape  of  scholarships,  and  such 
like  advantages,  to  the  poorer  classes.  I 
reply  that  that  is  no  benefit  at  all ;  and  on 
this  point  I  would  quote  the  remarks  of  a 
gentleman  whose  name  is  well  known  to 
most  of  us,  the  Rev.  Canon  Evans,  for 
many  years  Head  Master  of  the  High 
School  of  Birmingham,  and  a  great 
anthority  on  this  subject.  This  witness, 
when  asked  before  the  Committee 
whether  these  scholarships  were  of  the 
use  they  were  supposed  t  j  be  to  the  poor 
children,  said — 

"  I  have  observed  they  are  generally  earned 
off  by  the  children  of  rather  well-to-do  parents, 
that  the  charity  funds  are  taken  away  from  the 
poor,  and  that  the  educational  advantages  given 
in  return  are  illusory.  The  poor  feel  that  a 
very  great  wrong  has  been  done  to  them." 

The  witness  proceeded  to  give  instances 
in  illustration  of  his  statement.  I  might 
quote  many  cases  showing  that  what  Mr. 
Evans  here  states  is  perfectly  true.  I 
am  sorry  to  have  detained  the  House  so 
long,  but  the  question  is  to  me  one 
of  the  deepest  interest.  The  powers 
the  Charity  Commissioners  already 
possess  are,  I  think,  sufficient  to  carry  us 
on  until  the  Government  can  frame  some 
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-comprehensive  scheme  for  dealing  with 
whatever  difficulties  exist.  Every  scheme 
.  ought  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  this 
House  or  before  a  Standing  Committee 
of  the  House,  similar  to  that  which  deals 
with  the  Inclosure  Bills,  and  that  Com- 
mittee should  examine  the  various 
schemes  in  order  to  see  that  the  interests 
of  all  parties  are  fairly  dealt  with.  Prior 
to  the  Act  of  Mr.  Lowe,  now  Lord 
•Sherbrooke,  I  think  these  schemes  were 
laid  upon  the  Table,  and  it  was  he  who 
introduced  the  £50  limit,  it  being  felt 
that  some  limit  was  required  in  order  to 
save  the  rights  of  the  poor.  The  House 
must  not  think  that  this  is  a  small 
matter ;  because  according  to  the  Report 
of  1876  there  were  about  36,000 
charities  dealing  with  a  sum  amounting 
-to  upwards  of  £2,250,000  sterling.  Of 
this  sum  there  was  just  upon  £200,000 
for  the  medical  charities,  to  which  I 
attach  great  importance,  and  £646,000  for 
the  free  education  of  the  poor.  If  you 
talk  of  free  education  to  the  Charity 
Commissioners  it  is  like  showing  the 
proverbial  red  rag  to  the  bull,  because 
they  have  the  idea  that  the  Legislature, 
ever  since  1870,  has  imposed  the  con- 
dition that  they  must  not  assist  free 
education.  They  are  dealing  with  enor- 
mous sums  of  money,  and  there  is 
upwards  of  £1,000,000  sterling,  which 
belongs  to  the  poor  in  the  shape  of  doles 
of  money,  alms-houses,  articles  of  food 
and  clothing,  and  so  on,  some  of  which 
ought  to  be  kept  sacred  to  the  uses  of 
the  poor.  What  I  wish  now  to  suggest, 
«  that  we  would  rather  have  this  Bill 
withdrawn,  and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  undertake  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  of  their  own  dealing  with 
the  entire  question.  If  the  Bill  be 
not  withdrawn  under  these  circum- 
stances, I  trust  the  House  will  refuse  its 
•assent  to  the  Second  Reading.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford 
brought  in  a  Bill  far  more  important 
tlian  this,  although  it  contained  a 
clause  similar  to  the  main  provision 
of  the  present  Bill;  but  the  House 
•felt  that  there  was  great  danger 
of  injustice  in  passing  this  measure,  and 
for  that  reason  it  was  sent  to  a  Select 
Committee,  which  was  the  means  of 
proving  the  existence  of  the  dreaded 
evil.  I  am  happy  to  inform  the  House 
.that  this  is  the  last  point  I  shall  refer  to. 


What  I  want  the  Government  to  do  in 
the  interests  of  the  poorer  classes — for 
I  respectfully  suggest  that  that  is  the 
point  at  issue — is  to  determine  that  if 
we  are  to  adopt  one  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  we  should  adopt  them 
all.  We  want  the  appointment  of  a 
Standing  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  as  recommended  by  the  Select 
Committee,  to  consider  the  different 
schemes ;  and  here  I  am  speaking  of  all 
schemes,  and  not  merely  those  which  are 
opposed,  because  I  have  known  many 
schemes  that  have  gone  through  Parlia- 
ment without  the  poor  people  who  have 
been  affected  by  them  knowing  anything 
at  all  about  their  acceptance.  We  also 
want  a  provision  under  which  the 
County  Councils  shall  not  only  be  made 
acquainted  with  the  schemes  which  are 
proposed,  but  shall  have  the  introduction 
of  the  schemes  themselves  ;  because  we 
say  that  they  are  the  authorities 
who  can  best  understand  the  wants 
of  the  different  localities.  In  re- 
gard to  this  point,  the  Select  Com- 
mittee is  only  following  the  strong 
recommendations  of  the  Schools  Inquiry 
Commission,  which  went  most  thoroughly 
into  the  matter,  and  which  so  valued 
the  suggestion  that  the  Local  Autho- 
rity should  initiate  schemes  that 
they  positively  proposed  to  found  Pro- 
vincial Councils  for  the  purpose.  They 
say  that  some  Provincial  Authority 
should  have  power  to  acquire  houses  to 
be  approved  by  the  Sanitary  Authority, 
to  propose  schemes  for  the  creation  of 
Trusts  in  regard  to  endowed  schools,  to 
sanction  the  expenditure  of  money  on 
schools,  to  have  charge  of  the  sites  and 
removals  of  schools,  to  sanction,  vary,  or 
consolidate  the  conditions,  to  hear  appeals, 
to  bring  before  the  Charity  Commissioners 
endowments  for  purposes  other  than 
education,  and,  if  necessary,  to  propose 
schemes  for  their  variation.  Such  were 
the  recommendations  in  the  Report  of 
the  Schools  Inquiry  Commission  which 
was  endorsed  by  the  Select  Committee 
on  Charity  Trusts.  Therefore,  I  say, 
these  are  matters  that  should  be  dealt 
with  in  a  general  Bill.  We  have  all  the 
necessary  machinery  ready  to  our  hands, 
and  I  think  the  action  of  the  County 
Councils  sufficiently  shows  a  state  of 
public  spirit  in  regard  to  public  matters 
that  could  not  be  found  in  any  other 
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country  in  the  world.  What,  then,  could 
we  do  better  than  entrust  those  bodies 
with  the  administration  of  all  these 
schemes  ?  With  great  deference  to  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  I  contend  that 
they  cannot  be  expected  to  manage  these 
matters  so  well  as  those  who  reside  in, 
and  are  well  acquainted  with,  the 
different  localities.  Let  us  take  a  case 
in  which  there  is  a  proposal  to  divert  the 
money  belonging  to  a  particular  Trust 
from  one  use  to  another.  The  Charity  Com- 
missioners, in  all  probability,  have  never, 
during  the  whole  course  of  their  lives, 
set  foot  in  the  parish  whose  interests 
are  affected ;  and  it  stands  to  reason  that 
the  representatives  of  the  district  are 
those  who  should  initiate  the  scheme, 
and  who,  in  so  doing,  would  best  study 
the  wants  of  the  poorer  classes.  When 
hon.  Members  say  that  doles  to  the 
poor  are  not  proper  things  I  should 
like  them  to  go  into  our  villages  and  see 
the  God-forsaken  look  about  some 
of  them,  and  then  tell  us  that 
a  charity  of  even  £50  a  year  is  not 
likely  to  add  to  their  comforts  much 
more  than  if  it  were  taken  away  and 
given  to  what  is  called  a  middle-class 
school.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  has  said  that  these 
advantages  have  the  effect  of  pauper- 
ising the  poor.  It  is  often  said  that  if  you 
give  a  poor  man  anything  you  pauperise 
him ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  if,  in  a 
wealthy  town  like  Birmingham,  a  rich 
manufacturer  gets  £50  worth  of  educa- 
tion for  his  son  out  of  a  charity  which 
does  not  always  belong  to  him  in  ex- 
change for  a  payment  of  £8  a  year,  that 
is  not  pauperising.  It  is  only  where  the 
poor  are  benefited  by  a  charity  that 
pauperisation  comes  in !  I  am  glad  to 
find  that  of  late  there  has  been  a  reform 
in  regard  to  the  preparation  of  schemes 
by  the  Charity  Commissioners,  and  that 
it  is  now  becoming  the  practice  to  send 
those  schemes  down  to  the  Local 
Authorities,  in  order  that  they  may  be 
enabled  to  express  their  views  with 
regard  to  them.  I  myself  recollect  a 
case  in  which  a  notice  was  sent  to  a  Town 
Council  some  time  ago,  and  that  notice 
was  posted  up  on  the  Town  Hall,  and  an 
advertisement  inserted  in  the  news- 
papers. We  saw  that  it  was  proposed  to 
put  the  management  of  a  Trust  in  the 
hands  of  the  Birmingham  Town  Council; 
Mr.  J.  C oiling s 


but  as  it  only  went  to  the  extent  of 
electing  managers  rated  at  £60  a  yearr 
and  as  we  had  very  high  class  working 
men  in  the  Council,  I  myself  moved  that 
it  be  kicked  out  of  the  Council 
Chamber,  and  that  was  done.  Who 
manages  the  Trust  now  I  do  not  know,, 
and,  for  my  part,  I  feel  no  concern  in  the 
matter.  I  have  now  put  before  the 
House  the  arguments  that  occur  to  me 
why  this  Bill  should  be  withdrawn;, 
and  I  would  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend 
behind  me  to  adopt  that  course,  on  the 
understanding  that  Her  Majesty's. 
Government  will  bring  in  a  Bill  dealing 
not  only  with  his  proposal,  but  also  with 
all  the  safeguards  for  the  interests  of  the 
poor  which  were  recommended  by  the 
Select  Committee  and  had  the  sanction 
of  the  largest  Inquiry  Commission  that 
ever  investigated  the  subject.  This,  I 
venture  to  say,  would  be  a  complete 
answer  to  those  who  are,  or  who  fancy 
themselves  to  be,  injured  by  the  action 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners ;  while  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  relieving  the 
Commissioners  themselves  from  work 
which  they  are  not  best  fitted  to  do,  and 
of  giving  them  more  time  and  opportunity 
for  discharging  the  important  functions 
they  can  perform  better,  perhaps,  than 
any  other  body. 

*(4.30.)    Thb   SECRETARY    to    th* 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 

Long,  Wilts,  Devizes) :  My  hon.  Friend 

who  has  just  sat  down  has  spoken  upon 

the  subject  with  all  the  intensity  and 

warmth  that  the  views  to  which  he  has- 

frequently  given  expression  entitle  him 

to  make  use  of  in  a  Debate  of  this  kind.. 

We  know  he  holds  very  strongly  the 
views  he  has  put  before  us  to-day ;  and 
all  I  would  ask  him  to  believe  is  that 
those  of  us  who  are  unable  to  endorse  the 
statements  he  makes  as  to  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  still  desire  equally  with 
him  that  there  should  be  a  proper 
application  of  moneys  left  for  the 
benefit  of  the  poor.  I  do  not  think 
my  hon.  Friend  has  been  quite  justified 
in  the  description  he  has  given  of 
the  issue  before  the  House.  He  said 
the  issue  was  that  of  justice  on  the  one 
hand,  and  hardship  of  administration  on 
the  other.  I  would  venture  very  re- 
spectfully to  point  out  that  the  issue  is 
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rather  between  enabling  the  Charity 
Commissioners  to  deal  with  the  charities, 
the  funds  of  which  are  now  being 
wasted  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  delaying  our  decisions,  with 
the  result  of  allowing  the  present  state 
of  things  to  continue.  My  hon.  Friend 
alluded  to  the  finding  of  the  Committee 
on  Charitable  Trusts  respecting  the 
question  of  allotments,  and  took  excep- 
tion to  the  fact  that  the  paragraph  at 
the  conclusion  of  our  Report  was  in- 
serted at  the  last  meeting  when  only 
five  members  were  present.  That  is  the 
case.  But  I  should  like  to  tell  the 
House  who  the  Members  present  were. 
If  they  had  been  exclusively  gentle- 
men sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House,  or 
gentlemen  whose  views  were  supposed 
to  be  opposed  to  the  principle  of  allot- 
ments, I  think  that  what  my  hon.  Friend 
says  would  have  had  greater  weight. 
The  Members  were  : — The  hon.  Member 
for  Aberdeen  (Mr  Bryce),  Sir  T.  D.  Ac- 
land,  who  is  well-known  in  this  House 
as  a  friend  of  the  great  labouring  cause 
and  of  the  interests  of  the  labourers; 
Mr.  Davy,  and  my  friend,  Mr.  Pell, 
who  was  formerly  in  this  House,  and 
who  will  not  be  accused  of  being 
an  ultra  Tory,  or  being  opposed  to 
the  interests  of  the  labourers.  The 
opposition  to  the  Resolution  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  not  formidable  in  numbers  ; 
but  was,  undoubtedly,  formidable  in 
quality  and  degree,  because  it  consisted 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Morley).  How- 
ever, I  think  the  names  of  the  four  gen- 
tlemen who  voted  for  the  paragraph  are 
such  as  to  justify  the  House  in  believing 
that  it  fairly  represented  the  views  of 
those  who  belong  to  the  more  advanced 
section  of  opinion  on  this  subject.  I 
would  respectfully  submit  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Norwich  (Mr. 
S.  Hoare),  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Bor- 
desley  (Mr.  Collings),  that  the  arguments 
they  have  advanced  might  be  more  suit- 
ably used  in  Committee  than  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill.  I  would  remind 
the  House  that  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners were  put  on  their  trial  before  the 
Committee,  who  went  exhaustively  into 
the  whole  question,  and  the  Commis- 
sioners came  out  absolutely  with  flying 
colours.  The  Committee  reported  that 
while  undoubtedly  there  had  been  cases 


in  which  the  Commissioners  had  erred, 
yet,  in  the  main,  their  action  had  been  wise 
and  discreet,  and  that  there  had  not  been 
any  greater  friction  than  might  necessarily 
have  been  expected  considering  the  large,, 
important,  and  difficult  questions  they  had 
t  >  deal  with.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.. 
Member  for  Bordesley  (Mr.  Collings)- 
can  produce  evidence  of  the  hardship  to 
which  he  has  referred.  He  had  abun- 
dant opportunities  before  the  Committee,, 
whose  conclusions  certainly  do  not  justify- 
any  hostile  condemnation  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  either  on  the  ground 
of  injustice  to  the  poor  or  hardship  to- 
the  labourers.  The  hon.  Member  asked 
that  the  Bill  should  be  withdrawn,  and 
that  the  Government  should  bring  in 
another  measure  dealing  with  the  whole 
question.  Really,  Sir,  in  view  of  the 
enormous  amount  of  business  now  before 
the  House,  I  think  he  must  have  been 
making  a  little  joke. 

Mr.  COLLINGS :  I  did  not  mean  now. 

•Mb.  LONG :  Well,  it  would  surely  be- 
better  to  take  advantage  of  this  oppor- 
tunity of  dealing  with  the  question  than 
to  postpone  all  action  for  another  year*. 
It  has  been  suggested  that  these  schemes- 
should  be  referred  to  the  District  Councils. 
I  confess  that,  for  my  own  part,  I  do  not 

think  it  would  be  judicious  to  refer  them 
to  the  District  Councils.  It  is  quite 
conceivable,  and  indeed  almost  probable, 
that  there  would  be  cases  of  charities 
affecting  the  inhabitants  of  several 
adjoining  parishes;  and  it  is  also  probable 
that  in  many  cases  these  parishes  would* 
not  be  in  the  area  of  the  same  District 
Councils,  and  you  might  have  the 
interests  of  the  various  Councils  con- 
flicting. Hon.  Members  know  also  that 
these  questions  of  charities  arouse  an 
immense  amount  of  feeling,  so  much  so- 
that  it  might  be  difficult  to  get  a  calm 
and  deliberate  judgment  if  those  who 
had  to  settle  them  were  themselves 
interested  in  them.  There  is,  however,, 
I  think,  a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  the 
suggestion  that  the  County  Councils 
should  have  a  voice  in  this  matter.  I 
would  suggest  that  nothing  has  been  said 
either  by  the  Mover  of  the  Second 
Reading  or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  which  would  deter  the  House: 
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from  introducing  into  the  Bill  such 
alterations  as  would  give  the  County 
-Councils  statutory  powers  similar  to  those 
voluntarily  given  by  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners now.  The  Government  are  anxious 
to  obtain  the  assistance  of  the  Commis- 
sioners all  over  the  country  in  dealing 
with  these  questions.  The  Charity  Com- 
missioners have  informed  the  County 
Councils  that  if  they  would  pass  a  general 
resolution  expressing  their  desire  that 
these  schemes  should  be  referred  to  them 
the  Commissioners  would  agree  to  refer 
them  to  them.  If  hon.  Members  think 
it  would  be  desirable  that  this  should  be 
made  a  statutory  power,  instead  of  being 
left  to  the  discretion  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners, the  time  for  inserting  such  a 
provision  in  the  Bill  would  be  when  the 
measure  reaches  the  Committee  stage. 
I,  myself,  should  be  glad  to  see  such  a 
provision  adopted;  and  I  think  that, 
instead  of  wrecking  the  Bill  at  this  stage, 
it  would  be  far  better  to  pass  the  Second 
Reading  to-day,  and  put  our  heads 
-together  in  Committee  to  see  if  we 
•cannot  make  it  a  measure  which  will 
meet  the  wishes  of  all  those  who  have 
the  same  object  in  view.  Though  T 
•cannot  endorse  all  that  fell  from  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Essex  (Major  Basch),  as  to  the  feeling  of 
the  labourers  on  this  question,  I  know 
there  is  frequently  strong  feeling  in  the 
country  districts  as  to  the  action  of  the 
Oharity  Commissioners.  I  do  not  agree 
with  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that 
there  would  be  any  danger  to  the  lives 
■of  the  Commissioners  if  they  went  down 
to  make  inquiries.  They  might  hear 
some  home  truths  ;  but,  at  all  events  in 
Wiltshire,  their  lives  and  limbs  would 
be  safe.  I  think  it  is  only  due  to  the 
Charity  Commissioners  to  say  that, 
whether  we  approve  of  all  they  have 
•done  or  not,  we  must  admit  that  con- 
sidering the  vastness  of  the  work  they 
have  had  to  do  they  have  done  it  well, 
•and  that  they  have  acted  on  the  whole 
justly  and  fairly.  So  far  as  the  Govern- 
ment are  concerned,  we  shall  be  prepared 
-to  welcome  such  an  alteration  with 
regard  to  the  County  Councils  as  has  been 
indicated  by  one  or  two  hon.  Members. 

(4.17.)      Mr.     GROTRIAN     (Hull, 

East) :  The  speech   to  which   we  have 

just    listened    no    doubt  disarms,  to  a 
Mr.  Long 


certain  extent,  a  great  deal  of  the  criti- 
cism to  which  the  Bill  has  been  subjected. 
The  question  to  my  mind  is,  however, 
whether,  when  the  Bill  reaches  Com- 
mittee, we  can  so  alter  it  as  to  meet 
some  of  the  great  objections  which  have 
been  urged  against  it.  I  am  afraid  that 
in  Committee  it  will  not  be  held  to  be  in 
order  to  carry  out  some  of  the  Select 
Committees'  recommendations.  The 
Committee  expressed  the  opinion  that 
Municipal  and  Representative  County 
Authorities  are  the  best  authorities  to 
initiate  schemes  under  which  endowed 
charities  of  a  district  may  be  acquired ; 
but  that  it  should  be  left  to  the  Charity 
Commission  to  see  that  the  schemes 
are  in  proper  form  and  in  accordance 
with  the  law,  and  the  exercise  of  a 
general  control  over  the  provisions  con- 
tained in  them.  That  is  what  I  should 
like  to  see  carried  out  in  this  Bill.  The 
initiation  of  schemes,  to  my  mind,  should 
be  left  to  the  Representative  Bodies,  and 
not  to  the  Charity  Commissioners.  It 
has  been  stated  to-day  that  this  Bill  has 
no  reference  to,  and  can  have  no  effect 
upon,  schools  which  are  dealt  with  under 
the  Endowed  Schools  Act;  but,  in  my 
experience,  somehow  these  questions  do 
seem  to  be  mixed  up.  A  case  has  been 
referred  to  once  or  twice  which  took 
place  in  Hull — a  scheme  for  the  endow- 
ment of  a  Grammar  School  for  the 
promotion  of  middle-class  education.  It 
was  in  that  case  attempted  to  divert  the 
funds  from  the  Ferris'  Charity,  and 
though  I  wish  well  to  the  Hull  Grammar 
School,  I  am  exceedingly  glad  that 
the  scheme  was  not  carried  out,  as  it 
won  Id  have  been  a  distinct  departure 
from  the  objects  and  wishes  of  the 
Founder,  and  an  injury  to  the  poor  and 
needy  of  Hull.  The  question  in  my  mind 
is  the  course  I  shall  take  on  the  Bill.  I 
am  anxious  to  see  the  main  principle 
carried  out  -t  but  I  am  in  doubt  whether, 
if  this  Bill  is  passed,  an  opportunity  will 
not  be  lost  of  passing  a  better  one 
for  carrying  out  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committees.  In  my  vote  I  shall  be 
much  influenced  by  what  the  Repre- 
sentative of  the  Government  says  on  the 
two  points  I  have  raised. 

•(4.54.)  Me.  HENEAGE  (Great 
Grimsby) :  I  feel  very  strongly,  with  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Bordee- 
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ley  Division,  that  this  is  not  a  complete 
measure,  and  that  it  is  difficult  to  vote 
for  it  in  its  present  shape.  Still,  I  am  not 
prepared  to  vote  against  a  Bill  which  is 
based,  so  far  as  it  goes,  on  an  excellent 
principle.  It  is  said  that  Amendments 
extending  its  scope  in  the  direction  indi- 
cated will  be  out  of  order  in  Committee. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  accept  that  view ; 
but  this  difficulty,  if  it  exists  at  all,  can 
•be  met  by  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee, and  I  trust  that  Her  Majesty's 
•Government  will  undertake  to  move 
such  an  Instruction,  if  necessary,  and 
4hat  they  will  also  agree  to  send  the  Bill 
4- »  the  Standing  Committee  on  Law. 

*(4.56.)  Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  : 
Perhaps  even  at  this  late  hour  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  say  a  word  or 
two  on  this  question,  seeing  that  I  had 
4he  honour  of  being  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  of  1887.  It  was  my  inten- 
sion earlier  in  the  day  to  have  voted 
.against  the  Bill;  but  as  I  have  heard 
-speeches  containing  attacks  on  the  Com- 
missioners, a  body  for  whom  I  entertain 
the  highest  respect,  which  I  believe 
4o  be  unjust,  in  vindication  of  that  body 
I  shall  vote  for  the  Bill.  It  was  said 
before  the  Committee  of  1887  that  the 
poor  were  excluded  from  the  benefit  of 
the  charities.  An  inquiry  was  made 
into  that  subject  during  two  years, 
.and  the  result  was  the  justification  of  the 
action  of  the  Commissioners.  The  evi- 
dence showed  that  out  of  2,989  scholar- 
ships formed  under  the  schemes  1,145 
were  gained  by  scholars  at  elementary 
schools,  and  it  was  proved  that  the 
proportion  of  the  children  of  the  working 
classes  who  were  obtaining  them  was 
increasing.  The  Committee  reported 
that  the  Commissioners  desired  to  do 
justice  to  the  class  for  whom  the 
-charity  -was  originally  intended.  The 
Bill  is  certainly  incomplete,  as  it  does 
not  contain  clauses  carrying  out  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committees  of 
1884  and  1887 ;  but  I  see  no  reason  why, 
-at  a  later  stage,  that  should  not  be  rectified. 
I  believe  the  Bill  contains  the  elements 
of  wise .  and  useful  legislation,  and  have 
great  pleasure  in  supporting  it. 

*(4.58.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
{Sir  R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  I  must 
protest  against  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bordesley  Division,  that 


/•  • 


the  issue  before  the  House  is  whether 
property  intended  for  the  poor  is  to  be 
diverted  to  the  rich.  If  I  thought  that 
that  was  directly  or  indirectly  the  issue 
I  should  certainly  vote  against  the  Second 
Reading,  for  I  yield  to  none  in  my  desire 
to  maintain  for  the  poor  the  endowments 
originally  made  in  their  interest.  During 
the  past  five  years  I  have  endeavoured 
in  every  scheme  that  has  come  before 
me  to  preserve  the  benefits  to  the  poor. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Bordesley 
Division  also  very  unnecesarily  referred 
to  a  case  at  Sutton  Colefield,  in  Warwick- 
shire, in  which  it  was  alleged  that  a  large 
sum  of  money — £15,000  a  year — had 
been  diverted.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  have  also  stated  that  the  case 
was  inquired  into  by  the  Committee, 
which  found  that  the  action  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  had  been  in 
accordance  with  the  original  endowment, 
and  not  contrary  to  it.  The  Report  said 
that  the  original  gift  contemplated  the 
benefit  of  all  classes  of  the  inhabitants, 
and  that,  while  the  scheme  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners  proposed  a  limited 
measure  of  endowment  for  the  purposes 
of  higher  education,  the  larger  part  of 
the  endowment  was  appropriated  for  the 
benefit  of  the  poor.  That  case,  however, 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  subject  of  this 
Bill,  and  appears  to  have  been  introduced 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  influencing 
the  mind  of  the  House  in  regard  to  the 
Charity  Commissioners.  Will  the  House 
believe  that  this  Sutton  Colefield  scheme 
was  under  the  Endowed  Schools  Act  and 
had  been  on  the  Table  of  the  House  40 
days  before  it  came  into  force  ?  If  any- 
body is  responsible  for  that  scheme, 
therefore,  it  is  the  House  of  Commons 
quite  as  much  as  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners. Is  it  fair,  I  would  ask,  in  con- 
nection with  this  Bill,  to  bring  forward 
a  case  which  would  not  be  affected  by 
this  Bill,  but  is  subject  to  the  very  safe- 
guards which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bordesley  (Mr.  Collings)  desires  should 
be  imported  into  this  measure.  I  am 
informed  that  the  Hull  case  was  also 
under  the  Endowed  Schools  Act  in  the 
same  way.  Unless  it  can  be  shown  that 
this  Bill,  directly  or  indirectly,  touches 
the  powers  of  the  Commissioners  under 
the  Endowed  Schools  Acts,  I  submit 
that  the  arguments  founded  in  any  case 
of  this  kind  are  nihil  ad  rem  in  con* 
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nection  with  the  issue  before  us.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bordesley  said  it  was 
unjust  to  divert  money  intended  for 
doles.  I  must  remind  the  House 
that  this  question  is  settled  by  Sec- 
tion 30  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act. 
The  House  has  determined,  in  its  wisdom, 
that  charities  which  are  wholly  or 
partially  applied  to  doles  in  money 
or  kind  may  be  appropriated  for 
other  purposes.  During  the  last  five 
years  I  have  had  some  10  or  15 
cases  of  that  kind  before  me,  and 
such  cases  have  gone  before  the  Courts. 
I  state,  without  hesitation,  that  the  exten- 
sion of  the  dole  system,  where  the  amount 
of  the  income  of  the  charity  has  largely 
increased,  is  an  unmixed  evil.  I  do  not 
for  a  moment  suggest  that  it  is  not  a 
prudent  and  proper  thing  to  have  power 
to  grant  money  to  persons  in  distress 
during  the  winter,  or  in  bad  times,  and 
in  none  of  the  schemes  that  havi  come 
before  me  have  I  omitted  to  give  such 
power,  but  I  could  give  the  House 
instances  in  which  the  money  originally 
left  has  largely  increased  from  £200  or 
£300  to  £1,000  or  £1,200.  It  surely 
will  not  be  contended  that  it  would  be 
wise  to  apply  these  largely  increased 
sums  in  the  form  of  doles. 

Mb.   COLLINGS  :  I  distinctly  stated 

that  I  did  not  defend  doles,  but  I  argued 

that  if  the  House  considers  some  other 

form  of  charity  was  better  the  money 
should  then  go  to  the  same  class  as  that 
for  which  the  doles  were  meant. 

•Sib  B.  WEBSTER:  I  am  extremely 

glad  to  hear  that  from  the  hon.  Member, 

but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  I  do  not  think 

he  went  so  far  as  that  in  his  speech.  It 
has  been  suggested  that  the  action  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  has  been  to  with- 
draw charities  from  those  for  whom  they 
were  meant,  to  transfer  them  to  other 
persons.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  there 
has  never  beeu  such  a  case,  but  certainly 
no  such  casj  has  come  under  my  know- 
ledge. I  cannot  help  thinking  that  what 
is  in  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bordesley  is  that  there  have  been 
cases  under  the  Endowed  Schools 
Act  where  this  has  been  done.  This, 
however,  is  a  matter  with  which  we  are 
not  concerned  to-day,  as  this  measure  does 
not  touch  the  Endowed  Schools  Act.  If 
Sir  R.  Webster 


it  had  been  possible  to  show  that  the 
money  left  for  medical  aid,  for  nursing, 
and  so  on,  had  been  taken  away  from  the 
poor  and  given  to  the  rich  it  would  be  a 
most  important  case  to  deal  with.     I  do 
not  believe  any  such  case  exists,  and,  if  it 
does,  the  action  complained  of  must  have 
been    taken    a     very    long    time    ago. 
Perhaps  the  House  will  understand  that 
this   matter  of    nursing    the   poor  and 
assisting  them  in  times  of  sickness  i& 
always  prominently    before    those  who* 
have  the  administration  of  these  schemes. 
I  wish  the  House  to  understand  that,  in 
all  the  schemes   that  come  before  me 
where  the  cy  pres  doctrine  is  applied,  we 
always  look  first  after  the  people  who  are 
intended  to  receive  the  benefit,  and  when 
we  find    the    income   has    largely    in- 
creased  we   endeavour  to  devote  soma 
portion  of  the  amount  to   the  original 
object  of  the  founder  of  the  Charity,  and 
devote      the     remainder     to      kindred 
charities,  the  benefits  of  which  will  go 
to  the  same  class  of  persons.      It  is  not 
just  to  suggest  that  the  persons  who  have 
to    deal    with    these    matters  are    not 
actuated    by     the     same    philanthropic 
motives  as  the  hon.  Member.     Beyond 
removing  the  limit  of  £50,  which  I  think 
will  be  generally  regarded  as  an  arbitrary 
limit,  the  Bill  does  not  extend  the  powers 
of  the  Commissioners.     In  my  opinion, 
the  power  of  appeal  will  be  preserved 
under  the  Bill  as  it  stands,  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Islington  will  bring  forward 
a  clause  in  Committee  with  the  object  of 
making  this  certain,  I  shall  be  happy  to 
consider  it.     It  is  because  we  desire  to* 
protect  charities  that  we  think  that  the 
removal  of  the  £50  limit   would   be   an 
advantage,  and  not  because  we  think  it 
would  enable  the  Charity  Commissioners 
to    carry  out    any   improper    schemes. 
Speaking  for  myself — because  this  is  not 
a  Government  matter — I  have  not  the 
smallest    objection  to  other  safeguards- 
being  inserted  in  the  Bill  for  the  control 
of  the  Local  Authorities,  provided  that 
they  are  guarded  by  proper  clauses.     I 
cannot  conceive  that  it  coo  Id  possibly  be 
out  of  order  to  bring  up  under  this  Bill 
the  very  same  proposals  as  were  men- 
tioned in  the  Report   of  the   Committee 
as  being  desirable.     The  hon.   Member 
for  Bordesley  thinks  it  would  be  an  ex- 
tremely wrong  thing  that  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  or  the  High  Court,  should 
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be  able  to  alter  the  schemes  which  are 
controlled  by  Act  of  Parliament.  It  is  by 
no  means  clear  that  the  Court  of  Chancery 
has  not  got  this  power  at  the  present 
time.  I  have  had  before  me,  during  the 
last  year  or  two,  a  couple  of  cases  in 
which  charities,  which  would  be  chari- 
ties in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  word, 
differed  from  other  charities  simply  in 
the  fact  that  the  purposes  to  which 
the  funds  could  be  applied  were  con- 
tained witnin  the  four  corners  of  private 
Acts  of  Parliament  instead  of  being 
written  out  in  a  deed.  They  were 
clearly  cases  for  the  application  of  the 
cy  pres  doctrine,  but  the  difficulty 
suggested  was  that  if  we  tried  to 
apply  the  cy  prfo  doctrine,  we  touched 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  If  it  is  desirable 
to  alter  the  mode  of  the  application  of  a 
a  charity  which  is  300  years  old,  given 
by  a  will,  why  should  it  not  be  possible 
to  apply  the  same  principle  to  an  Act 
of  Parliament  of  the  same  age  ?  I  hope 
hon.  Members  will  not  think  it  in  any 
way  disrespectful  of  me  if  I  do  not 
deal  with  some  of  the  other  points 
raised.  I  cannot  but  think  that  the 
Debate  has  ranged  over  a  wider  field 
than  it  should  have  done,  because  hon. 
Members  have  not  considered  what  are 
the  real  limitations  of  the  Bill.  Perhaps 
it  will  be  possible  in  Committee  to  insert 
Amendments  which  will  practically  meet 
all  objections  which  constitute  anything 
like  a  serious  opposition  to  this  Bill,  and 
I  hope  and  trust  it  will  not  be  said  that, 
in  supporting  the  Second  Reading,  we  are 
desirous  that  a  single  penny  should  be 
-diverted  from  the  poor  people  for  whose 
benefit  it  has  been  left. 

Mb.    RATHBONE :    We  should    be 

•quite  willing  in  Committee    to    accept 

Amendments  giving    County    Councils 
and  Town  Councils  statutory  powers. 

♦Sib  A.  ROLLIT :  The  Debate  has 
had  the  practical  advantage  of  causing 
suggestions  to  be  made  by  the  Attorney 
General,  especially  in  relation  to  my 
point  as  to  Municipal  initiative  in  pur- 
suance of  the  Report  of  1884,  which  will 
have  the  result  we  all  have  in  view. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  beg  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


Original  Motion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Tuesday  next. 

ACCESS  'TO    MOUNTAINS   (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  20.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(5.21.)  Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.): 
As  the  Party  opposite  have  shown  such  an 
unexpected  interest  in  Charitable  Trusts, 
I  will  not  trouble  the  House  now  with 
this  Bill.  1  will,  however,  take  an 
opportunity  of  bringing  the  question 
before  the  House  in  some  other  manner 
this  Session,  when  it  will  not  be  possible 
to  use  tactics  like  those  which  have  been 
adopted  to-day. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Tuesday, 
20th  May. 

CROFTERS*  HOLDINGS  (8COTLAND) 
(No.  2)  BILL.— (No.   109.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Dr.  Farquharson.) 

(5.24.)  The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr. 
J.  P.  B.  Robertson,  Bute)  :  It  is  most  extra- 
ordinary that  the  hon.  Member  should 
propose  the  Second  Reading  of  a  Bill  of 
this  importance  without  one  single  word 

of  explanation.  The  nature  of  the  Bill 
may  be  gathered  from  the  fact  that  there 
have  been  proposals,  from  time  to  time, 
to  extend  the  Crofters'  Act  to  this  county 
and  to  that  county ;  but  now  hon. 
Gentlemen  propose  that  the  Act  should 
not  merely  be  extended  in  its  terms  to 
certain  specified  parts  of  Scotland,  but 
that  it  should,  as  a  whole,  be  remodelled, 
and  then  be  made  the  statute  law  of  the 
whole  of  Scotland.  One  result  of  that 
would  be  that  a  Land  Court  would  be 
established  in  Scotland,  and  would  have 
the  determination  of  every  question  that 
might  arise  between  landlord  and  tenant 
over  every  acre  in  Scotland  at  present 
administered  by  the  Crofters' Commission. 
I  ask  hon.  Members,  as  practical  men, 
whether  such  a  proposal  would  not 
constitute  one  of  the  greatest  changes 
which  could  be  proposed  affecting  the 
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Land  Laws  of  any  country  ?      The   next 
question  is — Is  it  decent  that  the  House 
should  be  asked  at  twenty-five  minutes 
past  five  on  a  Wednesday  to  read  such  a 
Bill  a  second  time,  when,  as  I  believe, 
not  one  in  ten  has  the  slightest  idea  of 
its  contents  ?     One  curious  result  of  the 
Bill,  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ought 
to  consider,  is  this.     If  fixity  of  tenure  is 
given,  as  the  Bill  proposes,  for  the  whole 
of  Scotland,  the  result  would  be  that  no 
man  would  have  a  chance  of  getting  a 
farm  in  Scotland  except  the  descendants 
and  successors  in  title   of  the   present 
occupants.       One      of      the      standing 
grievances  at  present  of    agriculturists 
is,  that  people  get  hold  of  farms  who  are 
not  agriculturists,  and   that    they  riise 
the   rents   by  their  competition.     Now, 
that  class  would  be  stereotyped  by  the 
proposal  of    the  Bill.      Anyone  who  is 
cognisant  of  the  various   conditions   of 
agriculture   in  Scotland   must  conceive 
that  a  plan,  which  I  must  assume  in  the 
meantime   to  be   well    adapted    to  the 
crofting  parts  of  Scotland,  could  never 
be  expected  to  work  well  in  the  agri- 
cultural parts  of  Roxburghshire  or  the 
plains  of  the  Lothians.     I  ask  any  hon. 
Gentleman   who  may   follow  me  in  the 
Debate,  how  he  would  propose  to  work 
out  a  system  which  would  apply  to  the 
hungry  peasants  on  the  stormy  shores  of 
the  Lews,  and  also  to  the  persons  paying 
high  rents,  the  leaders   of  agricultural 
improvements  in  the  wealthy  plains  of 
Mid  Lothian  and  Haddingtonshire  ?  Have 
hon.  Members.*  considered  how  the  Land 
Court  is    going  to  work,  whether  the 
country  generally  is  prepared  to  submit 
the  affairs  of  landlord  and  tenant  to  the 
investigation  and  scrutiny  of  lawyers  and 
their  associates  1    Have  hon.   Members 
the  consent  and  mandate  of  their  own 
constituents  to  a  proposal  of  this  kind  ? 
I  have  read  the  Bill  from  beginning  to 
end,  and  cannot  discover  that  even  the 
intelligent  hand  of  the  Crofter  Members 
has  been  directed  to  the  improvement  of 
the  system  under  the  existing  Act,  of 
which  they    have  been  the   persistent 
critics ;  and  when  I  turn  to  the  names  of 
the  Lowland  Members  on  the  back  of  the 
Bill,  I  am  still  more  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand   whether    they    share    the    evil 
opinion    of    hon.   Members    betew    the 
Gangway  on  the  working  of  the  CroHers' 
Act. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson 


It  being  half  past  Five  of  the  clocks 
the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  on  Wednesday r 
25th  June. 

HARES  (CLOSE  TIME)  BlLL.-(No.  34.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  andr 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

NEW  LICENCES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(No.  249.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  i 
Seeing  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in 
his  place,  I  would  ask  him,  seeing  that  this. 
Bill  is  backed  by  a  Conservative  Member 
as  well  as  Gentlemen  on  this  side  who, 
to  some  extent,  represent  the  interests 
of  the  licensed  traders  in  Ireland,  and  as 
the  Government  Bill  entirely  fails  to- 
carry  out  the  pledge  given  by  the 
Government  in  relation  to  the  suspension 
of  licences  in  Ireland  being  on  the  same- 
footing  as  in  England — though  I  am 
making  no  complaint  about  it  now — I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  allow 
this  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time,  leaving 
the  Government  to  introduce  Amend- 
ments in  such  a  way  as  will  carry  out 
their  intention.  I  cannot  conceive  there 
will  be  any  objection  to  the  Second 
Beading  in  any  part  of  the  House.  The 
hon.  Member  for  S.  Belfast  is  a  strong 
Conservative,  and  his  name  is  on  the- 
back  of  the  Bill.  I  am  happy  to  have 
his  assistance,  together  with  that  of  hon.. 
Gentlemen  who,  more  or  less,  .represent 
the  views  of  licensed  victuallers. 

The  FIRST  LORD  or  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster) : 
I  have  only  myself  seen  the  outside  of 
the  Bill,  and  have  no  knowledge  of  its 
contents.  My  right  hon.  Friend-  the- 
Chief  Secretary  is  not  now  in  his  place, 
and  I  think,  therefore,  I  can  hardly 
assent  to  the  Second  Reading  in  his 
absence.  But  I  recognise  the  assistance- 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
is  anxious  to  give  towards  a  settlement 
of  this  question,  and  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  we  shall  not  be  very  glad  to  avail* 
ourselves  of  that  assistance.  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  consent  to- 
postpone  the  Motion  for  Second  Reading 
vxJ  for  a  day  or  two,  we  will  meantime  make 
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ourselves  acquainted  with  the  method 
he  and  his  friends  prefer,  and  endeavour, 
if  possible,  to  roconcile  it  with  the  view 
we  entertain  as  to  how  the  matter  should 
be  dealt  with. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Accepting  the 
assurance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  will  postpone  the  Order  to  Friday. 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Friday. 


MINES  (HOURS  OF  LABOUR). 

Address  for — 

"  Return  showing1  the  average*  number  of 
hours  and  days,  daily  and  weekly,  worked  by 
Men  and  Boys  from  bank  to  bank,  and  other- 
wise, in  and  about  Mines  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  under  the  Coal  Mines  and  Metalli- 
ferous Mines  Acts,  stated  by  Counties,  or 
groups  of  Counties,  or  Inspectorates,  as  fol- 
lows : — 

1.  Men  and  Boys  engaged  in  getting 
Mineral; 

2.  Men  and  Boys  engaged  in  carrying 
Mir  oral  from  the  face  to  the  pit  bottom  ; 

3.  All  other  underground  workers  not  in- 
cluded in  the  above ; 

4.  Persons  employed  on  the  surface ; 

6.  Usual  number  of  hours  per  day  during 
which  Minerals  are  drawn  to  the  sur- 
face."—(^fr.  Frovand.) 

INCIDENCE  OF  TAXATION  (ENGLAND, 
SCOTLAND,  AND  IRELAND). 

Motion  made  for  copy  of 

"  Statement  showing  the  Incidence  in  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland  of  (a)  general 
Taxes  applicable  to  local  purposes  as  estimated 
for  1890-91,  and  (b)  of  imperial  Taxation  as 
collected  in  1888-9."— (Jfr,  Jaebon.) 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Bel&st,  W.) :  This  is 
the  Return,  I  presume,  which  was  pro- 
mised on  Tuesday.  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  it  will  show,  in  regard  to 
the  proposed  new  Spirit  Duty,  the  pro- 
bable amount  from  the  three  countries  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  Yes,  it 
will  show  the  total  amount  of  the  Spirit 
Tax  and  the  allocation  to  the  three 
countries  as  regards  consumption,  giving, 
I  think,  what  hon.  Gentlemen  require. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Shall  we  have  it  to- 
morrow? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  Yes. 

•Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I 
think  it  was  mentioned  before  that  the 
Return  might  give,  with  the  results  for 


each  part  of  the  Kingdom,  the  propor- 
tion in  regard  to  the  additional  taxation 
proposed.  If  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury will  undertake  to  add  that,  it  is 
information  it  is  very  desirable  to  have. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Is  it  intended  fco 
take  the  Budget  as  first  Order  to- 
morrow ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Yes. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  hope  we  shall 
have  the  Return  before  resuming  the 
Debate. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  It  was  promised  to- 
morrow afternoon,  and  although  it  has 
been  extremely  short  notice  every  effort 
will  be  made  to  keep  that  engagement. 
As  to  the  question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Return  will  give  the 
amount  of  the  Spirit  Duty,  and,  of 
course,  it  will  be  allocated  on  the  basis  of 
the  proportions  80  per  cent.,  11  per- 
cent., and  9  per  cent.  It  will  show  the 
amount  consumed  in  each  country. 

•Mr.  CHILDERS :  My  suggestion  is 
that  a  note  should  be  given  showing  the 
special  allocation  of  the  additional  duty 
imposed  by  the  Budget.  It  will  be  only 
four  lines,  and  be  a  great  convenience. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  Yes;  I  think  it  will, 
be  an  advantage. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
163.] 

ARRANGEMENT  OF  BUSINESS. 
On  the  Motion  for  adjournment, 

•Mr.  CHILDERS:  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  now  tell  us  what 
will  be  the  business  on  Friday  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  Customs  and 

Inland  Revenue  Bill  in  Committee  will 

be  taken  to-morrow,  and,  if  not  concluded 
then,  on  Friday.  If  it  is  concluded  to- 
morrow we  shall  ask  the  House  to  take 
the  Third  Reading  on  Friday,  and  pro- 
bably Supply. 

•Mb.  CHANNTNG  (Northampton,  E.) : 
Will  the  Allotments  Bill  not  be  taken  on 
Friday? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  cannot  say* 
positively. 
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Mb.  &  EVANS  (Glamorgan,  Mid)  : 
When  the  Allotments  is  finished  will  the 
Tithes  Bill  be  taken  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  is  quite  im- 
possible to  make  such  prospective  arrange- 
ments; it  is  sufficient  to  say  what  will  be 
taken  to-morrow  and  Friday,  and  I  can- 
not go  beyond. 

PARLIAMENTARY  PAPERS. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  make 
a  complaint  of  the  non-distribution  of  an 
important  Blue -Book  this  morning.  I 
allude  to  the  Report  and  evidence  of  the 
inquiry  into  the  treatment  of  treason- 
felony  prisoners,  John  Daly  and  others* 
in  Chatham  prison.  I  think  Irish  Mem- 
bers have  reason  to  complain  of  having 
to  sign  a  formal  document  to  obtain 
copies  of  every  Irish  paper,  including  Land 
•Commission  Reports,  and  this  causes  great 
inconvenience.  I  should  have  thought 
that,  seeing  the  attention  that  has  been 
drawn  to  this  particular  Report,  it 
would  naturally  have  been  distributed  to 
all  Members.  It  is  well,  I  think,  that 
English  Members  should  have  no  impedi- 
ment put  in  the  way  of  their  obtaining  in- 
formation upon  Irish  matters.  We  have 
pressed  for  this  Report,  time  after  time, 
and  yet  when  it  is  ready  we  do  not 
receive  it  unless  we  sign  a  special 
demand  for  it.  It  is  a  "  penny  wise  and 
pound  foolish  "  course  to  follow,  and  will 
only  lead  to  Members  making  a  general 
demand  for  all  papers. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  There  is  no  different 

treatment  for  papers  relating  to  Ireland. 

The  matter  does  not  rest  with  me,  but  I 

may  say  it  is  open  to  all  Members  to 
hare  papers  sent  to  them  by  simply 
giving  instructions.  Papers  of  general 
interest  are  distributed,  but,  as  to  others, 
it  is  impossible  to  make  a  selection  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  individual  Mem- 
bers. 

Mr.  J.  SINCLAIR  (Ayr) :  There  are 

many  papers  which  are  not  distributed, 

but  which  we  ought  to   reoeive.     The 

complaint  does  not  attach  to  Irish  papers 

only.  The  Education  Codes  for  England 
and  Scotland  are  not  distributed  unless 
a  demand  is  made,  but  I  think  that  it  is 


obvious  such  papers  as  these  are  required 
I  think  that  a  better  selection  should  be 
made,  and  that  papers  relating  to  a  par- 
ticular part  of  the  country  should  be 
sent  to  Members  who  represent  that 
part. 

Mb.  H.H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E)  :  I  think  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  is  wrong  in  saying  a  selection 
cannot  be  made.  Until  the  last  two 
years  we  had  the  "long"  and  the 
"short"  list.  It  was  a  convenient 
arrangement,  and  I  am  sorry  it  was 
departed  from.  I  was  always  opposed 
to  this  "  red  paper "  system.  We 
simply  do  not  get  the  information  we 
°ught  to  have  because  we  do  not  happen 
to  have  signed  a  demand,  and  an  official 
takes  such  an  estimate  of  his  duty  as 

excludes  the  sending  of  particular  papere. 
The  present  practice  is  inconvenient,  and 
does  not  in  reality  secure  any  economy, 
for  the  expense  is  in  the  setting  up  of  the 
Blue  Books,  and  not  in  the  number,  a 
few  more  or  less,  that  happen  to  be  used. 
I  served  on  the  Committee  appointed  by 
the  Treasury  in  reference  to  the 
Stationery  Department,  and  I  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  extravagance  in  this 
Department  is  not  in  connection  with 
Parliamentary  papers,  but  elsewhere.  I 
only  wish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  would  take  the  matter  in  hand, 
and  I  am  sure  there  would  be  much  less 
ground  for  complaint. 

MR.  SANDES. 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) : 

May   I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 

he  has  any  information  he  can  give  the 

House   as  to  the  decision  of  the  Lord 

Chancellor  in  reference  to  the  conduct  of 

Mr.   Sandes,   the  Magistrate,  which  has 

been  the  subject  of  questions  in  the 
House  1  I  understand  that  some  decision 
has  been  arrived  at. 

Mb.  W.  H  SMITH :  I  am  sorry  to 
say  I  have  no  information  at  all  on  the 
subject. 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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LORD  LOUTH'S  CLAIM  TO  VOTE  FOR 

REPRESENTATIVE  PEERS  FOR 

IRELAND. 

Ordered  and  Directed,  That  a  Certifi- 
cate be  sent  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Parlia- 
ments to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ire- 
land, stating  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
the  United  Kingdom  has  reported  to  the 
House  of  Lords  that  the  right  of  the 
Lord  Louth  to  vote  at  the  elections  of 
Representative  Peers  for  Ireland  has 
been  established  to  the  satisfaction  of 
him  the  said  Lord  Chancellor ;  and  that 
the  House  of  Lords  has  ordered  such 
report  to  be  sent  to  the  said  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Ireland.  And  it  is  hereby 
also  Ordered,  That  the  said  Report  of  the 
said  Lord  Chancellor  be  sent  to  the  Clerk* 
of  the  Crown  in  Ireland. 

The  Lord  Kilmaine — Took  the  Oath. 

ADMINISTRATION    OF   THE    LUNACY 

ACTS. 

QUESTION — OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  BARRINGTON :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  whether  the  Justices  appointed 
under  the  Lunacy  Act,  1889,  have  juris- 
diction to  make  orders  under  the  Lunacy 
Act,  1890,  or  whether  it  is  necessary  that 
they  should  be  appointed  under  the  later 
Act? 

Thb    LORD    CHANCELLOR:    The 

Justices  appointed  under  the    Lunacy 

Act,    1889,   have  jurisdiction  to    make 

orders   under    the    Lunacy  Act,    1890. 

The  jurisdiction  established  under  the 
Act  of  1889  was  expressly  preserved  by 
Section  342  of  the  Consolidation  Act. 
The  Justices  are,  therefore,  precisely  in 
the  same  position  with  regard  to  their 
jurisdiction.  I  am  glad  the  noble 
Lord  has  asked  the  question,  because  I 
understand  that  some  doubts  have  been 
raised,  and  I  think  it  very  important  that 
it  should  be  clearly  understood  that  they 
have  the  same  jurisdiction  under  the 
existing  Act  as  they  had  under  the 
statute  by  which  they  were  appointed. 
VOL.  CCCXLIV.    [third  series.] 


PROTECTION  OP  CHILDREN  BILL. 

(No.  68.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR :  I  would 
ask  the  noble  Earl  to  postpone  his 
Motion  for  the  present.  I  only  received 
the  print  of  the  Bill  to-day.  I  do  not 
know  when  it  is  to  be  issued,  but  certainly 
it  is  not  in  the  House  at  present.  I  have 
received  an  intimation  from  the  Home 
Office  that  the  authorities  there  are 
desirous  of  having  an  opportunity  to  say 
something  on  the  matter.  I  may  tell 
the  noble  Earl  that  after  what  passed 
the  other  day  in  this  House  I  thought 
it  my  duty  to  give  directions  that  a  Bill 
should  be  prepared  on  the  subject  on 
behalf  of  the  Government.  I  do  not 
invite  the  noble  Earl  to  withdraw  his 
Bill,  but  only  to  postpone  it  for  the 
present.  There  is  much  in  the  Bill  of 
the  noble  Earl  of  which  I  entirely 
approve ;  but  to  some  of  the  clauses  I 
think  I  shall  have  to  object.  It  seems 
to  me  to  be  most  undesirable  that  there 
should  be  a  sort  of  race  between  the  two 
Bills,  and  I,  therefore,  ask  the  noble  Earl 
to  postpone  at  present  the  consideration 
of  his  measure.  When  they  both  come 
before  your  Lordships'  House  I  shall  ask 
that  they  be  referred  to  the  same  Com- 
mittee. 

The  Earl  op  MEATH  :  I  will  certainly 
not  move  the  Second  Reading  after  what 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack has  stated,  and  I  at  once  assent  to 
his  suggestion. 

Order  discharged. 

COMMISSIONERS  FOR  OATHS  ACT  (1889) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  63.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  My  Lords,  this 
Bill  is  to  remedy  a  result  which  I  believe 
was  unintentional  from  the  terms  need 
in  the  County  Court  Consolidation  Bill, 
the  effect  of  which  has  been  that  the 
Commissioners  for  taking  oaths  in  the 
County  Palatine  of  Lancaster  are  not 
now  able,  as  they  were  previously,  to  take 
oaths  in  cases  in  the  County  Courts. 
The  Bankruptcy  Act  expressly  enables 
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them  to  take  oaths  in  bankruptcy  cases 
in  County  Courts,  so  that  the  effect  is 
now  that  they  can  take  oaths  in  bank- 
ruptcy cases  in  the  County  Courts  but 
not  in  other  cases.  This  Bill  is  simply 
for  the  purpose  of  restoring  to  them  in 
that  respect  the  powers  which  they  have 
been  exercising  in  another  for  many 
years.  I  understand  there  is  no  objec- 
tion on  the  part  of  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  :  I  have 
not  the  least  objection.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  been  good  enough  to 
postpone  it  upon  my  expression  of  doubt 
upon  the  question  whether  rights  have 
been  preserved.  I  find  there  is  not  the 
least  doubt  about  it. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  The  Bill  consists 
of  only  four  lines,  and  as  it  is  so  short 
your  Lordships  may  be  of  opinion  that 
there  is  probably  no  necessity  for  sending 
it  to  the  Standing  Committee,  but  that 
it  should  be  dealt  with  by  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House. 

Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

THE  TECHNICAL   INSTRUCTION  ACT. 

QUESTION. — OBSERVATIONS. 

•The  Marquess  op  RIPON,  in  rising  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  whether, 
under  the  Technical  Instruction  Act, 
1889,  Local  Authorities  are  permitted  to 
grant  scholarships  to  be  held  in  technical 
schools  or  colleges,  and  to  pay  the  fees  of 
scholars  in .  such  institutions  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  such  scholarships  granted  to 
persons  residing  within  the  district  of 
the  Local  Authority  are  tenable  at  insti- 
tutions outside  that  district,  said :  My 
Lords,  the  Act  of  Parliament  upon  one 
point  in  connection  with  which  I  am 
desirous  for  a  few  moments  of  directing 
your  Lordships'  attention  with  the  view 
of  obtaining  some  information  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  is,  I  am  bound  to 
say,  one  of  the  most  ill-constructed  and 
difficult  Acts  to  administer  which  I  have 
ever  known  in  the  course  of  a  somewhat 
long  public  life.  But  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  trouble  your  Lordships  with  any 
general  observations  upon  that  matter, 
especially  as  mj  noble  Friend,  Lord 
Norton,  has  had  upon  the  Paper  now  for 
a  considerable  length  of  time  a  notice 
relating  to  this  Act,  and  I  do  not  at  all 
Lord  Hertchett 


wish  to  trespass  upon  ground  in  reference 
to  which  he  might  desire  on  a  subsequent 
occasion  to  address  your  Lordships.  I 
wish  to  address  myself  to-night  to  a 
single  question,  namely,  whether  it  be  or 
be  not  open  to  Local  Authorities,  that  is 
to  say  to  County  and  Municipal  Councils, 
under  this  Act,  to  promote  its  objects  by 
granting  scholarships  to  individual  stu- 
dents to  be  held  by  them  in  technical 
schools  or  colleges,  or  by  paying  the  fees  of 
those  individual  students  in  those  institu- 
tions. In  some  parts  of  the  country,  and 
particularly  in  that  with  which  I  am 
myself  directly  connected,  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  many  of  those  who* 
have  most  experience  in  these  matters, 
and  who  have  given  great  attention 
to  the  question  of  technical  education, 
are  of  opinion  that  there  is  no  better 
way  in  which,  under  the  difficulties  of 
this  Act  and  its  hampering  restrictions, 
County  Councils  could  aid  in  promoting 
technical  education  than  by  granting 
,  scholarships  to  students  in  public  ele- 
mentary schools  or  similar  institutions 
be  held  by  them  in  connection 
with  technical  schools  and  colleges  ;  and, 
entertaining  that  view,  the  West  Riding 
County  Council  addressed  communica- 
tions both  to  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment,  presided  over  by  the  noble  Vis- 
count opposite,  and  also  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  upon  this  and 
various  other  questions  connected 
with  the  working  of  the  Act.  Upon  this 
particular  question  of  the  granting  of 
scholarships,  we  received,  I  regret  to 
say,  different  answers  from  the  two 
Departments.  Tho  Department  presided 
over  by  the  noble  Viscount  treated  us 
with  the  utmost  possible  consideration 
and  courtesy,  and  answered  our  questions 
in  the  fullest  manner  •  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  were  somewhat  more  brief, 
telling  us  that  we  could  not  do  what  the 
noble  Viscount's  Department  led  us  to 
hope  we  might  do.  Therefore  it  i  s  that  I  ad- 
dress myself  now  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  endeavour  to  elicit  from  them, 
if  I  can,  a  clear  expression  of  opinion 
upon  this  subject ;  and  I  may  say  that  I 
do  so,  not  in  my  own  name  alone,  but  by 
direction  of  the  Technical  Instruction 
Committee  of  the  County  Council,  with 
which  I  am  connected.  The  Depart- 
ment told  us  that  if  we  had  any 
doubt  upon  this  question  we  might  take 
counsel's  opinion.     Of  course,  it  is  quite 
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open  to  us  to  take  counsel's  opinion,  but 
it  is  an  expensive  process,  and  one  which 
•will  only  give  advice  to  the  single 
County  Council  which  may  take  the 
opinion.  And,  after  ail,  my  Lords,  if  the 
Local  Government  Board  holds  the  view 
that  these  scholarships  cannot  be  granted 
by  the  County  Councils  under  the  powers 
of  the  Technical  Instruction  Act  it  is 
no  use  our  taking  counssl's  opinion, 
because  the  Local  Government  Board's 
Auditor  will  have  to  consider  whether 
such  expenditure  is  legitimate,  and 
whether  in  regard  to  any  such  ex- 
panditupe  he  ought  not  to  surcharge  us, 
and  we  may  find  ourselves  perhaps  in  a 
very  awkard  position.  Therefore,  I  hope 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  give  us 
such  an  expression  of  opinion  or  will 
intimate  their  intention  of  taking  such 
advice  upon  the  matter  as  will  enable  us 
to  feel  secure  as  to  the  course  the  Local 
Government  Board  will  take  in  respect 
of  it.  I  need  not  occupy  your  Lordships' 
time  by  pointing  out  the  advantages 
which,  at  all  events  in  populous  districts 
near  large  town-centres,  would  result 
from  a  system  of  this  kind.  In  populous 
manufacturing  towns  there  are  good 
technical  schools  and  colleges,  and  it  is 
only  in  such  centres  of  population  that 
they  can  be  satisfactorily  established, 
that  is  to  say,  only  where  they  have  a 
nucleus  of  population  attached  to  or  sur- 
rounding them  upon  which  they  can  rely 
for  the  chief  part  of  their  students.  I  think 
it  would  be  a  very  good  way  of  extending 
the  value  of  those  institutions  if  the 
Local  Authorities  were  ablo  under  the 
Act  to  make  grants  for  scholarships  to 
students  at  a  certain  distance  from  the 
towns  where  the  schools  are  situate,  in 
order  that  they  might  attend  those  schools 
and  classes.  That,  of  course,  is  not 
applicable  to  a  county  which  is  mainly 
rural,  and  perhaps  but  little  supplied 
with  railway  accommodation  ;  but  where 
railway  accommodation  is  good,  and 
trains  are  cheap  and  frequent,  I  believe 
a  system  of  that  kind  would  be  found  to 
work  extremely  well,  and  that  a  numer- 
ous body  of  very  competent  students 
might  be  drawn  into  the  colleges  and 
schools  from  the  surrounding  districts. 
It  is  therefore  very  important,  if  the  Act 
is  to  be  carried  out  and  made  generally 
useful,  that  a  power  of  that  kind  should 
exist.  But,  my  Lords,  besides  the  first 
question,  whether  it  is  open  to  us  under 


the  Act  to  grant  scholarships  at  all, 
there  arises,  unfortunately,  a  second 
question  upon  which  I  regret  to  say  the 
two  Departments  of  which  I  have  spoken 
are  agreed.  They  both  tell  us  that  if  we 
could  give  scholarships  at  all,  we  could 
not  make  those  grants  to  be  held  in 
institutions  which  are  situate  outside  our 
own  administrative  county.  Now,  in 
large  counties  like  Lancashire  and  York- 
shire, which  have  several  county 
boroughs  within  them,  it  is  in  those 
county  boroughs  generally  that  most  of 
these  institutions  are  situat3  ;  and  if  we 
are  debarred  from  granting  scholarships 
to  be  held  in  those  institutions,  the  con- 
cession if  it  could  be  made  to  us  of  grant- 
ing scholarships  at  all  would  be  very 
seriously  impeded  in  its  utility.  I  know 
very  well,  my  Lords,  that  under  the  Act, 
Section  1,  Sub-section  D,  we  are  not  em- 
powered to  make  grants  for  the  mainten- 
ance or  in  aid  of  any  institutions  outside 
our  own  districts.  But  the  question 
which  I  am  anxious  to  submit  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  is, 
whether  that  restriction  in  regard  to 
making  grants  to  institutions  within  our 
own  districts  would  preclude  us  from 
making  grants  to  individuals  who  reside 
within  our  own  districts,  although  they 
might  make  use  of  those  grants  to  attend 
institutions  which  are  outside  those  dis- 
tricts. I  am  advised  by  those  whom  I 
have  consulted  upon  the  matter  that 
that  point  is  not  at  all  clear ;  but  they 
think  that  such  grants  might  be  made 
to  the  individuals,  provided  they  reside 
within  the  administrative  county, 
although  they  might  make  use  of  them, 
outside  that  county.  Now,  my  Lords, 
the  only  fair  principle  upon  which  I 
think  the  scholarships  should  be  granted 
is,  that  they  should  be  given  to  the 
individuals,  to  be  held  by  them  and  used 
by  them  in  any  institution  aj  their  choice 
in  which  suitable  technical  instruction  is 
given.  Of  course,  County  Councils  giving 
the  grants  must  preserve  the  right  to  say 
that  they  shall  be  employed  in  institu- 
tions of  a  satisfactory  and  efficient 
character  ;  but  I  do  not  claim  at  all  that 
they  should  have  the  power  of  choosing 
the  institution  to  which  the  scholar  shall 
go,  except  in  so  far  as  requiring  that  it  is 
fit  to  give  the  desired  instruction.  But 
if  that  be  the  principle,  surely  the  student 
should  be  free  to  take  his  scholar- 
ship with  him  wherever  he  likes, 
Q  2 
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it  being,  of  course,  always  understood 
that  he  is  bond  fide  resident  within  the 
administrative  county.  Those  are  the 
two  questions  which  I  desire  to  address 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  do  not 
know  what  answer  I  may  receive ;  but  I 
hope  very  much  that  it  may  be  an 
answer  as  favourable  as  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  and  the  wording  of  the  Act 
will  permit.  I  think  it  is  a  case  in  which, 
especially  considering  the  ill-wording  of 
the  Act  in  question,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  do  well  to  give  the 
utmost  latitude  they  possibly  can  to 
Local  Bodies.  I  believe  that  to  be  the 
principle  and  object  of  the  Act,  and  I  hope 
that  in  their  interpretation  of  the  Act 
they  will  take  that  view.  But  if  the 
noble  Lord  who  may  reply  to  me  is  not 
prepared  at  this  moment  to  give  any 
satisfactory  answer  to  the  suggestion  I 
have  made,  I  will  still  continue  to  hope 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
re-consider  the  subject.  I  know  the 
difficulty  of  amending  an  Act  of  this 
kind.  Of  course,  1  am  not  ignorant  of 
the  existence  of  outside  considerations 
distinct  altogether  from  the  question  of 
technical  instruction  which  have  entered 
into  the  discussion  and  consideration  of 
measures  of  this  kind,  and  therefore  I  do 
not  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
amend  the  Act ;  but  I  do  hope  that  if  they 
have  not  made  up  their  minds  finally 
upon  it,  they  will  take  steps  to  ascertain 
from  their  legal  advisers  the  actual 
bearing  of  the  Act  and  give  to  the  Local 
Bodies  concerned  the  amplest  latitude 
permitted  by  it. 

•Lord  NORTON :  My  Lords,  I  desire  to 
say  a  few  words  before  the  noble 
Viscount  replies  on  behalf  of  the  Depart- 
ment he  represents,  as  I  have  a  notice 
on  your  Lordships'  Paper  to  bring  the 
whole  subject  before  the  attention  of  the 
House.  The  noble  Marquess  has  put 
two  very  important  questions  relating  to 
this  general  subject,  but  I  am  afraid  if 
we  deal  with  only  one  or  two  details  of 
it  we  shall  shut  our  eyes  to  the  character 
of  the  whole  Technical  Instruction  Act, 
which  is  not  only  unintelligible,  but  abso- 
lutely mischievous  from  the  attempfs  to 
act  upon  it  which  have  been  made  in 
several  towns  throughout  the  country. 
The  noble  Marquess  has  only  moderately 
described  the  looseness  with  which  this 
Act  was  passed  last  year.  It  was  passed 
during  the  last  week  of  the  Session 
Tlie  Marquess  of  Rvpon 


in  the  other  House,  the  principal  Amend- 
ments introduced  by  Mr.  Mather  being 
passed  in  his  absence ;  and  in  your 
Lordships'  House  the  Act  passed  through 
all  its  stages  in  25  minutes.  Now, 
it  is  rather  an  important  subject  to 
be  dealt  with  in  that  sort  of  cursory 
manner,  and  the  mischief  of  dealing 
in  that  way  with  a  subject  of  this 
great  importance  is,  that  it  leads 
people  to  attempt  to  deal  with  it  in  an 
imperfect  manner.  It  is  extremely  diffi- 
cult to  remedy  afterwards  such  experi- 
ment The  noble  Marquess  states  that,  in 
his  County  Council,  difficulties  have  been 
experienced  which  he  asks  the  noble  Vis- 
count to  explain.  I  can  tell  him  that  in 
Birmingham,  which  is  the  largest  town 
in  my  neighbourhood,  and  I  believe  the 
most  active  in  attempts  to  establish 
institutions  of  this  sort,  they  have  found 
it  so  impossible  to  understand  the  Act 
that  they  had  to  come  to  the  Depart- 
ment in  London  to  ask  how  they 
could,  by  almost  a  process  of  evasion, 
escape  its  difficulties  and  do  something 
in  a  side  manner  to  carry  out  its  objects. 
Questions  arose  between  the  County 
Council  and  the  School  Board,  the  School 
Board  wanting  to  have  the  control,  and 
the  County  Council  saying  that  the  Act 
had  placed  the  subject  in  their  hands. 
They  wanted  to  know  whether  they 
might  not  make  a  sort  of  Joint  Committee 
between  the  two  which  would  enable 
them  to  carry  out  the  object  of  the  Act. 
But  how  does  the  Act  propose  to  de- 
fine technical  instruction  ?  Probably 
the  framers  of  the  Act,  not  knowing 
exactly  what  they  meant  or  intended, 
have  said  that  technical  instruction  shall 
mean  anything  which  the  Department  at 
South  Kensington  may  give  grants  to. 
That  is  rather  a  dangerous  latitude  for 
an  unlimited  command  of  public  rates. 
The  meaning  which  has  been  given  to  it 
has  been  seen  in  the  technical  instruction 
given  in  some  of  our  large  towns.  In 
some  places  little  children  are  seen 
planing  or  sawing  pieces  of  wood,  by  way 
of  technical  instruction ;  in  others  there 
arc  workshops  for  the  construction  of 
engines  of  considerable  size,  which  are 
sold  in  the  market  in  competition  with 
the  trade  itself.  Technical  instruction 
may  really  mean  anything.  All  the 
industrial  and  reformatory  schools  of  the 
country  are  giving  technical  instruction. 
The  noble  Marquess  asked  two  questions 
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in  regard  to  scholarships.  Giving 
scholarships  to  existing  institutions 
is,  I  quite  agree  with  him,  the  best 
mode  in  which  the  object  of  this 
Act  could  be  carried  out  It  is  the 
greatest  mistake  for  us  to  suppose  that  in 
all  parts  of  the  country  technical  schools, 
whatever  that  term  may  mean,  should 
be  instituted.  It  is  impossible  that 
Government  institutions  of  that  sort 
shall  teach  all  trades,  or  even  prepare  for 
them.  How  are  they  to  provide  for 
students  to  be  made  J acks-of -all- trades  ? 
The  way  in  which  Parliament  could 
best  authorise  public  expenditure  for 
giving  technical  instruction  to  our 
operatives,  would  be  by  enabling  the 
Local  Bodies  to  pay  for  scholarships 
to  existing  institutions.  The  fact  is  that 
Parliament,  by  pretending  to  provide  for 
such  instruction,  is  doing  the  great  mis- 
chief of  checking  those  who  are  interested 
in  providing  it,°and  who  are  doing  so  in 
more  liberal,  and  in  much  better  ways. 
Our  manufacturers,  one  and  another,  are 
providing  for  technical  instruction,  each 
in  their  own  way,  many  of  them  most 
magnificently  ;  and  if  Parliament  would 
enable  the  Local  Authorities,  out  of  the 
rates  at  their  command  to  give  to  clever 
poor  children  the  means  of  profiting  by 
such  provisions,  they  would  be  doing 
great  practical  good.  I  believe  that  at 
this  moment  there  is  a  Bill  before  the 
other  House  attempting  to  amend  the 
unintelligible  Act  of  last  Session,  and  I 
am  afraid  the  noble  Marquess  is  only 
dealing  with  a  very  small  part  of  a  most 
important  subject,  for  the  Act  will  re- 
quire to  be  reconstructed  upon  an  entirely 
different  principle,  namely,  not  attempt- 
ing to  provide,  out  of  public  money, 
institutions  for  giving  technical  instruc- 
tion throughout  the  country,  but  to 
encourage  the  increase  of  existing  insti- 
tutions, and  to  enable  them  to  be  taken 
advantage  of  by  capable  youths  whose 
parents  cannot  afford  tho  education  which 
it  is  the  object  of  the  Act  to  secure. 
♦The  LORD  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  :  My 
Lords,  my  noble  Friend  has  given  so  very 
large  an  e?:pansion  of  the  questions  which 
the  noble  Marquess  has  put  to  me,  that 
he  almost  calls  upon  me  to  defend  the 
Act  which  now  exists.  I  was  not 
present  during  the  25  minutes  which, 
the  noble  Lord  says,  constituted  all  the 
time  that  was  devoted  in  this  House  to 


the  measure,  but  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  the  argument  which  has  been  ad- 
dressed to  your  Lordships  would  have  been 
much  better  employed  in  endeavouring 
to  prevent  the  Act  passing  at  all.  My 
noble  Friend  seems  to  think  that  this 
Act  was  passed  against  the  wishes  of  the 
manufacturers  and  those  interested  in 
technical  education.  So  far  from  that 
being  the  case,  it  was  on  account  of  the 
extraordinary  pressure  exerted  on  the  part 
of  those  interested  in  technical  education, 
and  the  manufacturers  throughout  the 
country,  that,  at  the  last  moment,  when 
all  hope  had  been  given  up  of  the  Bill 
being  passed,  that  it  was  forced  through 
Parliament.  That  was  on  account  of  the 
pressure  brought  to  bear  by  those  who 
were  interested  in  the  subject.  I  think 
my  noble  Friend  will  find  he  is  consider- 
ably mistaken  as  to  the  operation  of  this 
Act.  I  have  reason  to  suppose  that  ad- 
vantage is  being  taken  of  its  provisions. 
In  consequence  of  the  notice  he  has  given 
I  have  endeavoured  to  ascertain  what  is 
really  being  done,  and  I  shall  be  very 
happy,  when  I  have  got  the  fall  Returns, 
to  satisfy  my  noble  Friend  on  that 
subject.  Some  towns  have  adopted, 
and  others  are  preparing  to  adopt,  it,  and 
I  have  no  doabt  it  will  be  found  to  be 
easily  worked.  To  come  to  the  questions 
which  have  been  put  by  the  noble 
Marquess,  they  are  questions  which  no 
Department— certainly  not  the  Depart- 
ment under  my  control — can  possibly 
answer.  The  Act  of  Parliament  which 
has  been  passed  empowers  the  Local 
Authority,  if  it  thinks  fit,  to  supply,  or 
aid  the  supply,  of  technical  or  manual 
instruction  to  such  extent  and  upon  such 
terms  as  the  authority  may  think  expe- 
dient. That,  no  doubt,  enables  them  to 
negociate  with  the  managers  of  institu- 
tions, or  themselves,  to  supply  such  in- 
stitutions if  they  think  proper,  that  is  to 
say,  within  the  bounds  which  my  noble 
Friend  has  spoken  of  as  an  unlimited 
pressure  upon  the  rates.  The  Act  of 
Parliament  provides  that  the  whole 
pressure  upon  the  rates  shall  not  exceed 
Id.  in  the  £1,  and,  therefore,  there  is  no 
unlimited  expansion  at  all,  but  only  a 
limited  effort  permitted  to  Local  Authori- 
ties to  encourage  technical  education. 
My  noble  Friend  has  invited  me  to  give 
an  opinion  upon  this  matter,  but  I 
am  afraid  my  opinion  is  not  of  any 
great  value,  nor  could  it  be  taken  on  be- 
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half  of  the  Department,  because  I  have  no 
jurisdiction  in   the  matter.      The  only 
jurisdiction  given  to  the  Science  and  Art 
Department  is  upon  three  points.     That 
is  to  say,  if  the  Local  Authority  divides 
the    money    appropriated    to    technical 
instruction,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Depart- 
ment to  see  that  the  provisions  made  for 
the    purpose    under     the     section     are 
sufficient.     It  has  to  decide  whether  the 
schools   are    qualified  to  receive    such 
grants,  or  to  participate  in  them,  and  as 
to  the  amount  to  be  allotted  to  each  of 
the  schools  in  proportion  to  what  they 
are  doing;  'but  not  at  all  to  interfere 
upon  either  of  the  points  to  which  the 
noble  Marquess  has  called  attention.  He 
will  see,  by  reading  Section  1,  Sub-section 
D.,  that  it  is  made  clear  that  outside  the 
District      no      grant     can     be     made 
by    a    Local    Authority,  nor    is    there 
any     provision    in    the     Act,    whether 
for  giving  money  to  individuals  to  carry 
them  either  into  the  district  or  out  of  it. 
It  must  be  a  grant  to  a  society.     Even 
though   the  Local  Authority  may  not;  be 
qualified  to  establish  a  scholarship,  or  to 
take  the  steps  with  regard  to  instruction 
suggested  by  the  noble  Marquess,  yet  by 
agreemsnt  with  the  local  institutions  as 
to  the  money  they  will  grant,  it  seems 
to  me  these  things  might  be  easily  done. 
It  is    quite  obvious     that    the     Local 
Authority  can  assign  the  money  in  what- 
ever  way  it  pleases,  so  long  as  it  does 
not  infringe   upon     the   proper  use   of 
those  funds,  as  laid  down  in  the  Act  of 
Parliament,   but   if  it   chooses    to    em- 
ploy    the    money    in     scholarships,     I 
presume  it  could  do  so.     As  to  the  two 
Departments,  which     my  noble  Friend 
seems   to  think  gave  different  opinions, 
it  seems  to    me   they  gave   the  same 
opinion,  that  they  were  in  no  position 
to  give   an  opinion    at  all    upon   the 
questions     put     to    them.       Whatever 
opinion  I  may  have  formed  myself  upon 
the  matter  is  of  little  value,  because  the 
point  lies  outside  the  purview  of  the  De- 
partment over  which  I  have  the  honour  to 
preside.     The  Departments  could  give  no 
opinion,  inasmuch  as  the  legality  of  the 
application  of  local  funds  in  that  way  is 
open  to  argument,  and  as  the  point,  when 
raised,  must  go  before  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  auditor,  it  would  be  better 
for  the  Local  Authorities  to  take  legal  ad- 
vice before  giving  grants  for  the  purpose 
of  such  instruction.     If  I  were  to  give  an 
Viscount  Cranbrook 


opinion  upon  this  subject,  I  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that  it  would  not  be  of  any 
real  value,  and  that  it  would  not  help  the 
noble  Marquess  at  all.  I  think  all  noble 
Lords  who  have  held  office  in  the  public 
Departments  of  this  country,  will  agree 
that  it  is  not  the  duty  of  the  officials  of 
Departments  to  take  opinions  for  those 
outside,  where  the  Department  itself 
has  no  authority  to  intervene.  If  I  had 
authority  to  decide  these  questions,  it 
would  be  my  duty  to  take  the  opinion  of 
the  law  officers,  and  to  do  the  best  I 
could  to  form  a  judgment  upon  the  mat- 
ter. Bat  the  duty  lies  outside,  upon  the 
Local  Authority.  The  Local  Authority  runs 
the  risk  of  having  to  come  before  the 
auditor  of  a  Government  Department,  and, 
without  the  least  wish  to  interfere  with  the 
Local  Authorities,  we  must  call  upon 
them  to  protect  themselves,  from  a  legal 
point  of  view,  in  any  course  they  may 
think  proper  to  take.  I  say  that  the 
more  confidently  because  the  carrying  out 
of  this  Act  is  not  put  under  the  Depart- 
ment over  which  I  preside,  but  belongs 
rather  to  the  Local  Boards  who  are  called 
upon  to  administer  them. 

COMPANIES    (MEMORANDUM    OF 
ASSOCIATION)  BILL.— (No.  67.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of    the    Day    for  the   Second 
Beading  read. 

•Lord    BALFOUR   of    BURLEIGH: 

My  Lords,  in  moving  the  Second  Reading 

of  this  Bill,   I   shall  not  occupy  many 

minutes,  because  the  Bill  itself,  though 

of  considerable  importance,  is  not  of  great 

length,  and  will  not  require  very  much 
explanation.  Its  object  is  to  allow  a 
Limited  Company,  incorporated  under  the 
Limited  Liability  Acts,  to  alter  its 
Memorandum  of  Association  within 
certain  limits.  The  necessity  for  such  a 
measure  arises  from  the  difficulty  which 
is  experienced  in  getting  the  most 
necessary  alterations  made  in  a  Memo- 
randum of  Association  of  a  Limited 
Company,  even  when  the  share- 
holders are  unanimous.  Requests 
for  permission  to  make  such  alterations 
come,  from  time  to  time,  before  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  in  the  form  of 
Private  Bills,  because  it  is  only  by  the 
authority  of  Parliament  that  alterations 
in  the  Memorandum  of  a  Limited  Com- 


429     Companies  (Memorandum     {May  8,  1890}  of  Association)  Bill.         430 


pany  can  be  made,  with  some  slight  ex- 
ceptions. It  is,  of  course,  within  your 
Lordships1  knowledge,  that  to  get  an 
alteration,  a  very  simple  alteration,  per- 
haps, made  in  a  Memorandum  in  this 
way  is  both  expensive  and  troublesome. 
I  am  far  from  saying  there  should  not  be 
.some  trouble,  if  not  some  expense,  neces- 
sary before  an  alteration  should  be  per- 
mitted to  be  made  in  the  Memorandum 
of  Association  of  a  company,  which  in 
an  important  document  and  one  to  be 
treated  with  great  respect.  It  is  not  t ) 
be  lightly  altered,  or  altered  to  the  pre- 
judice of  those  who,  upon  the  faith  of  it, 
have  taken  shares  in  a  company.  But 
the  point  I  wish  to  put  before  your  Lord- 
ships is  that  the  present  state  of  matters 
imposes  undue  and  unnecessary  difficulty 
and  undue  and  unnecessary  expense  in 
getting  oven  the  simplest  alteration 
made  in  a  Memorandum  of  Assosciation. 
Now,  no  alteration  in  a  Memorandum 
of  Association  of  a  company  can  be  made 
except  as  provided  in  the  12th  section 
of  the  Companies'  Act,  1862.  The  provi- 
sions of  that  section  are  to  toe  following 
effect : — 

"That  if  any  Company  limited  by  shares 
desires  to -modify  the  conditions  contained  in 
its  Memorandum  of  Association  it  can  do  so 
if  authorised  by  its  regulations  as  originally 
framed  or  so  altered  by  special  resolution ;  but 
the  purposes  of  the  alterations  which  is  proposed 
to  be  mude  in  the  Memorandum  of  Association 
are  limited  to  the  following  matters :— * The 
capital  may  be  increased  either  by  the  issue  of 
new  shares,  or,  if  desired,  fully  paid-up  ehares 
may  be  converted  into  stock ;' " 

But  with  that  exception,  and  save 
as  therein  provided,  in  the  case  of 
change  of  name  no  alteration  can  be 
made  by  any  company  in  the  conditions 
contained  in  its  Memorandum  of  Associa- 
tion. It  is,  therefore,  the  law  at  the 
present  time  that  the  objects  of  a  com- 
pany, as  first  stated  in  its  Memorandum 
of  Association,  cannot  be  departed  from, 
except  as  I  have  mentioned.  In  other 
words,  the  Memorandum  of  Association 
is  the  charter  of  the  company,  and  no 
alteration  can  be  made  in  it,  however 
much  it  may  be  for  the  good  of  the 
company,  or  however  anxious  or  unani- 
mous tne  shareholders  may  be  in  their 
desire  to  effect  the  alteration.  My  Lords, 
I  may  be  allowed,  perhaps,  to  quote  two 
sentences,  one  from  the  judgment  of  the 
late  Lord  Cairns  in  giving  a  decision  in 
thifl    House    in    the  case  which  is  the 


leading  authority  in  these  matters,  where 
he  uses  these  words — 

"A  Memorandum  cannot  be  so  qualified  by 
the  articles  as  to  give  power  to  extend  or 
change  the  business  or  objects  of  the  company 
by  a  special  resolution ;  " 

and  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Lord  Sel- 
borne),  in  giving  judgment  in  the  same 
case,  said — 

"The  Memorandum  of  Association  is,  in  fact, 
the  fundamental  and,  except  iu  certain  specified 
particulars,  the  unalterable  law  of  the  com- 
pany which  id  incorporated  by  it.*' 

Now,  as  I  have  said,  if  it  is  necessary 
for    a     company    to     make    even    the 
simplest     alteration    in     its    Memoran- 
dum of  Association  it  often  happens  that 
the  expense   and  trouble  are  out  of  all 
proportion  to  the  valuo  of  the  alteration 
itself  or  the  benefit  to  be  obtained  by  it. 
This,  my  Lords,  is  not  a  new  matter.    It 
has  been  before  Parliament  on  a  previous 
occasion,     and     last     year     Parliament 
appointed  a    Joint    Committee  of   both 
Houses     to    consider    it.     That    Joint 
Committee     was    composed    of    Mem- 
bers     of      your       Lordships'      House 
and    of     the      House     of     Commons, 
whose  names  will,  I  am  sure,  command 
the  confidence  of  all.     From  this  House 
there  were  appointed  the  Lord  President 
Earl  Morley,  Lord  Herschell,  Karl  Craw- 
ford, and  Lord  Hillingdon ;  and  from  the 
other  House  Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  Bristowe, 
Mr.  Haldane,  Mr.  Raikes,  and  Sir  Horace 
Davey.      That     Committee    deliberated 
upon  the  matters  referred  to  it  and  re- 
ported unanimously  that  it  was  expedient 
power  should  be  given  to  companies  to 
alter    their   Memoranda    of  Association 
or  Articles  of  Association  within  certain 
limits,  which  they  described,  and  always 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  High  Court 
in    England    and  Ireland,    and,    if    in 
Scotland,  to  the  oonsent  of  the  Court  of 
Session.     My  Lords,  the  limits  which  the 
Select  Committee   recommended  should 
be  imposed  upon    alterations  are    that 
every  Member  of  a    company,  who  by 
himself  or  by  his  authorised  agent,  has 
expressed  dissent  from  such  resolution, 
at  any  meeting  held  for  passing  the  same, 
and  every  holder  of  debentures  or  de- 
benture stock,  or  any  class  of  persons 
whose  interests  will,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Court,  be  directly  affected  by  such 
power     to     alter     may    appear     before 
the  Court,  and  be  heard  in  regard  to 
sanction  being  given  to   th«»  Resolution. 
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which  has  been  passed.  The  Committee 
recommended  that  those  two  conditions 
.should  be  imposed  in  cases  of  alterations 
being  made.  The  first  is  that  where  the 
alteration  has  reference  to  the  object  of 
the  Memorandum  of  Association,  the  new 
object  shall  be  "cognate  "  or  "ancillary"  to 
the  present  objects  of  the  company ;  and 
the  second  recommendation  is  that  the 
application  for  the  proposed  alteration 
shall  be  based  upon  circumstances  which 
have  arisen  since  the  registration  of  the 
company.  In  the  main,  this  Bill  carries 
out  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee. You  will  find  in  the  1st  clause 
a  power  given  to  the  company  to  pass  a 
special  Resolution  for  altering  the 
provisions  of  its  Memorandum  of  Associa- 
tion. Before  that  alteration  can  take 
effect,  the  consent  of  the  High  Court  in 
England  and  Ireland,  and  in  Scotland  of 
the  Court  of  Session  must  be  obtained  ; 
and  before  that  consent  can  be  given  it 
is  necessary  that  the  Court  shall  be 
satisfied,  in  the  words  of  the  clause,  that 
the  new  or  extended  objects  are  cognate 
or  ancillary  to  the  objects,  or  some  of  the 
objects,  of  the  company  as  expressed  in 
its  Memorandum  of  Association.  I  think 
the  provision  will  commend  itself  to  your 
Lordships  that  the  alteration  shall  be  for 
kindred  objects  only ;  and  so  careful  have 
the  framers  of  the  Bill  been  to  accept 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
that  they  have  taken  them  exactly  in 
the  words  in  which  the  Committee  gave 
them.  My  Lords,  I  should  be  perfectly 
willing  that  the  words  of  this  section 
should  be  carefully  scrutinised  in  Com- 
mittee, and  I  should  hope  that 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  who  was  Chair- 
man of  that  Committee  (Lord  Herschell), 
will  be  able  to  guide  us  as  to  whethor 
the  proviso  as  to  the  extension  of  powers 
being  for  "cognate"  or  "ancillary "objects 
is  sufficiently  legal  phraseology  to  be 
adopted  in  the  Bill  and  passed  into  an 
Act  without  some  words  of  limitation  or 
explanation  ensuing  upon  them.  But 
as  the  Committee  was  a  joint  one  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  the  object  has 
been  to  adhere  as  strictly  as  possible  to 
the  language  of  the  recommendations  of 
that  Committee;  and  in  the  form  in 
which  I  now  present  it  to  your  Lord- 
ships it  has  passed  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  after  careful  scrutiny  in  the 
Grand  Committee.  Then,  my  Lords, 
the  other  provisions  in  the  Bill  are  that 
Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh^ 


sufficient  notice  shall  be  given  to  every 
holder  of  Debentures  and  to  every  credi- 
tor that  changes  are  proposed,  and  that 
they  shall  have  the  right  to  appear  and 
object  before  the  Court.  The  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Committee  that  the  application 
shall  be  based  on  circumstances  which 
have  arisen  since  the  registration  of  the 
company  was  placed  in  the  Bill  when  it 
was  before  tho  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, but  was  deleted  in  its  passage 
through  that  House  because  it  was 
thought  that  the  expression  was  too 
vague  to  be  a  real  safeguard,  and  that,  on 
the  whole,  it  was  better  that  it  should 
not  be  made  permanently  the  law. 
There  is  one  other  clause  in  the  Bill  upon 
which  I  think  it  necessary  to  say  a  few 
words,  and  that  is  the  2nd  clause  as 
to  giving  certain  powers.  That  is  a 
clause  which  was  introduced  into  the 
Bill  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  the  object,  as  I  understand  it,  is  to 
supply  power  to  make  new  alterations, 
in  a  Memorandum  of  Association,  which 
would  remain  impossible  after  the  passing 
of  this  Bill  if  that  power  were  not  given 
I  venture  to  think  it  is  right  that  the 
power  which  is  given  in  this  clause 
should  be  given,  though  not  perhapsv 
exactly  in  the  words  in  which  it  now 
stands.  The  clause  has  not  been  framed 
by  the  Board  of -Trade;  it  was  inserted,, 
as  I  have  said,  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  and  I  think  the  wording  of 
it  will  require  to  be  somewhat  carefully 
examined  in  Grand  Committee  of  this 
House  if  your  Lordships  are  willing  to 
give  the  Bill  a  Second  Reading  and  to 
refer  it  to  the  Committee.  I  think  one- 
change  which  may  be  required  in  it  may 
be  tljat  the  alterations  dealt  with  in 
the  2nd  schedule  should,  like  the 
other  alterations,  be  made  only  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Court,  and  after  full 
opportunity  has  tieen  given  to  those  inter- 
ested  of  being  heard.  I  think  in  that  or 
in  some  other  way  that  section  may  be 
amended  so  as  to  bring  it  into  harmony 
with  the  other  provisions  of  the  BilL 
I  do  not  know  that  any  other  point 
requires  discussion  at  this  stage.  If  your 
Lordships  will  give  the  Bill  a  Second 
Reading,  I  propose  to  refer  it  in  the  usual 
way  to  one  of  the  Committees  for  con- 
sideration. As  there  are  many  Members- 
of  the  House  who  are  better  qualified  to 
judge  of  the  legal  aspects  of  the  measure 
than  I  can  hope  to  be,  I  trust  they  will 
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give  it  their  attention.  My  Lords,  I 
beg  to  move  the  Second  Beading  of  the 
Bill. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  My  Lords,  with 
regard  to  the  main  object  of  this  Bill,  I 
have  only  to  add  a  few  words  upon  one 
point  with   regard   to   what  tho  noble 
Lord     who    has     moved    the     Second 
Beading    has  said,  that   it  carries  out 
the      recommendations     of     the    Joint 
Committee  of  last  Session  with  an  excep- 
tion which  I  have  no  objection  to.     It 
has,  indeed,  been  suggested  by  many  of 
those  who  are  in  favour  of  the  objects  of 
this  Bill  that  it  might  be  desirable  to 
give  an  alternative  for  the   procedure 
under  the  Bill,  and  that  there  are  many 
cases  in  which  the  Board  of  Trade  might 
very  well  deal  with  the  matter  instead 
of  its  being  left  to  the  Court ;  that  the 
application  to  the  Court  involves  con- 
siderable expense  and  delay,  and,  there- 
fore,  that  you  might  give  an  alternative 
power  of  applying  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
unless  they  thought  it  was  a  case  which 
ought   to  be  referred  to  the   Court.     I 
think  that  is  a  suggestion  worthy  of  con- 
sideration ;  but,  of  course,  it  would  be  an 
important  change  which,  as  it  has  only 
been  recently   suggested,   I  am  not  at 
present  prepared   to  advocate.     Still,  I 
think  it  worthy  of  consideration.     The 
only  other  clause  to  which  I  need  refer 
is  that  which  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
has  mentioned.     I  do  not  think  those 
who  framed  the  Bill  can  fully  have  fore- 
seen all  the  results  which  will  flow  from 
it,  because,  as  it  is  worded,  it  would  give 
an   interested    majority  of    the    share- 
holders power  to  prefer  themselves  by  a 
special   resolution,   because  they  might 
be  able  to  carry  the  requisite   number 
with  them,  both  as  regards  the  payment 
of  dividends    and    the    repayment    of 
capital.     For  example,  as  far  as  I  can 
see,  supposing  you  had  Preference  shares 
and    Ordinary    shares    in    a    company, 
and    the    Ordinary    shareholders   could 
obtain     a     majority     of     three-fourths, 
which  would  not  be  an  impossible  case, 
they    might    give    themselves    a    pre*- 
ference  over  the  Preferred  shareholders, 
because    the    Bill     provides    that    any 
company     may,    by    special    resolution, 
affix  preference  in  payment  of  dividends 
to  any    of    its  shares.     Of  course,  that 
could  not  have  been  intended,  and  it  is 
obvious  that  that  clause  will  need  some 
limitation.     I  am  not  sure  that  I  quite 


understand  the  exact  class  of  cases  which 
it  is  intended  to  provide  for.  Perhaps,  if 
I  understood  that  more  fully,  it  would 
be  easier  to  suggest  the  necessary 
qualification  ;  but  as  the  clause  at  present 
stands,  its  scope,  I  think,  is  wider  than 
can  have  been  intended  by  those  who* 
introduced  it  into  the  measure. 

♦The  Earl  of  MORLEY  :  I  am  ex- 
tremely glad  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  been  able  to  introduce  this. 
Bill.  I  think  the  object  in  view  is  a 
very  desirable  one,  and  the  Bill  will  re- 
lieve Parliament  from  the  necessity 
of  passing  extremely  anomalous  and 
inconvenient  Bills.  As  the  noble  Lord 
who  moved  the  Bill  has  informed  your 
Lordships  under  the  present  law  with 
regard  to  companies,  their  memoranda 
are  unalterable,  except  in  certain  de- 
fined cases,  and  the  only  way  in 
which  a  Limited  Company,  not  a 
Parliamentary  Company,  has  of  doing  so, 
is  by  a  private  Bill  introduced  into  Parlia- 
ment. The  inconvenience  of  that  has 
been  felt  for  many  years,  and  I  think  the 
House  will  agree  that  it  is  extremely 
undesirable  that  Parliament  should  in- 
terfere, except  where  absolutely  neces- 
sary,  with  regard  to  Public  Companies, 
which  are  not  Parliamentary  Companies. 
The  whole  jurisdiction  over  Joint  Stock 
Companies  is  with  the  Courts  of  Law, 
and  not  with  Parliament ;  and  I  am 
extremely  glad  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  introduced  a  Bill 
which  will  extend  that  jurisdiction  under 
certain  well-defined  conditions  to  the  altera- 
tion of  Memoranda  of  Association  of  such 
companies.  I  am  also  glad  to  find  that  the 
noble  Lord  who  moved  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill  and  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  behind  me  have  called  attention  to- 
'Clause  2  of  the  Bill.  I  think  the  clause 
as  it  at  present  stands  would  be  ex- 
tremely dangerous,  to  say  the  least  of  it  ; 
and  I  hope  it  will  be  thoroughly  con- 
sidered in  Committee  before  any  such 
power  is  given  to  companies.  At 
any  rate,  I  would  suggest  that  such 
.power  should  not  be  given  as  to- 
capital  orshares  at  present  issued.  It 
might  be  possible,  as  in  railway  legisla- 
tion, that  power  should  be  given  to 
divide  capital  into  Preferential  and 
Deferred  when  a  certain  amount  of  it 
has  been  paid  up ;  but  that  is  a  matter 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House  jp 
Committee.     I  would  also  suggest,  for 
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the  noble  Lord's  consideration,  whether 
it  might  not  be  possible  to,  in  some 
directions,  extend  the  scope  of  this  Bill, 
and  under  the  same  restrictions  as  are 
imposed  where  a  Memorandum  of  Asso- 
ciation is  to  be  altered ;  whether  it 
would  not  be  well  to  give  power  to 
amalgamate  companies.  Occasionally 
Private  Bills  are  introduced  for  this 
purpose,  and  I  think  it  might  be  well 
here  to  give  powers  to  do  that  in  the 
High  Court  There  are  one  or  two 
other  small  matters  for  comment,  but 
they  are  rather  for  Committee  than 
for  the  House;  but  the  Bill  itself,  as 
the  noble  Lord  has  stated,  is  in  strict 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Joint  Committee  of  last  year,  and  I 
sincerely  hope  it  will  become  law  during 
the  present  Session. 

♦Lobii  BR  AM  WELL :  I  am  not  going 
to  say  a  word  against  the  intention 
of  this  Bill,  but  I  desire  to  make 
one  or  two  remarks  upon  it.  It  is 
a  strong  measure  that  when  a  man 
enters  into  a  particular  business  he 
should  be  made  a  partner  in  another. 
A  man  enters  into  partnership 
with  a  number  of  people,  the  form  of 
the  partnership  being  a  Limited  Liability 
Company.  That  partnership  is  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  on  a  particular 
business,  and  the  proposal  of  this  Bill  is 
that  power  shall  be  given  to  make  him 
a  partner  in  a  different  concern, 
that  is  to  say,  in  the  old  business  that  he 
had  agreed  to  join,  with  such  addition 
to  it  as  the  majority  of  the  shareholders 
may  desire,  and  which  the  Court  may 
think  reasonable.  Now  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  is  really  rather  a  strong 
measure.  A  man  is  to  be  made  against 
his  consent  a  partner  in  a  business  which 
he  may  dislike  very  much,  which  may 
be  opposed  to  his  own  particular  interests, 
and  which  may  possibly  go  against  his 
conscience,  for  it  may  be  that  the  ad- 
ditional business  is  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors,  or  what  not,  which  he  may 
object  to.  Now  I  do  think,  whatever 
may  be  his  reason  for  objecting,  that  a 
man  should  be  enabled  to  get  out  of  the 
new  partnership ;  he  should  not  be  com- 
pelled to  be  a  partner  in  a  business 
which  he  had  rather  have  nothing  to  do 
with.  It  is  true  that  the  Court  has 
power  to  grant  it  in  such  terms  as  may 
be  thought  fit ;  but  the  Court,  for  any- 
thing I  know,  might  not  accede  to  this 
Tlie  Earl  of  Morley 


sort  of  objection  which  I  am  now  taking  : 
that  would  be  wrong,  and  we  should 
not  give  the  Court  the  power  of  doing 
wrong.  Your  Lordships  may  think  it  a 
reasonable  thing  that  a  man  should 
be  at  liberty  to  get  out  of  the  new 
business,  and  perhaps  the  noble  Lord 
who  has  charge  of  this  Bill  will  take 
that  into  his  consideration.  It  may  be 
said  he  can  get  out  because  he  can  sell 
his  shares.  But  perhaps  he  cannot  sell, 
because  there  may  be  no  market  for  them, 
or  they  may  be  worth  less  than  nothing, 
I  think  there  should  be  some 
provision  made  by  which  a  dissentient 
partner  should  be  at  liberty  to  retire 
from  the  firm.  That  is  one  matter  which 
I  wish  to  suggest  for  the  noble  Lord's 
consideration.  The  other  matter  is  this : 
I  do  not  find  any  procedure  laid  down  in 
the  Bill  for  making  application  to  the 
Court.  I  do  not  see  what  step  is  to  be 
taken  for  that  purpose,  whether  any 
summons  is  .to  be  issued,  whether  any 
notices  are  to  be  served,  or  whether  there 
is  to  be  any  advertisement.  Perhaps  the 
noble  Lord  will  think  it  right  that  there 
should  be  some  arrangement  made  about 
that  matter  also.  I  have  only  one  word 
more  to  say,  my  Lords,  and  that  is  that  I 
entirely  concur  in  the  criticism  which 
has  been  passed  by  everybody  upon 
Clause  2.  It  is  impossible  in  reason  that 
it  can  stand  as  it  does. 

Bill  read  2a  (according  to  order). 

•Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH  :  In 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  General  Bills  I  should  like 
to  explain,  with  the  view  of  endeavour- 
ing to  meet  what  has  been  suggested  at 
this  stage,  that  I  have  entered  into  com- 
munications with  the  noble  Lords 
who  are  Chairmen  of  Committees, 
and  it  has  been  explained  to  me  that  the 
Committee  on  Law  has  four  or  five 
Bills  before  it,  while  the  Committee 
on  General  Bills  has  scarcely  any, 
and  that,  after  all,  this  matter 
is  in  great  part  of  a  general  nature,  as 
well  as  partaking  of  the  nature  of  a  legal 
measure.  If  it  is  thought  that  the 
Committee  on  General  Bills  is  not  strong 
enough  in  legal  talent,  I  would  venture 
to  suggest  that  one  or  two  of  the  legal 
Members  of  the  House  should  be  added 
to  that  Committee,  rather  than  that  all 
the  Bills  of  a  legal  nature  should  be 
concentrated  in  the  Committee  on  law, 
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which,  would  cause  an  amount  of  delay 
and  the  inconvenience  which  the  other 
course  would  prevent. 

Lord  HEBSCHELL:    I  quite  agree 

with  the  noble  Lord,  as  to  this  Bill  being 

one  upon  which  legal  opinion  may  well 

be  brought  to  bear ;  but  the  fact  is,  that 
that  may  be  said  of  so  many  Bills  that  it 

is  difficult  to  discriminate  between  those 
that  must  go  to  the  Law  Committee  and 
those  that  may  go  to  the  Committee  on 
General  Bills.  We  should  endeavour,  as 
far  as  possible,  I  think,  to  distribute  the 
work  of  the  House  between  the  two 
Committees,  and  to  avoid  throwing  it  all 
upon  one.  This,  after  all,  is  really  a 
matter  of  trade,  and  the  legal  opinion  is 
only  wanted  to  assist  in  putting  it  in 
proper  form.  I  think  the  difficulty 
might  be  got  over  by  adding  some  of  the 
legal  Members  of  the  House  to  the 
Committee  on  General  Bills  for  the 
purpose  of  this  Bill  being  considered 
there,  the  General  Committee  having 
certainly  more  leisure  at  present  than 
the  Law  Committee. 


by  Landseer. 


438 


Bill  committed  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  General  Bills. 

SALE  OF  PICTURES  BY  LANDSEER. 

♦The  Earl  of  WEMYSS :  Before  your 
Lordships  adjourn,  I  desire  to  mention 
an  urgent  matter  of  which  I  was  unable 
to  give  notice.  I  wish  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Prime  Minister  to  a  sale  of  pictures  and 
objects  of  art  which  commences  on 
Saturday  next.  Among  those  works  of 
art  are  some  pictures  or  studies  of  game, 
live  and  dead,  and  of  other  animals  by 
Sir  Edwin  Landseer.  They  were  done 
when  he  was  at  his  best,  sjme  40  years 
ago,  when  he  was  a  great  friend  of,  and 
lived  so  much  with,  Mr.  Wells  of  that 
period.  I  venture  to  say,  my  Lords,  that 
these  works  are  unequal  ed  in  their 
beauty ;  there  has  been  nothing  like  them 
at  any  former  time,  and  I  do  not  think 
there  will  be  anything  superior  to  them 
at  any  time  to  come.  They  bave  all  the 
minuteness  and  accuracy  of  photographs, 
but  having  infused  into  the  photography 
the  living  genius  of  that  great  artist. 
The  coloring  is  seen  as  through  his 
poetical  eye — the  coloring  of  nature. 
My  Lords,  I  do  not  propose  to  discourse 
on  the  merits  of  Sir  Edwin  L  indseer ; 


but  I  will  only  say  that  in  1885,  when  I 
had  the  honour  of  being  sent  to  the  Paris 
International  Exhibition  as  one  of  the 
British  Jurors,  the  gold  medal  was  on 
that  occasion  unanimously  given  to  Sir 
Edwin  Landseer  as  representing  the  high- 
est form,  as  the  judges  considered,  of 
British  art.  I  think  it  would  be  a  thousand 
pities  if  these  pictures  should  not  be 
purchased  for  the  British  nation.  They 
are  18  in  number,  and  it  might  not  be 
thought  necessary  to  buy  them  all 
perhaps.  The  pictures  in  the  National 
Gallery  consist,  at  present,  of  what  are 
called  the  "  Old  Masters."  It  is,  perhaps, 
rash  of  me  to  give  an  opinion ;  but  having 
seen  many  of  the  great  Picture  Galleries 
of  Europe,  I  believe  that  the  collection 
of  Old  Masters  in  the  National  Gallery  of 
Great  Britain,  is  already  the  finest  any- 
where. I  think  we  might  now  very 
well  stop  purchasing  Old  Masters,  and 
that  when  the  occasion  arises  we  might 
endeavour  to  add  what  is  so  much 
wanting  in  our  National  Collection, 
examples  of  the  British  School  of  past 
art.  I  venture  to  think  this  is  so 
favourable  an  opportunity  for  doing  so 
that  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
Prime  Minister  to  that  matter ;  and  I  am 
perfectly  certain,  from  what  I  have 
heard  stated  of  these  pictures,  that  their 
purchase  would  give  immense  satisfaction 
to  all  who  are  interested  in  art  in  this 
country.  I  would  urge  any  of  your 
Lordships  who  may  be  able  to  take  the 
opportunity  presented  to  you  before  the 
sale  to  go  and  see  these  beautiful  works 
of  Landseer,  which  are  now  being 
exhibitad  with  other  objects  of  art. 

The     Marquess*    op     SALISBURY  : 

This   is   rather   an   unusual    subject  of 

deliberation    for    your    Lordships.     My 

noble  Friend  only  gave  me  an  intimation 
of  his  intention  to  bring  forward  this 
matter  as  1  entered  the  House.  I  have 
not,  therefore,  been  able  to  obtain  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  any 
statement  as  to  those  considerations  of  a 
mora  vulgar  and  prosaic  character  which, 
unfortunately,  must  be  taken  into  account 
in  deciding  upon  this  question.  I  will,  how- 
ever, bring  the  matter  before  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  and  the  Government  will 
form  such  decision  as  the  circumstances 
seem  to  direct.  But  I  hope  the  effect  of 
my  noble  Friend's  passionate  and  striking 
eulogy,  uttered  in  the  presence  of  several 
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people  who  are  qnite  competent  to  bay 
these  pictures  themselves,  will  be  to 
ensure  a  large  attendance  at  the  sale  for 
the  purchase  of  all  the  pictures  for  the 
purpose  of  being  presented  to  the  na- 
tion. 


BILLS  OF  SALES  BILL.— {No.  51.) 

House  in  Committee  (on  Re-commit- 
ment) (according  to  order)  ;  Bill  reported 
without  amendment ;  and  to  be  read  3a 
To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes  before 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


and  the  Colonies. 


QUESTIONS. 


440 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thursday,  8th  May,  1890. 


BANKRUPTCY  RECEIVING  ORDERS. 
Return  ordered — 

"  Showing  the  number  of  Receiving  Orders 
in  the  High  Court  during  the  three  months 
ended  the  a  1st  day  of  December,  1889,  and  in 
12  Count*  Courts  curing  the  six  months  ended 
the  81st  day  of  December,  1880,  the  total  num- 
ber of  Creditors  appearing  in  the  Debtors'  state- 
ments of  Affairs  ac  various  amounts,  and  the 
Amount  of  Liabilities." — {Mr.  Chamberlain.) 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (TONNAGE.) 

Return  ordered — 

"  Showing  in  detail  how  the  present  gross 
measurements  of  the  Steamships  Anglesey  and 
Duchess  of  Sutherland  have  been  arrived  at, 
and  the  deductions  and  allowances  by  which 
these  gross  measurements  have  been  brought 
down  to  net  registers  of  143  tons  and  180  tons 
respectively,  under  the  provisions  of  'The 
Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Act,  1889/  "— 
{Mr.  T.  W.  Austell.) 

PUBLIC  INCOME  AND   EXPENDITURE. 

Return  ordered — 

"  Of  Public  Income  and  Expenditure  for  the 
year  ending  the  31st  day  of  March,  1890,  in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper  No.  305, 
of  Session  1889)."—  {M r.  Henry  H.  Fowler.) 

INCOME  TAX  ASSESSMENTS. 

Return  ordered — 

"  Of  the  number  of  Assessments  to  the  In- 
come Tax  for  the  year  ending  the  5th  day  of 
April,  1889  (in  the  same  Classes  and  up  the 
same  Amounts  as  stated  in,  and  in  continuation 
of,  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  234,  of  Session 
1886)."— {Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler.) 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


THE  MACCLESFIELD   SAVINGS  BANK. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  what  decision  has  been 
arrived  at  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  as  to 
the  retention  in  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace  of  the  names  of  Mr.  P.  J.  Eaton 
and  Mr.  Thomas  Stringer,  after  the  re- 
marks of  the  Commissioner  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  affairs  of  the  Maccles- 
field Trustee  Savings  Bank,  in  his  Report 
to  the  Treasury,  pages  xxxv.  and  xxxviii.  ? 

•The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosches,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  The   Lord  Chancellor 

has  had  the  evidence  taken  by  the  Com- 
missioners under  his  consideration.  In 
neither  instance  does  it  disclose  any  mis- 
conduct in  the  office  of  Justice  of  the 
Peace ;  and  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  not 
satisfied  that  it  establishes  such  a  case 
as  would  justify  the  extreme  measure  of 
removing  the  names  of  these  gentlemen 
from  the  Commission  of  the  Peace. 

POSTAGE  RATES  TO  INDIA  AND 
THE    COLONIES. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
what  would  be  the  estimated 
additional  loss  to  the  Revenue 
of  the  reduction  of  the  postage  rates  to 
India  and  the  British  Colonies  from  5d. 
and  6d.  to  Id.  instead  of  2£d.,  as  proposed 
by  him? 

•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge) : 
The  loss  to  the  Imperial  Revenue  by 
reducing  the  postage  of  letters  to  India 
and  the  Colonies  to  Id.  instead  of  2£d., 
as  proposed,  is  estimated  at  £180,000  a 
year ;  and  that  loss,  I  may  add,  would  be 
in  addition  to  the  loss  which  is  at  present 
sustained  by  the  expenditure  on  Ocean 
Mail  Services  being  very  largely  in 
excess  of  the  postage  rates  charged  to 
the  public. 

•Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  include  in  that 
£180,000  a  year  the  loss  on  carrying 
letters  to  Canada  ? 

•Mr.  RAIKES :  Yes  ;  the  Estimate 
covers  the  whole  of  the  colonies. 
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Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  :  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man take  into  account  any  possible 
extension  of  the  number  of  letters  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES :  I  cannot  answer  that 
question. 

♦Mr.  CHILDERS :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  a  Return  showing  how 
the  reduction  to  Id.  would  affect  the 
different  colonies  and  dependencies  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES :  All  I  can  say  is  that 
the  sum  I  have  given  would  cover  the 
estimated  loss,  including  all  the 
colonies. 

Mr.  SUMMERS:  Is  the  £180,000 in 
addition  to  the  loss  now  sustained  in 
connection  with  the  Postal  Service  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES :  It  is  estimated  that 
the  present  loss  upon  the  Colonial  Postal 
Service  amounts  to  £254,000  a  year,  or 
rather  more  than  £250,000,  and  the 
reduction  to  Id.  would  increase  that  loss 
by  £180,000  a  year  more. 

THE  MAHARANI  OP  REWAH. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  yet  received  the  Memorial  of  H.H. 
the  Barhi  Chandalin,  Maharani  of 
Rewah,  and  if  he  can  state  its  prayer ; 
whether  any  reply  has  been  sent  thereto, 
and  to  what  effect ;  and  whether  he  will 
lay  the  Papers  relating  thereto  upon  the 
Table  of  this  House  ? 

♦The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
for  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham) : 
No,  Sir ;  no  Memorial  from  the  Maha- 
rani of  Rewah  has  been  transmitted 
from  the  Government  of  India  to  the 
Secretary  of  State.  N 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  a  Memorial, 
dated  23rd  January,  1890,  has  been 
reported  by  the  Government  of  India  as 
having  been  received  by  them  ? 

♦Sir  J.  GORST :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  told  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  about  two  months 
ago. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that,  in  consequence  of  the  answer 
of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State, 
unless  this  Memorial,  a  copy  of 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  comes  very 
soon  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  I  shall  avail 
myself  of  the  opportunity  of  bringing 
the  matter  before  the  House. 
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Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  whether  the  attention 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  has  been 
called  to  the  following  statement  which 
appeared  in  the  Times  of  the  21st 
April : — 

"  On  Lord  Reay's  departure  from  Bombay, 
at  the  moment  of  embarkation,  the  Municipal 
Council  presented  a  farewell  address.  His 
Lordship,  in  replying,  said  that  during  his  five 
years  period  of  office  his  object  had  been  to 
carry  out  strictly  the  principle  of  Her  Majesty's 
Proclamation,  which  was  the  Magna  Charta  of 
the  humblest  labourer  no  less  than  the  noblest 
Chief  in  the  land,  and  that  when  what  he  con- 
sidered a  grave  departure  from  those  principles 
was  ordered  from  England  he  at  once  tendered 
his  resignation ; " 

and  whether  Lord  Reay  did,  in  fact, 
tender  his  resignation ;  and,  if  so,  why 
snch  resignation  was  not  accepted  1 

*Sni  J.  GORST :  The  Secretary  of  State 
has  seen  the  statement  in  the  Times,  but 
cannot  believe  that  Lord  Reay's  speech 
has  been  accurately  reported,  as  Lord 
Reay,  whatever  may  have  been  his  in- 
tentions, did  not,  in  fact,  tender  his 
resignation. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH :  Has  not  a  Des- 
patch reached  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
connection  with  Lord  Reay's  action  con- 
cerning the  Mamlatdars ;  and,  if  so,  why 
has  it  not  been  included  in  the  Papers 
laid  before  the  House  ? 

*Sm  J.  GORST  :  No,  Sir ;  no  Despatch 
which  could  be  construed  into  a  tender 
of  resignation  on  the  part  of  Lord  Reay 
has  reached  the  Secretary  of  State. 

DUTY  ON  AERATED  WATERS. 

Mb.  WATTT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  imposing  a  duty  of 
6d.  per  dozen  upon  lemonade,  soda, 
and  other  aerated  waters  containing  a 
per-centage  of  alcohol,  which  it  is  esti- 
mated would  produce  a  return  of  not 
less  than  £1,000,000  sterling  per 
annum  1 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  think  the  hon. 
Member,  since  he  originally  put  this 
question,  has  added  the  words  "con- 
taining a  per-centage  of  alcohol."  Very 
few  of  these  beverages,  if  any,  contain  a 
per-centage  of  alcohol,  and  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  discover  any  calculation  by  which 
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they  could  reach  the  sum  of  £1,000,000 
sterling.  I  do  not  see  mj  way  to  impose 
a  tax  on  aerated  waters. 

THE  ORDNANCE  SURVEY. 

Mb.  ERASER-MACKINTOSH  (Inver- 
nessshire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  whether  the 
graduated  increase  of  pay  formerly  en  joyed 
by  the  men  employed  on  the. Ordnance 
Survey  was  suddenly  stopped  about  three 
years  ago  by  a  new  scheme  of  the  Director 
General ;  whether  this  scheme  has  never 
been  made  known  to  those  primarily 
interested ;  whether  the  scheme  has  been 
sanctioned  by  the  Treasury;  and 
whether  he  will  lay  a  Copy  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD 
op  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) :  The  pay  of 
civil  assistants  and  temporary  civil 
assistants  on  the  Ordnance  Survey 
is  regulated  by  the  Minute  affecting 
the  pay  and  promotion  of  the  civil 
members  of  the  establishment  of  the 
Topographical  Survey,  which  was  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  on  July  2,  1872, 
and  by  subsequent  Treasury  Orders. 
The  graduated  increase  of  pay  for- 
merly enjoyed  by  the  men  employed 
on  the  Ordnance  Survey,  I  am  in- 
formed, was  not  suddenly  stopped 
about  three  years  ago  by  a  new  scheme. 
No  new  scheme  of  pay  has  been  in- 
troduced. The  system  of  the  Ordnance 
Survey  Department  is,  and  always  has 
been,  to  give  increased  pay  for  increased 
efficiency  combined  with  length  of  ser- 
vice. The  question  apparently  alludes 
to  a  confidential  Circular  which  was 
issued  in  1888,  with  a  view  to  securing 
greater  uniformity  in  the  practice  of 
division  officers  in  the  field  and  at  head- 
quarters with  regard  to  recommendations 
for  increases  of  pay.  As  this  Circular 
made  no  alteration  in  the  system  of  pay 
approved  by  the  Treasury  and  the  Office 
of  Works  it  was  not  necessary  to  submit 
it  for  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury.  I 
am  afraid  that  I  cannot  lay  a  copy  of  a 
confidential  Departmental  Circular  on 
the  Table  of  the  House.  It  would  be 
quite  unusual  to  do  so. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Is  the  Irish  Da- 
partment  of  the  Ordnance  Survey  also 
under  the  control  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ? 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  Yes,  Sir. 
Mr.  Goschen 


RAILWAY  ACCIDENT  AT  CARLISLE. 

Mb.  RANDELL  (Glamorgan,  Gower)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  the  train  which  met 
with  the  accident  at  Carlisle  on  the  3rd 
March  last,  was  worked  on  the  trip  or 
contract  system  of  working  passengers 
and  goods  trains ;  and  whether  he  will 
grant  facilities  to  inquire  •  into  that 
system  of  working  trains  on  those  rail- 
ways where  it  has  been  adopted  ? 
♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
op  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.)  :  I  have  been  informed  by 
the  Company  that  the  train  which  met 
with  the  accident  was  worked  on  the 
trip  system,  and  they  explain  that 
under  this  system  150  miles  travelled 
with  an  express  train  entitles  both 
driver  and  fireman  to  a  day's  pay.  This 
distance  was  covered  by  the  train  in 
question  in  about  3£  hours.  I  am 
informed  that  the  system  has  been  in 
use  for  25  years  and  found  to  work  well. 
I  do  not  see  any  sufficient  reason  for 
directing  any  inquiry. 

DOCK  AT   GIBRALTAR   AND    BOMBAY. 

Admiral  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he  can 
state  what  progress  is  being  made  in  the 
arrangements  for  the  construction  of  the 
dry  docks  at  Gibraltar  and  Bombay  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex,  Ealing) :  A  small  Committee  are 
now  considering  various  questions  in 
connection  with  the  construction  of  a 
dock  at  Gibraltar,  and  I  hope  that  before 
the  close  of  the  financial  year  the  work 
may  be  in  hand.  The  question  of  the 
construction  of  a  dock  at  Bombay  out  of 
Imperial  funds  has  been  postponed  for 
the  present,  owing  to  the  extraordinary 
demands  upon  the  Exchequer  in  respect 
of  other  works  of  urgent  importance.  I 
am,  however,  glad  to  add  that  a  dock  is 
in  course  of  construction  by  the  Port 
Trust,  which  will  be  500ft.  in  length 
and  capable  of  accommodating  any  but 
the  largest  ironclads. 

Admiral  MAYNE :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  when  the  Admiralty  Vote 
comes  on  I  will  raise  the  question 
whether  or  not  the  Admiralty  is  respon- 
sible for  providing  adequate  dock  accom- 
modation. 
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Mb.  WILLIAM  M'ARTHUR  (Corn- 
wall, Mid,  St.  Austell)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  the 
revision  of  the  Upper  Grade,  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  Civil  Service,  in  accor- 
dance with  the  recommendation  of  the 
Royal  Commission  is  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government  ;  whether 
four  vacancies  in  the  War  Office,  two 
arising  from  death,  one  from  retirement, 
and  one  from  the  recent  promotion  of 
Mr.  Englebach  to  a  Commissionership  of 
Customs,  have  lately  been  filled  up ; 
whether,  previous  to  the  transfer  of  Mr. 
Englebach  to  the  Customs,  a  decision  had 
been  arrived  at  that  his  post  at  the  War 
Office  should  be  abolished,  and  whether 
in  fact  it  has  been  abolished ;  whether 
four  vacancies  in  the  Statistical  Depart- 
ment of  the  Customs  have  occurred  since 
Jannary  1888,  two  arising  from  deaths 
and  two  from  retirement,  and  are  not  yet 
filled  up,  whereby  all  promotion  in  the 
Office  has  been  stopped  for  over  two 
years  ;  and  what  reason  there  is  that  the 
clerks  in  one  Department  should  receive 
different  treatment  from  those  in  another 
Department  of  the  Service,  before  a 
definite  decision  on  the  question  of 
revision  has  been  arrived  at  ? 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  Treasury,  in 
their  Minute  of  August  10  last,  laid 
down  the  principles  upon  which  they 
proposed  to  apply  the  recommendations 
of  the  Royal  Commission  with  regard  to  the 
upper  establishment  of  the  Civil  Service, 
and  they  are  acting  on  those  principles 
now.  The  establishment  of  the  War  Office 
is  under  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 
Four  vacancies  have  taken  place  in  the 
Statistical  Department  of  the  Customs 
since  January,  1888.  A  Departmental 
Committee  reported  in  favour  of  reduc- 
tion of  the  number  of  clerks  on  the 
upper  establishment  in  that  Department, 
and  that  recommendation  tallied  with  the 
general  recommendation  of  the  Royal 
Commission  in  favour  of  reduction  in  the 
numbers  of  the  upper  establishment  in 
the  Service.  The  constitution  of  the 
Statistical  Department  is  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Treasury  and  the  Board 
of  Customs ;  but  if  reductions  of  establish- 
ment are  to  be  carried  out  there  must 
undoubtedly  be  some  stoppage    in  pro- 


motions. I  am  not  aware  that  there  is 
any  difference  in  the  treatment  of  clerks 
in  different  Departments  ;  neither  should 
I  be  able  to  accept  the  natural  deduction 
from  the  hon.  Member's  question,  namely, 
that  clerks  in  a  Public  Office  have  a  vested 
right  to  promotion,  although  reductions 
in  that  Office  may  be  under  consideration 

COURT    MARTIALS. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  had  intended  to 
ask  the  Judge  Advocate  General  whether 
it  is  legal  and  in  accordance  with  the 
Army  Regulations  and  Rules  of  Pro- 
cedure for  a  non-commissioned  officer  to 
be  tried  by  a  district  court  martial, 
without  having  been  remanded,  but  I 
will  postpone  the  question  until  to* 
morrow. 

EGYPT. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
it  is  true  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  made  proposals  involving  the  com- 
mittal of  this  country  to  a  permanent 
Protectorate  of  Egypt  in  the  shape  of  a 
Convention,  giving  the  British  Govern- 
ment the  exclusive  right  to  interfere  in 
the  event  of  internal  or  external  danger  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  Parliament  will  be 
consulted  before  such  a  duty  is 
undertaken  ? 

*Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
for  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Frr- 
gusson,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  made  no  proposals  for 
a  Convention. 

SARAWAK. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  if  he  has  any  informa- 
tion that  Rajah  Brooke,  of  Sarawak,  has 
on  his  own  authority  annexed  a  large 
new  territory;  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  cognisant  of  such 
annexation,  or  have  approved  of  it ;  and 
whether  British  subjects  are  allowed  to 
make  such  annexations  when  they  can  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  as  yet  only  imperfect 
information  with  respect  to  the  trans- 
action in  question  ;  but  they  have  good 
ground  for  believing  that  the  annexation 
of  Limbang  to  Sarawak  is  in  entire 
accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the  people 
of  the  country.  British  subjects  generally 
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cannot  seize  and  hold  territory.  The 
sovereignty  of  Rajah  Brooke  in  Sarawak 
has  long  been  recognised. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Sir 
G.  Campbell, 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  said :  The  annexa- 
tion has  been  made  subject  to  the 
approval  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

THE  GUARDS  BIRTHDAY  PARADE. 

Me.  BARTLEY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Financial  Secretary  for  War  what  arrange- 
ments, if  any,  have  been  made  to  enable 
Members  of  the  House  to  witness  the 
Birthday  Parade  of  the  Brigade  of 
Guards  on  the  21st  iost.  1 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
the  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Brodrick, 
Surrey,  Guildford)  :  By  the  courtesy  of 
the  Officer  in  Brigade  Waiting  Mr. 
Speaker  has  received  500  tickets  for  the 
use  of  Members  of  this  House  to  witness 
the  trooping  of  the  colours  by  the  Brigade 
of  Guards  on  the  21st  inst.,  and  arrange- 
ments will  be  made  for  allotting  them 
according  to  the  number  of  Members 
who  express  a  wish  to  be  present. 

THE  SCOTCH  CENSUS. 

Mr.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND  (Suther- 
landshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  the  attention  of  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  has  been  called  to 
the  desirability,  in  taking  the  Census  of 
the  Gaelic-speaking  population,  of  having 
two  columns  on  the  subject  in  the  Sche- 
dule issued  to  householders ;  (1)  for  the 
enumeration  of  such  as  can  speak  Gaelic 
only;  and  (2)  for  the  enumeration  of 
such  as  can  speak  both  English  and 
Gaelic ;  and  whether  this  will  be  kept 
in  view  in  drawing  up  the  Schedule 
referred  to  ? 

♦The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute) :  The  attention  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  has  already 
been  called  to  the  subject  of  the  hon. 
Member's  question,  and  the  matter  is 
under  consideration. 

PEMBROKE  DOCK. 
Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  it  is  the  case  that  till  June, 
1888,  the  hired  men  under  the  Works 
Department  at  Pembroke  Dock  used  to 
work  the  same  hours  as  the  hired  men  in 
the  Chief  Constructors  Department,  but 
Sir  J.  Fergusson 


that,  since  that  date,  the  men  employed 
in  the  Works  Department  have  been 
forced  to  work  six  hours  a  week  longer 
than  the  others  :  and  whether  any  extra 
pay  has  been  gi^n  for  the  extra  [ime  so 
worked  1 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  Yes,  Sir.  Prior 
to  1888  the  hired  men  employed  under 
the  Works  Department  at  the  other 
Dockyards  and  Naval  Establishments 
worked  for  longer  hours  than  at  Pem- 
broke, and  it  was  considered  right  that 
the  hours  of  the  Works  Department 
should  be  made  the  same  at  all  the 
yards.  No  extra  pay  was  allowed  in 
consequence  of  this  change,  men  of  the 
Works  Department  being  supposed  to 
work  not  according  to  dockyard  hours, 
but  the  hours  usually  required  by  con- 
tractors employing  the  same  class  of 
labour. 

ON-LICENCES. 

Mr.  ROWNTREE  (Scarborough) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer if  the  Government  will  furnish 
the  House  with  particulars  of  the 
amounts  received  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Inland  Revenue  in  the  last  financial 
year  in  the  various  counties  and 
boroughs  in  respect  of  on-licences  in  such 
counties  and  boroughs,  or  an  approxi- 
mate estimate  of  such  amounts  1 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  am  told  that 
the  information  cannot  be  supplied  before 
the  end  of  the  month. 

TELEGRAPHIC  CONVENTION  WITH 

CHINA. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (University  of 
London) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he 
is  aware  that  a  Telegraphic  Convention 
between  the  Chinese  Government  and 
certain  British  and  Foreign  Telegraph 
Companies  has  lately  been  signed,  and 
whether  the  ratification  by  the  British 
Government  is  sought  by  the  interested 
parties ;  whether  this  Convention  would 
fix  the  charge  for  telegraphic  communica- 
tion to  China  for  a  long  period  of  years, 
so  as  to  preclude  competition  with 
existing  cables  and  land  lines  during 
that  time;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  lay  the  proposed  Con- 
vention (terms  of  which  are  known  in 
this  country,  but  which  have  so  far  been 
kept  secret)  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  before  its  ratification  ? 
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♦Sib  J.  FERGUSSON:  The  arrange- 
ment between  the  Chinese  Government, 
the  Northern  Telegraph  Company,  which 
uses  the  Russian  overland  line,  and  the 
Eastern,  Extension  Telegraph  Company 
was  signed  on  August  10,  1887,  and 
purposed  to  provide  for  a  fixed  rate  on 
through  messages  from  Europe  to  China, 
by  whatever  route  transmitted,  until 
1903.  The  Convention  leaves  it  open  to 
the  parties  concerned  to  reduce  the 
rates,  and  does  not  preclude  the  laying 
of  additional  cables  by  other  persons.  It 
was,  however,  made  subject  to  approval 
by  the  British  and  Russian  Governments, 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  not 
given  their  consent  to  it.  Negotiations 
were  lately  in  progress-  for  its  modifica- 
tion, but  these  have  now  been  suspended, 
and  the  whole  matter  is  for  the  present 
in  abeyance.  The  consent  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  not  be  given  to 
any  such  agreement  without  full  con- 
sideration of  all  the  interests  involved 
and  consultation  with  the  Representa- 
tives of  British  commerce,  but  no  pledge 
can  be  given  as  to  preliminary  presenta- 
tion of  the  agreement  to  Parliament 

THE  EASTERN  SOUDAN. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  what  is  the  present  posi- 
tion of  affairs  in  the  Eastern  Soudan,  and 
in  particular  whether  the  famine  is  still 
raging  there  ;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  see  any  hopes  of  effecting  a 
pacification  of  the  country  which  may 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  hostilities  near 
Suakin,  and  lead  to  the  re-opening  of 
the  trade  route  from  Suakin  to  Berber  ? 
♦Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  latest  Re- 
ports show  that  there  is  still  much  in- 
security in  the  Eastern  Soudan.  The 
scarcity  at  the  principal  places  has 
weakened  the  Dervish  forces.  Extreme 
distress  is  said  to  exist  at  Kassala.  There 
are  Dervish  detachments  still  at  Tokar 
and  Handoub  who  control  the  districts 
adjoining  and  make  occasional  raids. 
Measures  of  relief  will  probably  be 
necessary  for  the  destitute  people  about 
Suakin  for  several  months  longer,  but 
not  to  the  same  extent  as  at  first.  Work 
is  given  to  those  able  to  do  it ;  the  sick 
are  treated  in  hospital ;  there  have  been 
many  deaths.  The  Soudan  Trading  Com- 
pany have  made  preliminary  agreements 
with.  Native  Chiefs  for  the  cultivation  of 
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cotton  and  with  a  view  to  open  the 
trade  route  to  Berber ;  but  it  is  too.early 
yet  to  judge  what  the  result  is  likely  to 
be. 

THE  EGYPTIAN  CONVERSION  SCHEME. 
Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  Despatches  from 
the  French  and  Egyptian  Governments 
relating  to  the  Conversion  Scheme  ;  and 
whether  any  financial  house  will  be  em- 
ployed to  issue  the  new  bonds,  and  at 
what  rate  of  commission  ? 
•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  It  would  be  pre- 
mature to  lay  Papers  while  the  negotia- 
tions are  still  proceeding.  The  conversion, 
if  effected,  will  be  carried  out  by  the 
Egyptian  Government,  and  not  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  who  are  not  re- 
sponsible for  the  details  of  the  measure. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no  in- 
formation as  to  the  arrangement  for  the 
issue  of  new  bonds  which  the  Egyptian 
Government  may  propose  to  make. 

NEWFOUNDLAND  FI8HERIES. 
Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  if  the  Representatives  of 
Newfoundland  have  come  to  discuss  the 
Fishery  Question;  if  he  has  observed 
that  Delegates  have  gone  to  Ottawa  to 
try  to  enlist  the  aid  of  the  Canadian 
Government;  and  if  delay  is  occurring 
in  consequence  of  Newfoundland  appeal- 
ing to  Canada  before  sending  Repre- 
sentatives to  this  country  1 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Newfoundland  Govern- 
ment have  not  yet  started  for*  this 
country,  and  will  probably  not  do  so 
until  after  the  close  of  the  Colonial 
Legislature,  some  time  in  the  course  of 
this  month.  No  delay  is  occurring  in 
consequence  of  other  Delegates  having 
gone  to  Ottawa. 

SCOTCH  LICENCES. 
Mr.  JOHN  WITjSON  (Lanark,  Govan) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if  he  is 
aware  that,  in  Scotland,  the  authorities 
in  granting  licences  do  not  confer  any 
vested  interest  either  in  the  property  or 
in  the  individual  upon  whom  the  privilege 
of  a  licence  is  bestowed ;  and  whether, 
under  thes3  circumstances,  he  will  con- 
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aider  the  advisability  of  excluding  Scot- 
land from  the  operation  of  the  Com- 
pensation Clauses  of  the  Local  Taxation 
(Customs  and  Excise)  Duties  Bill  1 

♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  In  Scot- 
land a  vested  right  to  trade  in  Exciseable 
liquor  is  conferred  on  the  licensee ;  and 
that  right  may  be  renewed  unless  the 
Magistrates  see  cause  to  the  contrary. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  Scotch  Licensing 
Laws  which  renders  inapplicable  to 
Scotland  proposals  for  effecting  on 
pecuniary  terms  the  surrender  of 
licences  which  are  current  and  may  be 
renewed ;  and  it  is  manifest  that  these 
proposals  are  mis-described  in  the  question 
as  Compensation  Clauses. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  :  Does  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  that  the  licence  is 
for  one  year  only,  and  that  each  year 
there  must  be  a  new  application  and  a 
new  grant  by  the  Magistrates  ? 

•Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  stated 
that  a  vested  right  to  trade  is  conferred 
on  the  licensee,  and  I  added  that  it 
might  be  renewed  unless  the  Magistrates 
saw  cause  to  the  contrary. 

NON-PAUPER  6CROOL  FEES. 

Mb.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  tbe  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
prepared  to  give  facilities  for  the  passing 
of  the  Non-Pauper  School  Fees  Bill,  or 
whether,  considering  their  recent  declara- 
tions with  regard  to  assisted  education, 
they  are  willing  to  give  an  assurance  that 
some  change  in  the  pressnt  system  of 
paying  these  fees  shall  be  made  at  an 
early  dat9  ? 
•The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  thk 
COUNCIL  (SirW.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  in  complete  sympathy  with  the  ob- 
jects of  the  Bill  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
refers  ;  but  looking  to  the  fact  that  any 
measure  of  assisted  education  must  in- 
clude all  such  cases  as  would  come  within 
the  scope  of  his  Bill,  I  hope  that  my  hon. 
Friend  will  be  satisfied  with  the  know- 
ledge that  the  Government  are  pledged 
to  deal  with  the  whole  subject  next 
year. 

PRESS  TELEGRAMS— CROYDON  POST 

OFFICE. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE :    I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  he  is 
Mr.  John  Wilson 


aware  that  the  regulation  permitting  a 
district  post  office  to  refuse  to  ac- 
ccept  a  Press  telegram,  unless.  24 
hours'  previous  notice  of  the  inten- 
tion to  telegraph  has  been  given,  is 
habitually  enforced  at  the  Croydon  Post 
Office,  and  notably  on  last  Wednesday 
week,  although  there  is  generally  a  full 
force  of  operators  there ;  and  whether 
he  will  give  directions  that  such  tele- 
grams shall,  whenever  it  is  possible,  be 
sent,  as  it  is  frequently  impossible  to 
give  the  notice  ? 

•Mb.  RAIKES :  The  Rule  of  the  De- 
partment requires  that — 

"  Postmasters  must  not,  under  exceptional 
circumstances  which  preclude  the  possibility  of 
previous  notice  being  given,  refuse  to  accept 
messages  exceeding  200  words,  provided  that 
there  is  a  probability  of  their  being  transmitted 
without  delay." 

This  Rule  has,  I  fear,  been  misinterpreted 
at  the  Post  Office  in  Croydon,  and  I  have 
now  caused  suitable  instructions  to  be 
issued  to  the  officials  employed  there. 

POST  OFFICE  AT  BOOTLE. 

Colonel  SANDYS  (Lancashire,  S.W., 
Bootle) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  there  would  be  any  ob- 
jection to  grant  a  separate  General  Post 
Office,  distinct  from  the  Liverpool  Post 
Office,  to  the  Borough  County  of  Bootle, 
in  Lancashire,  which  has  54,000  inhabit- 
ants at  the  present  time  and  is  increasing; 
such  change  of  postal  arrangements  being 
desired  by  many  persons  residing  there? 

*Mr.  RAIKES:  A  similar  application 
for  the  establishment  of  a  Head  Post 
Office  at  Bootle  was  very  carefully  con- 
sidered some  years  ago,  and  it  was  found 
that  no  advantage  to  the  public  in  the 
way  of  postal  or  telegraph  facilities 
would  be  afforded  by  the  change,  while 
it  would  involve  additional  expense,  and 
would  also  be  inconvenient  as  a  Depart- 
mental arrangement.  I  will,  however, 
inquire  if  there  is  any  change  in  the 
circumstances  since  that  time  which 
would  render  it  desirable  to  establish  a 
Head  Post  Office  at  Bootle. 

THE  NEW  CODE. 

Mr.  LEWIS  FRY  (Bristol,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  whether, 
under  the  New  Code,  there  will  be  two 
species  of  instruction  in  drawing  in 
elementary  schools ;  (1)  to  satisfy  Article 
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85  (b)  of  the  Code,  and  not  entitling  to  a 
special  grant  for  drawing ;  and  (2)  the 
usual  drawing  course  under  the  Science 
and  Art  Department ;  or  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Department  that  the 
compulsory  drawing  under  the  New  Code 
shall  be  the  last-mentioned  course  in  all 
cases ;  and,  in  either  case,  whether  it  is 
intended  that  all  persons  holding  the 
teacher's  certificate  of  the  Education  De- 
partmentshall  be  considered  eligible,  irre- 
spective of  special  drawing  qualification,  to 
teach  and  earn  grants  for  drawing  if  the 
instruction  in  that  subject  be  satis- 
factory ? 

♦Sir  W.  HART  DYKE:  The  drawing 
course  prescribed  by  the  Minutes  of  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  will  be  the 
only  one  recognised  as  satisfying  Article 
85  (b)of  the  Code,  but,  as  that  Article  will 
not  come  into  operation  until  September, 
1891,  the  Department  will  have  time  to 
consider  .what  modification  of  the  exist- 
ing Minute  may  be  necessary.  So  long 
as  the  instruction  is  satisfactory  I  am 
not  disposed  to  insist,  at  any  rate  for 
some  time  to  come,  upon  the  possession 
of  the  (D)  certificate  as  an  essential 
qualification  in  a  teacher  of  drawing. 

WAR  OFFICE  CONTRACTS- 
EQUIPMENTS. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Financial  Secretary  for  War  why 
various  firms  have  baen  allowed  to  ten- 
der for  the  supply  of  the  Slade-Wallace 
equipment  to  the  Army,  but  are  not 
allowed  to  tender  for  its  supply  to  the 
Volunteers  except  on  payment  of  a 
royalty  ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  large 
quantities  of  this  equipment  have  been 
made  for  the  Volunteers  by  Messrs.  Ross ; 
whether,  in  view  of  the  intended  em- 
ployment of  public  funds  for  the  equip- 
ment of  the  Volunteers,  contractors  who 
have  been  struck  off  the  list  of  contrac- 
tors to  the  War  Office  for  bad  work  will 
still  continue  to  be  allowed  to  supply  the 
Volunteers ;  and  what  are  the  terms  as  to 
royalty  or  other  remuneration  for  the 
alleged  invention  on  which  the  Slade- 
Wallace  equipment  is  supplied  to  Her 
Majesty's  Forces  whether  Regular  or 
Volunteer  ? 

Mb.  BRODRICK:  Supplies  for  the 
Volunteers  are  purchased  by  the  com- 
manding officers  and  the  War  Office  does 
not  interfere,  so  that  I  do  not  know  to 
what  extent  the  Volunteers  may  have 


employed  Messrs.  Ross.  It  has  been 
publicly  and  frequently  announced  that 
Messrs.  Ross  are  off  our  list,  and  they 
will  not  be  accepted  by  the  War  Office  as 
contractors  for  any  supplies  to  be  obtained 
for  the  Volunteers  out  of  public  funds. 
A  patent  is  claimed  for  the  Slade-Wallace 
equipment,  and  if  such  patent  is  valid, 
the  Volunteers  demanding  it  are,  under 
the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers,  not 
entitled  to  avail  themselves  of  the  Crown 
Clauses  of  the  Patent  Act.  The  question 
of  royalties  is  at  present  under  considera- 
tion, and  I  hope  that  the  Volunteers  will 
be  included  in  any  arrangement  made. 

Mb.  HANBURY  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  will  call  attention  to  this  subject 
on  the  Volunteer  Vote. 

THE  EMIN  PASHA  RELIEF  EXPEDI- 
TION. 

Mr.  H ANBURY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  Despatches  from 
the  French  and  German  Governments 
which  caused  the  Foreign  Office  to  desire 
the  Emin  Relief  Expedition  to  adopt  the 
Congo  route  instead  of  that  from  the 
East  Coast;  and  whether  objections 
similar  to  those  successfully  raised  by 
the  German  Government  in  that  instance 
were  raised  by  the  Foreign  Office  before 
the  expeditions  of  Major  Wissman  and 
Emin  Pasha  started  for  the  interior  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  There  are  no 
such  Despatches ;  but  apprehensions  were 
verbally  expressed  to  Lordlddesleigh  that 
the  approach  of  the  Expedition  might  en- 
danger the  safety  of  the  French  and  other 
Europeans  at  Uganda.  The  English  mis- 
sionary, Mr.  Mackay,  pointed  out  that  the 
Report  of  the  Thompson  Expedition  has 
caused  the  death  of  Bishop  Hannington. 
No  objections  were  raised  by  the  German 
Government.  No  similar  objections 
were  raised  in  the  cases  referred  to  in  the 
second  paragraph,  seeing  that  assurances 
were  spontaneously  given  that  the  Bri- 
tish sphere  of  influence  would  not  be 
disturbed. 

BRITISH  EAST  AFRICAN  COMPANY. 
Mr,  HANBURY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  what  information,  if  any,  has 
reached  the  Foreign  Office  as  to  a  Pro- 
clamation which  the  British  East  African 
Company  is  reported  to  have  issued  on 
R  2 
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3rd  May,  refusing  to  recognise  slavery 
within  the  sphere  of  that  Company's 
influence  ? 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  received  as  yet  no  in- 
formation on  this' point. 

CHATHAM  CONVICT  PRISON. 
Mb,  JOHN  O'CONNOR :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  Section  13  of  the  Report  of  the 
Visitors  of  Chatham  Convict  Prison, 
where  it  is  stated — 

"  It  does  seem  to  be  a  hardship  that  prisoners 
convicted  of  offences  committed  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  their  homes  should,  as  is  the  case 
'with  some  of  the  prisoners  detained  at  Chatham 
for  offences  committed  in  Scotland,  practically 
be  deprived  of  visits  which  they  would  other- 
wise be  entitled  to  receive  ; " 

and  whether,  as  it  is  also  stated  in  the 

Report  that 

"The  practice  of  sending'  prisoners  con- 
victed in  Scotland  to  prisons  in  England  has 
been  discontinued/' 

he  will  order  the  removal  of  such 
treason-felony  prisoners  as  are  now  de- 
tained in  Chatham  Prison  to  some  Scotch 
prison  where  they  can  receive  their  visits 
due? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
the  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews, Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  have  seen 
the  paragraph  in  question.  I  shall  be 
very  glad  to  transmit  to  Scotch  prisons 
any  prisoners  convicted  in  Scotland  and 
sent  here  under  .the  old  practice ;  and  I 
will  communicate  with  the  Scotch  Office 
on  the  subject. 

PRACTICE  FIRING    ON    THE  ISLE  OF 

WIGHT. 

Mb.  ROE  (Derby)  :  I  beg  to  postpone 
until  to-morrow  a  question  in  my  name, 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  is  aware  of  the  dangerous 
character  of  the  practice  firing  on  the 
Isle  of  Wight,  a  shot  from  Totland  Bay 
having  passed  immediately  over  the  tops 
of  the  funnels  of  the  steamship  Brodrick 
Castle  (filled  with  passengers  on  her  way 
from  Bournemouth  to  Ventnor)  and 
dropped  into  the  sea  within  300  yards  of 
the  boat  whilst  rounding,  and  within 
two  miles  of,  the  Needles,  at  about  noon 
in  bright  and  clear  weather  on  Tuesday 
the  6th  of  May;  and  if  he  will  give 
orders  to  prevent  such  firing  in  future  as 
may  be  dangerous  to  passing  ships  ? 
Mr.  Hanbury 


THE  LOCAL  TAXATION  BILL. 

Mr.  STOREY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government- 
Board  whether  the  Government  have 
determined  on  any  alteration  of  the 
policy  regarding  licences  embodied  in  the 
Local  Taxation  Bill,  with  regard  to  which 
he  stated  that  "  the  word  compensation 
was  inappropriately  applied,"  since  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  is  re- 
ported to  have  announced  at  Bristol, 
that 

"  The  compensation  was  to  come  either  from 
the  pockets  of  those  who  made  and  sold 
intoxicating  liquors,  or  from  the  pockets  of 
those  who  consumed  them  "  P 

•The  PRESIDENT  op  the  LOCAI* 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie,, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  The 
Government  have  made  no  alteration  in 
their  policy. 

Mr.  STOREY:  Is  that  the  policy  of 
compensation  ? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  There  is  a  sense  in 
which  the  word  "  compensation  "  may  be 
used  with  regard  to  payment  for  value 
received,  but  the  ordinary  sense  in  which 
"  compensation  "  is  used  is  in  respect  of 
compulsory  acquisition,  and  the  proposals, 
of  the  Government  are  purely  voluntary 
and  of  no  other  character. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  EVANS  (Glamorgan, 
Mid) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether,  in  the 
event  of  any  County  Council  not  desiring 
to  expend  the  funds  granted  to  them  by 
the  Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise) 
Duties  Bill  in  compensating  the  owners 
of  licences,  by  paying  money  under  the 
provisions  of  the  measure  for  the  extinc- 
tion of  licences,  such  County  Council 
may  use  such  funds  for  other  public 
purposes? 

•Mr.  RITCHIE:  It  is  not  proposed 
that  the  funds  to  be  placed  at  the  dis- 
posal of  County  Councils  for  the  purpose 
of  the  extinction  of  licences  should  be 
used  for  any  other  purpose. 

Mr.  S.  EVANS :  Will  the  county  lose 
the  benefit  of  the  fund  entirely  ? 

*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  No,  Sir,  the  money 
will  stand  to  the  credit  of  the  county. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  if  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Statement 
showing  the  local  (taxation  licences  col- 
lected in  each  administrative  county  and 
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county  burgh  for  the  year   ending  31st 
March,  1890? 

•Mb.  RITCHIE  :  I  hope  to  be  in  a 
position  to  lay  such  a  Statement  upon 
the  Table  early  in  June. 

THE  POSTAL  SERVICES. 
Mb.  SUMMERS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  he  can  in- 
form the  House  what  is  the  net  profit  to 
the  country  of  the  Postal  Services,  and 
what  proportion  of  this  profit  is  due  to 
the  Homo  Postal  Service  and  what  to 
the  Foreign  and  Colonial  ? 

•Mb.  RAIKES :  The  net  profit  to  the 
country  upon  the  Post  Office  for  the  year 
1888-89  was  £3,039,874,  as  given  in  the 
Appendix  Q,  page  61,  of  the  Postmaster 
General's  Report,  1889.  It  cannot  be 
stated  precisely  what  proportion  of  this 
profit  is  due  to  the  Home  Postal  Service 
and  what  .to  the  Foreign  and  Colonial 
Services ;  but  from  a  Return  which  I  have 
before  me  I  find  that  the  estimated 
present  Imperial  loss  .on  the  Colonial 
Sea  Services  amounts  to  about  £254,000 
a  year,  and  this  Iobs  is  independent  and 
Apart  from  the  loss  on  Foreign  Mail 
Services,  on  which  I  have  no  precise 
information. 

JOHN  DALY. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment when  an  opportunity  will  be 
afforded  of  discussing  th8  Report  as  to 
the  treatment  of  John  Daly  and  the 
other  treason-felony  prisoners  in  Chatham 
Prison  ;  when  will  the  /English  Prisons 
Vote  be  taken ;  can  he  now  give  his 
promised  answer  as  t<>  removing  these 
prisoners  from  Chatham;  what  recom- 
mendations made  by  the  Report  have 
been  acted  on ;  and  will  the  Scotch 
prisoners  be  re-transferred  to  a  Scotch 
prison,  so  that  their  relatives  may  be 
able  to  visit  them  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  A  full  opportunity 
for  discussing  this  Report  will  arise  on 
the  English  Prisons  Vote,  which  will  be 
taken  in  its  order  on  the  Estimates. 
The  Visitors  have  not  recommended  the 
removal  of  the  trerison-felony  prisoners, 
and  I  know  of  no  reason  why  they 
should  be  removed.  Chatham  is  the 
prison  reserved  for  the  class  to  which 
these  prisoners  belong,  namely,  those 
who  are  ssrving  a  first  sentence.    The 


recommendations  of  the  Report  have  all 
been  attended  to;  some  were  already 
the  practice  of  the  prison.  I  have 
already  stated  that  I  will  communicate 
with  the  Scotch  Office,  with  a  view  to 
the  transfer,  not  of  Scotch  prisoners,  but 
of  prisoners  convicted  in  Scotland. 

THE  LUNACY  ACT. 

Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset*  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  whether 
the  Justices  appointed  under  "The 
Lunacy  Act,  1889,"  have  jurisdiction  to 
make  orders  under  "  The  Lunacy  Act, 
1890,"  or  whether  it  is  necessary  that 
they  should  be  reappointed  under  the 
later  Act  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
,  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  The  Justices 
appointed  under  the  Lunacy  Act,  1889, 
have  jurisdiction  to  make  orders  under 
the  Lunacy  Act,  1890  ;  the  jurisdiction 
established  under  the  Act  of  1889  was 
expressly  preserved  by  Section  342  of  the 
Consolidation  Act.  I  understand  that 
some  doubts  have  been  raised ;  and  I 
think  it  very  important  that  it  should  be 
clearly  understood  that  Justices  have 
the  same  jurisdiction  under  the  existing 
Act  as  they  had  under  the  previous 
Statutes. 

NATIONAL  GALLERY— MR.  TATE'S 
PICTURES. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether  the  Trustees  of 
the  National  Gallery  have  accepted  the 
fine  collection  of  pictures  offered  to  the 
Nation  by  Mr.  Tate  ;  whether  any  special 
conditions*  were  attached  to  the  offer,  and 
whether  increased  accommodation  will  be 
provided  so  that  this  representative 
series  of  works  by  modern  English 
painters  shall  be  properly  displayed ;  and 
whether  there  is  any  objection  to  laying 
the  correspondence  that  has  taken  place 
on  the  subject  upon  the  Table  of  the 
Honse  1 
•The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster)  : 
I  asked  the  hon.  Member  last  week  to 
postpone  this  question,  hoping  that  I 
should  be  in  a  position  to  give  him  a  more 
definite  answer,  but  I  regret  that  hope 
has  not  been  realised ;  and  as  the  corres- 
pondence on  this  subject  is  still  going  on, 
all  I  am  able  to  say  is  that  the  Govern- 
ment trust  to  be  able  to  make  arrange- 
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ments  by  which  it  will  be  possible  for  the 
nation  to  avail  themselves  of  Mr  Tate's 
most  generous  offer. 

HIGH  SHERIFFS. 
Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  he  can  inform  the 
House  whether  the  Government  intend 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords  in  favour  of  abolish- 
ing the  present  system  of  nominating 
High  Sheriffs,  and  substituting  therefor 
the  appointment  of  a  paid  officer  in  each 
county  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords  recommended  that 
the  High  Sheriffs  be  appointed  as 
hitherto,  but  that  the  necessary  expenses 
of  receiving  the  Judges  should  be  paid 
by  the  Treasury  and  county  conjointly. 
The  Government  do  not  expect  them- 
selves to  be  able  to  introduce  a  Bill  on 
the  subject  this  Session,  but  it  is  not 
unlikely  that  one  will  be  introduced. 

WESTMINSTER  ABBEY  COMMISSION 

Me.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  advise  Her 
Majesty  to  appoint  to  serve  on  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Westminster  Abbey  an 
architect  who  is  not  a  member  of  the 
Royal  Academy  of  Arts;  and  whether 
the  Commission  will  have  power  to  con- 
sider the  expediency  of  removing  or 
altering  the  sites  of  statues  and  monu- 
ments which  have  been  erected  in  the 
Abbey  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Govern- 
ment are  not  prepared  to  act  on  the 
suggestion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  as 
they  are  satisfied  that  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, as  at  present  constituted,  is  per- 
fectly competent  to  advise  on  the  delicate 
and  difficult  questions  submitted  to  them, 
which  are  by  no  means  limited  to  archi- 
tectural considerations.  With  regard  to 
the  second  question  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  I  should  hold  that  "  the  inquiry 
into  the  present  state  of  the  Abbey" 
must  include  the  sites  of  existing  statues 
and  monuments,  and  that  the  Commis- 
sioners would  not  be  precluded  from 
making  any  suggestions  with  regard  to 
them  which  they  might  deem  expedient. 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


MARKET  CORN  RETURNS. 
Mb.    GRAY  (Essex,  Maldon) :   I  beg- 
to  ask  the   President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  he  can  state   the  annual   cost 
of  collecting  the  Market  Corn  Returns  1 
♦Sib    M.     HICKS    BEACH:    Except 
a  small  charge  for  the   salaries  of  In- 
spectors at  London  and  Cambridge,  and 
the  rents  of  stalls  in  markets,  the  cost 
of   collecting  the    Corn  Returns  is  in- 
cluded in   the  salaries  of  the  officers  of 
the  Inland   Revenue  ;  but  the  work  re- 
presents   so    small  a  proportion  of    the 
duty  of  each  officer  that  the   charge  for 
it  cannot  be  estimated. 

WEST     AUSTRALIAN     CONSTITUTION 

BILL. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle-up- 
on-Tyne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord' of 
the  Treasury  whether,  in  view  of  the 
time  during  which  the  West  Australian 
Delegates  have  already  been  detained 
in  this  country,  he  will  name  an  early 
day  for  the  next  stage  of  the  West 
Australian  Constitution  Bill  f 

Mb.  WATT:  I  also  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the 
Government  are  prepared  to  accept  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Western  Australian  Constitution  Bill; 
and  whether  he  can  state  when  they 
propose  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  In  answer  to  the 
question  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle,  and  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow,  I  have  to  say  that  wo  are 
anxious  to  proceed  rapidly  with  the 
Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill,  but 
looking  to  the  other  business  of  a  press- 
ing character  before  the  House,  I  am  not 
able  to  name  a  day.  In  reply  to  the 
question  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  prepare^  to  accept  the  Report 
of  the  Select  Comnittee,  I  have  to  state 
that  we  will  not  seek  to  re-introduce 
Clause  4,  by  which  vhe  Northern  territory 
was  reserved.  Wo  undertook  that  the 
question  should  be  thoroughly  threshed 
out  by  a  Select  Committee.  A  strong 
Committee  was  therefore  appointed,  and 
after  hearing  evidence  it  was  agreed, 
without  a  Division,  that  the  Clause 
should  be  omitted.  As  to  Clause  8, 
which  provides  that  any  Bill  imposing 
restrictions  on  emigration  of  British 
subjects  must  be  reserved  for  significa- 
tion   of    Her    Majesty's    pleasure,  Her 
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Majesty's  Government,  looking  to 
the  fact  that  the  omission  of  the  clause 
was  only  carried  in  the  Committee  by  a 
majority  of  two,  think  it  would  be  well, 
in  deference  to  a  feeling  which  has  been 
strongly  expressed  here,  that  this  clause 
should  be  re-introduced.  At  the  same 
time,  they  do  not  believe  that  the 
Colonial  Legislature  will  seek  to  impose 
any  restriction  upon  emigration  from 
this  country. 

THE    SWEATING    SYSTEM. 

Mr.  BAUMANN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
on  the  Sweating  System  makes  sundry 
recommendations  for  the  alteration  of 
the  Law,  which  are  contained  in  the 
Factory  and  Workshop  Act  Amendment 
Bill,  now  before  the  House,  he  will  give 
facilities  for  the  Second  Reading  of  that 
Bill? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Bill  of  the 
lion.  Member  contains  clauses  to  which 
the  Government  could  not  assent,  and 
which  are  not  covered  by  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Sweating  Committee, 
and  I  am  not  prepared,  therefore,  to 
promise  facilities  for  the  Bill.  The 
question  is  one  that,  the  Government  are 
quite  prepared  to  deal  with,  and  they 
hope  that  time  may  be  found  for  the 
consideration  of  a  measure  during  the 
present  Session. 

EDUCATION     OF     BLIND    AND    DEAF 
AND      DUMB    CHILDREN. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
I  bsg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury when  the  promisad  Bills  will  be 
introduced  on  the  subject  of  the  Educa- 
tion of  Blind  and  Daaf  and  Dumb 
Children  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  A  Bill  on  the 
subject  of  the  Education  of  the  Blind  and 

Deaf  and  Dumb  has  been  drafted  by  the 
Education  Departmant,  and  is  now  under 
the  consideration  of  other  Departments 
which  are  concerned  in  the  question. 
The  Bill  will  shortly  bo  introduced  in 
another  place. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  Will  it  apply  to 
the  United  Kingdom? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Yes. 


THE    EDUCATION    CODE. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
May  I  ask  when  the  Education  Code  will 
come  on  for  discussion  ? 

Sir  W.  HART  DYKE :  The  Educa- 
tion Code  has  been  laid  on  the  Table  for 
some  time,  and  I  hope,  in  the  course  of 
a  few  days,  to  be  able  to  name  a  day  for 
its  discussion. 

IRISH    DISPENSARY    MEDICAL 
OFFICERS. 

Dr.  TANNER  (CorkCo.,  Mid):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  Irish  Dispen- 
sary Medical  Officers  are  required  to 
reside  in  their  Dispensary  Districts,  and 
if  so,  why  Mr.  J.  M.  Ambrose,  M.R.C.S.E., 
Dispensary  Medical  Officer  to  the  Ardagh 
District,  in  the  Newcastle  West  Union, 
is  not  compelled  to  comply  with  the 
Rule  ;  and  whether  any  complaints  have 
been  made  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  with  respect  to  the  inconvenience 
experienced  in  the  Ardagh  District  in 
consequence  of  Mr.  Ambrose  not  residing 
therein  1 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to 
the  replies  given  to  questions  put  by  him 
in  this  House  on  the  1 3th  and  20th  De- 
cember, 1888,  on  the  subject-matter  of 
the  first  paragraph.  No  complaints 
appear  to  have  reached  the  Local 
Government  Board  since  that  time. 

POST   OFFICE  AT  CORDUFF. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmater  General 
whether  he  has  received  a  Memorial 
from  the  inhabitants,  numbering  about 
400  families,  of  Corduff,  County 
Monaghan,  asking  for  the  establishment 
of  a  post  office  ;  whether  he  has  caused 
inquiry  to  be  made  at  the  Carrick- 
macross,  Shantonagh,  and  Corvally  Post 
Offices,  all  situate  several  miles  distant 
from  Corduff,  to  ascertain  the  number  of 
letters  and  other  communications  which 
pass  through  those  offices  for  the  Corduff 
district ;  and  whether  he  intends  opening 
an  office  at  Corduff  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  think  I  answered  on 
the  17th  ultimo  a  similar  question  to  this 
put  by  the  hon.  Member.  Some 
further  inquiry  is  being  made  on  the 
subject,  but  I  fear  there  is  no  prospect 
of  a  post  office  being  opened  at  Corduff. 
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Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that 
Mr.  P.  Nally  was  arrested  on  23rd  May, 
1883,  and  was  brought  up  for  trial  in 
July,  1883,  but  put  back  for  trial  at  the 
Winter     Assizes,     the     venue     haying 
been  changed  to  a  county   100    miles 
distant  from  his  own ;  that  he  was  then 
tried  before  a  special  jury  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  and  that  this  jury  disagreed  ;  that 
he    was  again  tried   by  a  special  jury 
under  the  same  Act  in  1884,  and  then 
sentenced  to  10  years'  penal  servitude  ; 
if,  botween  the  date  of  his  arrest  and 
final  trial,  application  was  made  that  he 
should  be  admitted  to  bail,  and  if  the 
presiding  Judges  of  the  Queen's  Bench, 
in  refusing  the  bail,  remarked  that,  if  he 
were  convicted,  the   time    between  his 
arrest  and  his  committal  would  be  con- 
sidered   in     the     enforcement     of     his 
sentence  ;  if,  under  these  circumstances, 
and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  then 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in  answer  to 
a    question,     declared     that    all    such 
prisoners  kept  baok  from  trial,  and  not 
admitted  to  bail,  would,  if  convicted,  be 
allowed  a  remission  of  their  sentences 
equivalent  to  the  time  of  their  detention, 
and    considering    that     the     maximum 
sentence  was  demanded,  the  Queen,  or 
his  Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  will 
be  advised  to  remit,  in  the  sentence  of 
Mr.  P.  Nally,  a  portion  of  such  sentence 
as  may  be  equivalent  to  the  period  that 
elapsed    between    his    arrest  and   con- 
viction ;  and  if  he  is  aware  that  a  con- 
siderable  number     of    citizens    in    the 
Counties  of  Gal  way  and  Mayo,  have  ex- 
pressed their  opinion  that  Mr.  P.  Nally 
was  incapable  of  committing  the  crime 
laid  to  his  charge,  and  was  convicted  on 
more  than  doubtful  evidence  1 

Mb.  A.  J;  BALFOUR:  Tho  facts  appear 
to  be  substantially  as  stated  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  question,  with  the  ex- 
ception that  the  proceedings  with  re- 
gard to  the  jury  and  change  of  venue 
were  under  the  Crimes  Act  of  1882,  and 
not  the  Statute  of  more  recent  date 
quoted.  There  is  no  ground,  so  far  as  I 
am  aware,  for  believing  that  the  pre- 
siding Judge,  on  hearing  the  bail  appli- 
cation on  behalf  of  the  prisoner,  and  the 
others  who  were  charged  on  the  same 


occasion,  made  the  remark  attributed  to 
him.  I  have  no  information  that  the 
then  Chief  Secretary  made  a  declaration 
bearing  on  the  case  as  suggested.  Me* 
morials  have  been  received  on  behalf  of 
this  convict  of  the  nature  mentioned  in 
the  last  paragraph.  These  Memorials 
have  been  before  successive  Lords 
Lieutenant,  including  the  present  Vice- 
roy, and  the  decision  come  to  has  been 
that  there  is  no  ground  for  a  remission 
of  any  portion  of  the  sentence. 

Me.  J.  O'CONNOR :  If  the  remarks 
attributed  to  the  Judges  are  correct, 
will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  recon- 
sider the  matter  1 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  should  be 
quite  willing  to  consider  any  new  facts 
that  may  be  brought  forward. 

FAIR  RENTS. 
Me.  T.  M.  HEALY:     I  beg  to  ask 
the     Chief    Secretary     to     the     Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has   been  called  to  the  met  that 
for  the  hearing  of  fair    rent   cases  in 
County  Clare  a  list  was  issued  for  the 
months  of  April  and  May  without  any 
date  specified  on  which  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners would  sit,  that  the  lay  Commis- 
sioners   visited     the    holdings    of    the 
tenants  whose  cases  were  listed  before 
they  were  heard  in  Court,  and  that  the 
sitting   was   held    without    any   official 
intimation  to  the   solicitors   either  for 
landlords  or  tenants  ;  is  it  the  fact  that 
the  Chief  Commission  issued  a  list  of 
appeal  hearing  for  County  Clare  for  the 
13th  May,  that  an  official  valuer  visited 
the  lands  of  those  whose  appeals  were 
listed,  and  that  the  result  of  his  valua- 
tion was  communicated  from  the  head 
office  to  the  tenants  with  a  request  that 
if  they  wished  to  proceed  or  withdraw 
their  appeal  to  fill  up  the  accompanying 
form,  and  notifying  to  them    the   fact 
that  the  list  of  the  improvements  taken  by 
the  Sub-Commission,  which  was  the  basis 
of  the  valuation  arrived  at  by  the  official 
valuer,  could  be  procured  at  the  cost  of 
Is.  from  the  head  office,  and  that  at  the 
foot  was  given  the  "  net  valuation  "  of 
"  holding  referred  to  in  this   letter ; "  is 
he    aware  that  several  of  the  tenants, 
believing  that  this  valuation   was  to  be 
their  future  rent,  forwarded  the  notice 
filled  up,  withdrawing  their  appeals,  and 
others  were    so    confused   by    the    re- 
ceipt of   it   that  they  were  obliged  to 
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travel  long  journeys  to  consult  their 
solicitors  as  to  its  bearing  on  their  case  ; 
that  a  revised  list  of  appeals  has  now 
been  issued  for  Clare,  which  was  first  of 
all  sent  to  the  landlords  and  then  to  the 
professional  gentlemen  engaged;  and 
will  the  Land  Commissioners  take  note 
of  the  dissatisfaction  caused  by  these 
practices  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  :  (1)  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  a  list  of  fair 
rent  cases  for  hearing  in  the  Poor  Law 
Union  of  Ennis  was  sent  to  all  the  par- 
ties concerned,  with  a  notice  on  the  first 
page  that    the  date  of    commencement 

would  be  subsequently  notified.  That 
notification  was  sent  some  days  after- 
wards to  the  parties  or  their  solicitors 
in  regard  to  the  firbt  60  cases  on 
the  list  which  were  then  fixed  for 
hearing  on  the  21st  April.  All  the  par- 
ties noticed  appeared  on  that  day.  A 
few  of  the  holdings  on  the  list  were 
inspected  before  the  hearing  in  Court, 
a  proper  course  to  adopt  when  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  have*  time  at 
their"  disposal.  (2)  The  preliminary  list 
of  appeals  referred  to  in  the  second  para- 
graph was  issued  by  the  Chief  Com- 
mission. Their  official  valuer  has  not 
yet  reported  the  result  of  his  valuations 
on  that  list,  and  therefore  no  com- 
munication has  been  sent  to  the  parties 
concerned  in  those  cases  ;  but  after  that 
list  had  been  issued  the  official  valuer 
reported  the  result  of  his  valuations  in 
another  portion  of  the  county,  and  the 
Chief  Commissioners  in  each  of  these 
cases  communicated  the  result  of  such 
valuation  to  the  appellant  and  his 
solicitor.  (3  and  5)  The  Commissioners 
have  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  con- 
tents of  the  notice  were  misunderstood, 
or  that  the  parties  themselves  are  dis- 
satisfied with  the  course  adopted,  which 
has  been  to  place  them  as  early  as 
possible  in  possession  of  the  results  of 
the  valuation.  (4)  They  also  report 
that  it  is  not  the  case  that  the  revised 
list  was  first  sent  to  the  landlords  as 
alleged. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Is  there  any 
objection  to  the  Land  Commissioners 
appending  to  their  Report  a  notification 
to  the  tenants — who  are  mostly  ignorant 
men — that  they  are  not  bound  to  accept 
the  result  of  the  valuation  ? 


Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  will  com- 
municate the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  to  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners. 

LEASEHOLDERS'    IMPROVEMENTS    IN 

IRELAND. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  the 
attention  of  the  Government  has  been 
called  to  the  state  of  the  law  affecting 
leaseholders'  improvements  as  laid  down 
by  the  Land  Commission  in  "  O'Neill  v. 
Cooper,"  and  the  exclusion  of  tenants 
from  the  Land  Act  where  the  lettings 
were  by  owners  under  limited  powers, 
as  decided  by  the  Appeal  Court  in 
"  Massey  v.  Norse  "  ;  and  whether  they 
will  consider  the  advisability  of  amending 
the  law  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  The  former  of  the  two  cases 
referred  to  in  the  question  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  applied  to  the 
particular  circumstances  of  the  case  a 
general  principle  laid  down  in  previous 
decisions — namely,  that  the  right  of 
exemption  from  rent  in  respect  of  im- 
provements under  the  Acts  of  1881 
and  1887  is  co-extensive  with  the 
right  to  compensation  in  respect  of 
improvements  under  tbe  Act  of  1870. 
In  the  latter  case,  "  Massey  v.  Norse,"  it 
was  held  that  a  lease  made  by  two 
tenants  for  life  under  a  settlement,  with- 
out leasing  power,  for  the  term  of  their 
lives,  expired  with  their  estates,  and  was 
not  by  any  provision  in  the  Act  of  1881 
made  to  affect  the  estate  of  the  remain- 
derman under  the  settlement.  It  is 
apparent  that  these  questions  could  not 
be  dealt  with  without  re-considering 
principles  laid  down  and  adopted  in  the 
Acts  of  1881  and  1887;  and,  apart 
altogether  from  the  merits  of  his  sugges- 
tions, the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
will,  I  trust,  recognise  that  the  Govern- 
ment cannot  add  to  their  existing 
engagements  by  undertaking  any  legisla- 
tion in  relation  to  these  Acts. 

LIGHT  RAILWAY8. 
Mb.  STOREY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  any  pro- 
jects under  "The  Light  Railways 
(Ireland)  Act,  1889,"  have  yet  been 
agreed  to  by  the  Treasury ;  if  so,  which, 
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and  what  amount  in  each  case  of  public 
money  is  to  be  given,  and  what  lent  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  time 
required  to  carry  out  the  procedure  re- 
quired by  the  Light  Railways  Acts  of 
1883  and  1889  has  rendered  it  impossible 
finally  to  conclude  auy  arrangement. 
Progress  has  been  made  with  the 
detailed  examination  of  plans  and  other 
preliminaries  concerning  a  mileage  of 
railway  more  than  sufficient  to  absorb  all 
the  money  available ;  and  some  schemes 
are  in  a  very  forward  state  indeed. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Will  any  oppor- 
tunity be  afforded  for  discussion  in  this 
House  before  the  money  is  granted,  or 
will  the  decision  of  the  Treasury  be  the 
first  intimation  we  have  of  what  money 
is  granted,  or  what  schemes  have  been 
approved  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  think 
that  any  opportunity  will  be  afforded  to 
this  House  for  discussing  schemes.  As 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  is  aware, 
every  scheme  has  already  been  threshed 
out  in  an  elaborate  manner  in  this  House 
and  before  the  Grand  Juries. 

Mb.  STOREY  :  Is  one  of  the  schemes 
in  Galway  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  think 
that  anything  will  be  gained  by  dwelling 
upon  particular  instances. 

THE  SHANNON  FISHERIES. 

Mb.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick  City) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  steps  do  the 
Government  propose  taking  to  safeguard 
the  interests  of  the  Shannon  Fisheries, 
which  the  Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheries 
declare,  in  their  recent  Report,  are  being 
seriously  injured  by  works  of  excavation 
and  destruction  of  spawning  beds  now 
in  progress  at  Killaloe  ;  and  whether  the 
Government  propose  to  take  any  action 
with  regard  to  the  criticisms  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  under  the  heading, 
"  Observations,"  on  the  findings  on  oath 
of  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries  in  their 
Report  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  A  further 
communication  has  been  received  from 
the  Limerick  Board  of  Conservators  in 
reference  to  the  conflict  of  opinion  which 
exists  as  to  the  probable  effect  of  the 
works  on  the  Fisheries,  and  that  com- 
munication is  now  under  the  considera- 
ion  of  the  Irish  Government. 
Mr.  Storey 


RATHKEALE  DISPENSARY. 
Mb.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM  (Lime- 
rick, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  in  August  last, 
there   was  a  vacancy  for  the   office  of 
apothecary    in    Rathkeale     Dispensary, 
County  Limerick,   and   that    advertise- 
ments were  duly  published,  which  stated 
that  candidates  were  required  to  have 
the  qualification  of  "  apothecary ;  "  that 
there  were  only  two  applicants,  one  of 
whom  was  not  qualified  as  an  apothecary  ; 
that  the  latter,  notwithstanding  his  want 
of   the  qualification,   was  elected  by  a 
majority  of  the  Dispensary  Committee, 
but  the  election  was   set  aside  by   the 
Local   Government   Board;    if    he    can 
explain  why,  under   the  circumstances, 
Mr.  Cahill,  the  other  candidate  who,  as 
the  only  applicant  qualified  in  accordance 
with  the  requirement  of  the  advertise- 
ment, was  refused  the  appointment,  why 
another  election  was  ordered,   and   the 
new    advertisement    so    framed    as    to 
render  the  formerly  disqualified  candidate 
eligible  «for  election ;    whether  he   was 
elected ;  and  what  precedent  there  was 
for  so  acting  under  the  circumstances  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  facts  are 
substantially  as  stated  in  the  first 
paragraph.  Mr.  Cahill  did  not  obtain 
the  requisite  majority  of  votes,  and  his 
claim  to  be  elected  could  not  be  admitted. 
It  was,  therefore,  necessary  to  proceed 
to  a  new  election,  and,  on  the  application 
of  the  Dispensary  Committee,  it  was 
declared  that  the  appointment  might  be 
filled  by  either  an  apothecary  or  a 
Pharmaceutical  Chemist.  Mr.  Whelan, 
who  holds  the  diploma  of  a  Phar- 
maceutical Chemist,  was  elected  in 
September.  The  Local  Government 
Board  have  sanctioned  the  appointment 
of  Pharmaceutical  Chemists  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  apothecaries  in  several 
Unions  in  Ireland. 

THE  FUNERAL  OF  MR.  HARRIS,  M.P. 
Mr.  MURPHY  (Dublin,  St  Patrick's): 
I  beg  to  postpone  for  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton) 
a  question  which  stands  in  his  name, 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  he  can 
now  make  his  promised  statement  as  to 
the  conduct  of  the  police  at  Ballinasloe 
on  the  occasion  of  the  funeral  of  Mr. 
Harris,  M.P. 
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BAIL  PRISONERS. 

Dr.  TANNER:  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  bail  prisoners  con- 
fined in  first-class  prisons  in  Ireland  are 
entitled  to  be  provided  with  a  room, 
instead  of  a  cell,  on  their  making  appli- 
cation ;  and  if  it  is  true  tfiat  first-class 
misdemeanants  are  so  provided,  and  per- 
mitted to  receive  visits  from  their  friends 
in  a  room,  and  not  in  the  visiting  room 
termed  "  the  cage  ?" 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  bail  prisoners 
are  entitled  to  all  the  privileges  of  untried 
prisoners.  The  hon.  Member  will  find 
the  information  he  seeks  contained  in 
the  Return  of  Irish  Prison  Rules  and 
Regulations  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this 
House  during  the  Session  of  1888. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Do  the  Prisons 
Board  deny  that  bail  prisoners  are 
entitled  to  all  the  privileges  of  first-class 
misdemeanants  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  They  do  not 
appear  to  have  been  asked  that  question, 
but  I  will  inquire  if  the  hon.  Member 
wishes. 

SKIBBEREEN  CUSTOM  HOUSE. 

Db.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.)  :  1  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
he  is  aware  that  owing  to  the  transfer- 
ence of  the  Custom  House  from  Skib- 
bareen  to  Bantry  very  great  in- 
convenience and  injury  are  caused 
to  the  Baltimore  fishing  industry  ; 
whether,  according  to  existing  Cus- 
toms arrangements  in  Skibbereen, 
the  Deputy  Officer  of  Customs  in  that 
town  is  unable  to  give  permission  for 
the  discharge  of  cargoes  of  ice  absolutely 
essential  for  the  preservation  of  the  fish 
caught  by  the.  Baltimore  fishermen,  and 
also  that  it  is  impossible  for  him  to 
obtain  permission  by  telegraph  from 
Bantry  to  do  so,  and  whether,  in  con- 
sequence, steamers  for  conveying  the  fish 
have  to  wait  at  Baltimore  the  arrival 
from  Bantry,  24  miles  distant,  of  the 
Superintendent  of  Customs;  and  whether 
he  will  take  steps  to  have  abated  the  in- 
convenience complained  of,  by  restoring 
the  Custom  House  to  the  Skibbereen 
district  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  not  the   fact  that   very  great 


inconvenience  and  injury  have  been 
caused  to  the  Baltimore  fishing  industry 
through  the  transference  of  the  princi- 
pal Customs  Offices  for  the  Port 
of  Skibbereen  from  Skibbereen  to 
Bantry.  The  Board  of  Customs  have 
ascertained  that  no  delay  has  been 
caused  by  this  change  in  the  discharge 
of  any  vessels,  nor  need  any  delay  or 
inconvenience  be  occasioned  thereby,  as 
the  Officer  of  Customs  still  stationed  at 
Skibbereen  is  now  empowered  to  deal 
with  any  Customs  business,  there  or  at 
Baltimore,  that  may  require  attention, 
under  exactly  the  same  conditions  as 
were  in  force  previous  to  the  change 
referred  to.  No  occasion  has,  therefore> 
arisen  for  making  any  alterations  in  the 
present  arrangements. 

LIEUTENANT  WILCOX,  R.N. 

Dr.  TANNER  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Firs* 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  he  is  aware 
that  Mr.  Wilcox,  Lieutenant  R.N.  and 
Coastguard  Officer  at  Spanish  Point, 
Miltown  Malbay,  County  Clare,  acts  as 
local  agent  for  the  Army  and  Navy  Co- 
operative Stores,  and  has  a  shop  fitted  up 
and  stocked  in  the  locality,  selling, 
amongst  other  things,  wine,  spirits,  and 
tobacco ;  and  if  such  conduct  is  is. 
accordance  with  the  regulations  of  the 
Admiralty ;  and,  if  not,  whether  instruc- 
tions will  be  issued  to  Lieutenant  Wil- 
cox to  desist  from  his  present  practices  ? 

Lobd  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  postpone  the  question. 
I  have  not  yet  received  tlie  informa- 
tion. 

POLICE  WATCHING. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork) :  I  beg  to  ask  the- 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  newspaper  reports  of 
the  manner  in  which  Messrs.  E.  O'Brien, 
P.L.G.  and  James  O'Brien  were  con- 
stantly followed  by  police  constables  at 
the  last  Midleton  and  Killeagh  (County 
Cork)  fairs  ;  and  whether  this  system  of 
watching  by  the  police  at  fairs  and 
markets  in  Ireland  will  be  allowed  to> 
continue  ;  and,  if  so,  will  instructions 
be  given  to  the  Constabulary  Authorities 
not  to  permit  it  to  be  exercised  against 
individuals  when  engaged  on  their  own 
private  business  transactions  at  fairs  or 
elsewhere  ? 
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Mb.  GILL  (Louth,  S.)  :  I  also  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  great  inconvenience  is  caused  to 
persons  visi ting  the  markets  in  Drogheda 
by  the  shadowing  of  the  police,  who 
interfere  with  people  in  the  transaction 
of  their  lawful  business,  and  whether  he 
will  state  the  reason  for  such  action  by 
the  police,  and  cause  it  to  be  dis- 
continued ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Consta- 
bulary Authorities  report  that  the 
persons  referred  to  were  known  to  be 
actively  engaged  in  endeavouring  to 
boycott  the  sale  of  cattle  by  persons  who 
had  rendered  themselves  obnoxious  by 
taking  evicted  farms,  (fee,  or  by  having 
dealings  with  so-called  obnoxious  persons. 
The  police  have  instructions  to  watch  all 
persons  engaged  in  this  illegal  practice, 
and  to  make  them  amenable  to  the  law 
when  possible.  So  long  as  the  illegal 
system  is  pursued  the  police  will  con- 
tinue to  discharge  this  duty. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  direct  the  constabulary  to 
issue  instructions  that  wHen  a  man  is 
transacting  his  own  business  in  ordinary 
buying  and  selling,  he  shall  not  be  inter- 
fered with  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  is  no 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  Constabulary 
Authorities  to  interfere  with  any  man 
engaged  in  the  ordinary  transaction  of 
his  business. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  on  the 
7th  instant,  in  the  town  of  Tipperary, 
Mr.  Robert  Paul  Gill,  engineer,  of  New 
Tipperary,  was  accompanied  by  two 
policemen  named  Maddock  and  Gurry, 
who  walked  alongside  of,  and  keeping 
step  with  him  ;  whether  Mr.  Gill  asked 
the  policemen  had  they  any  business 
with  him,  and  again  would  they  persist 
in  accompanying  him  in  the  same 
manner;  whether  Gurry  said  to  Mad- 
dock,  "Answer  no  more  questions,  we  will 
do  what  we  like,"  and  continued  to  accom- 
pany Mr.  Gill;  and  whether  this  pro- 
cedure of  the  policemen  is  according  to 
any  special  instructions  to  the  police  of 
Tipperary  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  sorry 
that  I  am  not  able  to  answer  the  question 
of  the  hon.  Member  at  present. 


THE    BELFAST  MAGISTRATES. 

Mr.  de  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  as  there 
are  two  Stipendiary  Magistrates  for  the 
city  of  Belfast,  he  could  state  on  what 
ground  those  gentlemen  leave  the  Court 
in  charge  of  a  Local  Justice  on  Fridays, 
one  of  the  most  important  days  for 
hearing  cases  ;  and,  as  the  business  of  the 
Court  on  that  day  is  disposed  of  in  a  way 
eminently  unsatisfactory  to  the  general 
public  and  the  members  of  the  legal 
profession  at  present,  would  he  give 
directions  that  in  future  the  Resident 
Magistrates  must  not  leave  the  dispens- 
ing of  justice  exclusively  in  the  hands  of 
Local  Justices  on  Friday  or  any  other 
day? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  According  to 
the  Report  I  have  received  the  Resident 
Magistrates'  referred  to  appear  to  attend 
the  Court  regularly  on  all  the  days  of 
the  week,  "Friday  included,  and  they 
have  ouly  loeen  absent  on  exceptional 
occasions  which  were  unavoidable ;  so 
that  there  seems  to  be  some  misappre- 
hension on  the  part  of  my  hon.  Friend 
in  regard  to  the  case. 

PHOENIX   PARK,  DUBLIN. 

Mr.  MURPHY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what  steps  are 
being  taken  about  the  band  stand  in 
Phoenix  Park,  Dublin,  which  it  was 
promised  would  be  erected  by  the  Board 
uf  Works ;  and  when  will  it  be  com- 
menced and  completed  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Tenders  have  been 
called  for,  and  the  work  can  be  put  in 
hand  as  soon  as  the  money  is  voted  by 
Parliament. 


MR.  G.  8 ANDES,  J.P. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  what 
has  been  the  result  of  the  inquiry  on  the 
part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  into  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  G.  Sandes,  J. P.,  for  the 
County  of  Kerry,  and  whether  he  has 
been  superseded  in  the  Commission  of 
the  Peace  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN :  The  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland,  having  carefully  inquired 
into  and  considered  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  repute  and  use- 
fulness    of     the     gentleman    referred 
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to  were  so  affected  that  in  the  public 
interest  he  ought  no  longer  to  be  retained 
in  the  Magistracy,  and  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor has  accordingly  directed  that  his 
name  be  omitted  from  the  Commission  of 
the  Peace. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  When 
was  the  decision  anived  at? 

Mb.  MADDEN :  Sometime  last  month. 

Mb.  CLANCY:  Yet  last  week  the 
Chief  Secretary  said  that  he  knew 
nothing  about  it. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  was  not  my 
business  to  know  anything  about  it.  It 
rested  entirely  with  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
who  told  me  last  Saturday  the  decision 
he  had  come  to.  That,  however,  was 
subsequently  to  the  question  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers. 

THE  CONVICT  M'CAFFREY. 

Mb.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
now  state  for  what  periods  the  convict 
prisoner  M'Caffrey  has  been  punished  by 
solitary  confinement,  or  otherwise,  since 
his  return  to  Downpatrick  Gaol  from 
London,  where  he  had  been  brought  as  a 
witness  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  five  cases  of  punish- 
ment. Perhaps  it  would  be  more  con- 
venient if  I  show  the  Return  to  the  hon. 
Member.  He  can  then  ask  a  further 
question  if  he  wishes  to  do  so.  I  am, 
however,  quite  willing  to  read  out  the 
reply  in  the  House  if  the  hon.  Member 
wishes  it. 

THE  CROWN  SOLICITOR  FOR 
DONEGAL. 

Mb.  WEBB  (Waterford,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  any 
decision  has  yet  been  come  to  regarding 
Mr.  John  Mackey,  Sessional  Crown 
Solicitor  for  Donegal,  who,  at  Ramelton, 
on  29th  March,  admitted  on  oath  having 
struck  and  wounded  Mr.  Hugh 
Hegarty  with  a  naked  sword,  upon  the 
suspicion  that  he  had  broken  a  pane  of 
glass? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
legal  proceedings  are  pending  against 
this  gentleman.  The  Government  must 
await  the  result  of  those  proceedings. 


TREATMENT  OF  IRISH  PRISONER8. 

Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRJEN :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the.  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  reference  to* 
the  treatment  of  Mr.  Daly,  of  Carrickma 
cross,  on  his  way  to  Belfast  Gaol, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Robert 
Dunlop,  T.C.,  Belfast,  who  was  convicted 
of  forgery  and  of  insurance  frauds,  was 
transferred  from  Belfast  to  Derry  Goal 
in  his  own  clothes  and  that  no  attempt  was 
made  to  handcuff  him ;  and  why  such 
different  treatment  was  given  to  Mr. 
Daly  and  his  friends,  who  were  convicted 
of  boycotting  only,  and  who  were  obliged 
to  wear  prison  clothes  and  handcuffs  on 
thoir  way  to  Belfast  Gaol  from  Derry  f 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  These  gentle- 
men  had  the  option  of  wearing  their  own 
clothes  on  their  original  reception  in  the 
prison,  but  they  elected  to  wear  the 
prison  dress.  Mr.  Dunlop  was  not  hand- 
cuffed, because  no  difficulty  was  expected 
in  regard  to  him. 

• 
THE  LAND  COMMISSION— RETURNS. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  when  the  Return  of  Sittings- 
of  the  Irish  Land  Commission,  ordered 
24th  April,  may  be  expected  to  be 
distributed  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Return 
was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  -House 
to-day. 

THE  IRISH  ESTATES'  SELECT 
COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
he  can  now  give  the  reply  promised 
before  Easter  as  to  the  re -appointment 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  sale  and 
management  of  the  Irish  Estates  of  the 
City  Companies  in  County  Derry  ?  . 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  names  of 
the  proposed  Select  Committee  on  the 
Irish  Estates  of  the  City  Companies  in 
County  Derry  will  be  placed  on  the 
Paper  to-night. 

THE    CHANCELLOR  OF  THE   EXCHE- 
QUER'S SPEECH  AT  RAWTENSTALL. 

Mb.  STOREY  :  I  desire  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  Chancellor  ofthe  Exchequer,, 
of  which  I  have  given  him  private 
notice.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  down  in  Lancashire  last  evening 
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with  a  noble  Lord  who  sits   upon  the 

Opposition  side   of  the   House,  and  he 

is  reported  to  have  said  in  the  course  of 

his  speech — 

"  Then  we  have  been  endeavouring  to  pass 
the  Allotments  Bill,  a  small  Bill  which  ought 
to  have  been  passed  in  three  or  four  hours." 

M  They,"  meaning  the  Liberal  Party, 

"  Have  endeavoured  to  smother  the  Bill  with 
Amendments." 

And  further  on — 

"  Keep  your  eyes  on  these  murderous  inten- 
tions. We  know  this — that  our  opponents 
do  not  care  to  prove  that  which  is  dear  to  our 
hearts — namely,  the  competence  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  for  the  work  which  it  has  to  do. 
They  do  not  care  about  losing  the  reputation, 
about  imperilling  the  reputation  of  that  House." 

— the  House  of  Commons.  The  question 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  whether,  when  he  made  that  speech, 
he  was  aware  that  there  were  only  32 
Amendments  on  the  Allotments  Bill,  and 
that  only  12  of  those  were  moved  by 
hon.  Members  belonging  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  opponents,  while  no 
less  than  20  were  moved  by  his  own 
political  friends?  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  aware  that  after  the  Bill 
had  been  discussed  upon  parts  of  two 
days  only,  there  now  remain  upon  the 
Notice  Paper  only  12  Amendments,  six 
of  which  proceed  from  the  Liberal  Party, 
and  six  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  supporters?  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  referring  not  to  Amendments 
but  to  Instructions,  does  he  not  think 
that  it  would  have  been  fair  to  have  told 
his  hearers,  when  denouncing  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  measure  for  endeavouring 
to  smother  the  Bill,  that  a  working 
arrangement  had  been  made  by  which 
only  one  Instruction  was  left  upon  the 
Paper,  and,  finally,  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  what  reparation  and 
what  compensation  he  intends  to  make 
to  the  Liberal  Party  for  what  I  cannot 
help  characterising  as  a  political  libel 
upon  them? 

•Mr.  CHAINING  (Northampton,  E.) :  I 
should  like  to  ask  another  question,  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  able  to 
answer  without  notice,  and  it  is  whether 
he  is  aware  that  practically  the  whole 
time  devoted  to  this  Bill  at  the  Morning 
Sitting  on  Tuesday  was  taken  up  by  two 
Amendments,  of  which  one  was  accepted 
by  the  Government,  and  the  other  was 
moved  by  an  hon.  Member  on  the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the  House  ? 
Mr.  Storey 


•The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  'Square) :  No  passage  of  the 
kind  which  the  hon.  Member  has  read 
can  be  fairly  interpreted  without  the 
context.  What  I  stated  was  this,  that 
there  was  practically  a  new  form  of 
obstruction,  and  that  was  that,  instead  of 
attacking  Bills  in  front,  it  was  now 
endeavoured  to  delay  and  defeat  them  by 

smothering  them,  and  that  I  called  a 
murderous  process,  because  it  was  equiva- 
lent to  the  killing  of  a  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  himself  has  seen  what  was  in 
my  mind.  This  simple  Allotments  Bill 
was  to  be  met  by  nine  Instructions,  and 
if  ever  there  was  evidence  of  an  intoler- 
able attempt  to  smother  a  Bill,  I  think  it 
was  supplied  by  the  case  of  a  Bill  of  that 
kind  to  which  nine  Instructions  were 
put  on  the  Paper.  Presumably  they 
were  not  bogus  Instructions,  and  it  was 
intended  to  move  them.  If  they  had 
been  moved  they  would  have  smothered 
the  Bill ;  without  any  doubt  whatever, 
it  would  have  been  impossible  to  carry 
the  Bill  if  these  Instructions  had  been 
moved,  because  they  would  have  absorbed 
infinitely  more  time  than  possibly  could 
have  been  given  to  the  Bill.  That  was 
obvious  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby,  and  it  was  obvious  to  Mr. 
Speaker.  The  hon.  Gentleman  asks 
me  whether  I  am  aware  they 
were  removed.  I  am  aware  they 
were  removed,  under,  I  will  not  say 
the  reprimand  of  the  Speaker,  but  under 
words  which  fell  from  the  Speaker,  and 
which  were  to  the  effect  that  if  this  new 
system  were  pursued,  it  would  be  utterly 
impossible  to  proceed  with  legislation.  I 
repeat,  I  think  it  is  a  simple  Bill,  which 
might  have  been  passed  in  a  very  much 
shorter  time.  It  is  not  a  question  of  the 
number  of  Amendments,  and  of  the  time 
devoted  to  the  discussion  of  each ;  but  I 
am  sorry  to  say — and  if  hon.  Members 
think  I  misrepresented  them  with  regard 
to  this  Bill  In  any  way,  I  express  my 
regret — I  do  consider  the  placing  of 
these  Instructions  on  the  Paper  fully 
justified  the  spirit  of  what  I  said,  if  not 
the  actual  words  I  used. 

Mr.  STOREY  :  I  am  much  obliged  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  should 
be  glad  if  he  would  supplement  his 
reply   on  one    point  only,   and   tell  us 
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plainly  whether  he  believes  that  the 
Liberal  Party — "our  opponents"  as  he 
calls  us — do  not  care  about  imperilling 
the  reputation  of  this  House  1 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  This  is  not  a  usual 

form  of  cross  examination,  but  I  will 

answer  straightly  and  frankly,      I  say 

there  is  a  Party  in  this  House  opposed  to 

us,  who  are  not  anxious  for  the  quick 

discharge  of  the  business  of  the  House, 

and  who  wish  to  prove  the  inefficiency  of 

this    House  for  the    discharge    of    the 

general  duties  that  devolve  upon  it.  It 
has  been  avowed  more  than  once  in  this 
House,  and  I  say,  again,  that  whenever 
-any  allusion  is  made  to  the  fact  that  we 
cannot  get  through  the  business,  it  is 
met  with  loud  cheers  in  various  parts  of 
the  House  opposite,  as  if  to  prove  that 
the  House  is  incompetent  to  discharge 
its  duties. 


Revenue  BUI. 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 
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Mb.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  is 
not  aware  that  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means,  at  Easter,  informed  his  con- 
stituents and  the  public  that  the  House 
of  Commons  had  done  ^  business  very 
well? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER :  There  is  no  Question 
before  the  House. 

THE  LAND  PURCHASE  BILL. 

•Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  Government  propose  to  take  the 
advice  given  last  night  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham,  and 
to  drop  certain  portions  of  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  be  surprised  to  hear  that  I  have 
not  been  able  in  the  course  of  the  day  to 
read  that  advice. 

THE  ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  :  Will  the  Army  Estimates  be 
taken  before  the  Whitsuntide  recess,  and 
will  the  Barracks  Bill  be  proceeded  with 
to-night  1 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  1  am  afraid  it 
will  not  be  possible  to  bring  on  the 
Barracks  Bill  this  evening,  nor  can  the 
Army  Estimates  be  taken  before  Whitsun- 
tide. 


CUSTOMS    AND    INLAND    REVENUE 
BILL.— (No.  231.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

(4.40.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Long- 
ford, N.)  :  The  question  raised  by  the 
Instruction  I  am  about  to  move  is  one  of 
considerable  gravity  to  the  Division 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent.  I 
trust  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer will  not  be  prejudiced  against  the 
subject  because  it  is  brought  forward  in 
the  shape  of  an  Instruction,  and  I  hope 
it  will  be  considered  in  a  non- 
contentious  spirit.  A  Bill  embodying  a 
similar  provision  was  read  a  second  time 
in  1879,  with  the  approval  of  a  Conserva- 
tive Government,  and  the  then  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Epping  Division  of 
Essex,  said  he  saw  no  objection 
to  the  proposal.  The  Bill  was  also 
supported  by  Mr.  Wheelhouse,  a  staunch 
advocate  of  the  Licensed  Victuallers  in- 
terest, by  the  Member  for  Carlisle,  and 
by  Irish  Members,  Conservative  and 
Liberal.  Seeing  that  the  Government 
are  now  imposing  a  heavy  duty  on 
spirits,  what  objection  can  there  be  to 
breaking  the  blow  inflicted  on  Ireland 
and  Scotland  by  adopting  this  proposal  1 
If  consumers  are  to  pay  more  for  their 
whisky,  they  ought,  at  any  rate,  to  be 
sure  of  getting  a  better  article  for  the 
money.  I  do  not  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  at  once  express  a 
definite  opinion  on  this  subject.  I  shall 
be  content  if  he  says  his  mind  is  open 
to  consider  it  when  the  Bill  is  in 
Committee.  There  is,  of  course,  the 
question  of  rectifying.  It  is  true 
rectifiers  may  have  some  objection  to  the 
proposal.  A  rectifier  wants  new  whisky 
for  his  purposes,  but  I  think  this  difficulty 
would  be  met  if  he  were  allowed  to 
rectify  in  bond.  Now,  we  import  millions 
of  gallons  of  German  spirits  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  and  the  whisky  distillers  of 
Scotland  and  Ireland  have  no  protection 
against  this  spirit,  which  is  sold  at 
Is.  6d.  This  is  a  crying  evil,  which 
is  going  on  under  the  eyes  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  himself. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  comes 
down    to    the    Houss    to    propose    an 
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addition  of  6d.  per  gallon  to  the  tax  on  ' 
spirits,  and  I  may  say  comes  here 
reeking  with  German  spirits — in  this 
sense,  that  there  being  a  drawback  now 
allowed  of  2d.  per  gallon  on  all  spirits 
sent  abroad,  in  order  that  German  spirits 
should  not  get  the  benefit  of  that  Jubilee 
drawback,  Excise  officers  are  appointed 
not  only  to  watch  the  blending  of 
spirits,  and  to  see  the  blending  of 
the  German  spirits  with  the  English, 
Irish,  and  Scotch  spirits,  but  to  see 
that  our  whisky,  which  is  sent  abroad, 
plus  the  German  spirits,  does  net 
enjoy  the  benefit  of  the  drawback.  That, 
I  say,  is  in  reality  a  fraud,  or  rather  a 
recognition  of  fraud,  because  these 
German  spirits  are  sent  abroad  as 
English,  Irish,  and  Scotch  spirits,  while 
all  the  time  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  men  who  are  watching 
the  fraud,  and  whose  duty  it  is  to 
protect  the  Revenue,  and  see  that  these 
German  spirits  do  not  get  the  benefit  of 
•  the  drawback.  How,  I  ask,  does  the 
Merchandise  Marks  Act  work  for  home 
protection  in  other  matters  ?  I  read  the 
other  day  that  a  revolver  was  being  sent 
from  Birmingham  to  Mexico,  and  finding 
that  although  it  was  made  in  Birmingham 
or  Sheffield,  or  in  some  other  pait  of 
this  country,  it  was  marked  as  an 
American  revolver,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  not  allow  the 
Mexicans  to  be  defrauded  by  having  that 
revolver  marked  as  of  American  manu- 
facture, whereas  it  was  of  English 
origin.  I  ask  why  do  you  not  treat  the 
whisky  in  the  same  way  as  you  treat 
other  articles,  especially  when  you  are  so 
alarmed  at  the  idea  that  the  Mexicans 
should  be  allowed  to  shoot  each  other 
with  fraudulent  revolvers?  I  do  not 
think  it  would  matter  very  much  to  a 
Mexican  whether  he  was  killed  by  an 
American  or  English  revolver;  but  if 
you  are  going  to  be  so  careful  in  regard 
to  a  matter  of  this  sort,  I  say  you  ought 
to,  exhibit  the  same  amount  of  caution  with 
regard  to  spirits.  The  protection  of  the 
Merchandise  Marks  Act  is  not  given  to 
these  manufactures  because  they  happen 
to  be  liquids,  and  the  Government  allow 
the  system  of  blending  to  go  on  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Germans,  and  to  the 
detriment  of  the  native  taxpayer.  I 
think  you  would,  to  a  large  extent,  check 
this  fraud  if  my  proposal  wero  adopted  ; 
but  the  result  would  be  that  the 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


Germans  would  have  to  bring  their 
spirits  over  here  to  cool  for  a  whole 
twelvemonth  in  bond,  the  Is.  6d.  stuff 
thus  greatly  benefiting  by  the  air  in 
which  it  would  remain  for  that  period. 
One  consequence  of  this  would  be  that  the 
Germans  would  not  be  likely  to  send 
over  here  spirits  that  would  have  to 
be  retained  in  bond  for  so  long  a  time. 
Doubtless  there  might  be  some  loss  to 
the  Revenue*  but  the  pocket  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  one  thing, 
while  the  stomachs  of  the  lieges  are 
another,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  do  all  he  can  to  prevent  need- 
less adulteration.  But  there  is  another 
point.  I  have  not  argued  the  merits  of 
the  question,  because  everybody  admits 
the  merits.  The  Reports  that  have  been 
presented  amply  show  the  great  benefits 
that  would  accrue  from  the  adoption  of 
a  proposal  of  this  sort.  Well,  let  me 
ask  what  are  the  objections  ?  First,  how- 
ever, I  should  say  on  behalf  of  the  Irish 
distillers,  who  have  a  high  reputation,  I 
believe  they  Would  all  gladly  welcome 
this  proposal.  Take  a  man  like  John 
Jamieson.  His  spirit  is  never  drunk 
until  it  is  seven  years  old,  although  it 
would,  undoubtedly,  be  far  better  when 
only  24  hours  of  age  than  some  of  the 
German  stuff  would  be  if  kept  for  24 
years.  However,  the  German  spirit  is 
never  allowed  to  attain  its  majority.  I 
say  the  respectable  distillers  would  wel- 
come a  proposal  of  this  kind,  because 
they  already  carry  out  its  principle  in 
their  own  practice ;  and  the  objections 
that  may  be  urged  on  the  ground  of 
storage  will  not  lie  on  their  account. 
With  regard  to  the  less  reputable  dis- 
tillers— though  I  ought  hardly  to  say 
that,  and  should  more  appropriately  term 
them  the  distillers  of  less  capital — it  is 
possible  that  some  of  them  might  object 
to  Government  storage.  I  was  lately 
reading  a  Return  obtained  by  Mr.  Boord 
in  1877,  and,  as  far  as  I  could  gather 
from  that,  there  is  annually  stored  in 
bond  no  less  than  40,000,000  of  gallons  of 
spirits.  I  do  not  know  how  the  Scotch 
distillers  view  my  proposal,  but  I  know 
that  some  of  the  Scotch  Members  are  in 
favour  of  it.  Looking  at  the  matter  as 
a  whole,  it  can  only  be  a  question  of  a 
very  few  additional  officers  of  Excise,  and 
perhaps  a  small  additional  cost  to  the 
Treasury.  I  put  it  to  the  Government 
that,  without  adopting  the  motto  of  Mr. 
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Disraeli,  "Health  before  everything," 
they  ought  to  do  something  for  the  con* 
sumer,  especially  as  he  is  now  having  an 
additional  tax  imposed  upon  him.  No- 
body recommends  the  drinking  of  whisky, 
and  I  am  not  putting  the  matter  in  that 
sense,  because  I  think  it  would  be  much 
better  for  everybody  to  do  without  it, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  we  know  that 
there  are  oceans  of  stuff  sold  under 
the  name  of  whisky  which  would  not 
be  available  if  this  Instruction  were 
adopted,  and  I  am  convinced  that  its 
acceptance  would  do  a  great  deal  towards 
promoting  the  interests  of  law  and 
order.  Many  of  the  crimes  now  com- 
mitted are  perpetrated  under  the 
maddening  influences,  not  of  ordinary 
drink,  but  of  the  adulterated  liquids 
that  are  allowed  to  be  sold.  I  hope  I 
have  said  nothing  of  a  controversial 
nature,  and  I  trust  the  Government  will 
see  their  way  to  do  something  towards 
protecting  the  people  on  whom  the  tax 
they  are  imposing  will  fall.'  I  do  not 
say  that  some  distillers  may  not  have 
objections  to  my  proposal ;  but,  in  my 
opinion,  if  the  distilling  interests  of 
Scotland  are  opposed  to  the  Bill  their 
views  ought  not  to  prevail ;  because  we 
have  the  consumer  to  consider  more  than 
the  manufacturer.  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment might  regard  favourably  a  pro- 
posal like  this,  which  had  the  assent  of  a 
Conservative  Government  in  1879.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  is  opposed  to  spirits  in 
bond  or  out  of  bond ;  but  I  think  any- 
body who  has  considered  the  question 
must  deplore  the  kind  of  whisky  which 
everybody  must  agree  the  poorer  people 
have  to  consume.  I  hope  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will,  in  the  interest  of 
the  consumer,  give  attention  to  this  pro- 
posal. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  insert  a  provision  that 
tfpiritfl  be  kept  in  bond  for  a  year  after  manu- 
facture."—(if  r  T.  M.  Eealy.) 
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(7.57.)  Mb.  SEAGER  HUNT  (Mary, 
lebone,  W.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  with  a  great 
many  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber I  cordially  agree,  but  his  proposal 
would  be  calculated  to  cause  very  great 
inconvenience  to  the  rectifier.  It  is  by 
the  very  process  of  rectification  that  im- 
purities of  this  kind  ara  removed. 

VOL.     CCCXLIV.    [third  series.] 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  rectification 
could  be  carried  on  in  bond. 

Mr.  SEAGER  HUNT :  But  that 
would  necessitate  an  alteration  in  the 
present  system  of  working.  I  would 
go  further  than  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  goes,  because  if  keeping  the 
whisky  in  bond  improves  it,  I  think  it 
should  be  kept  in  bond  for  at  least  seven 
years. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  should  be 
delighted. 

Mr.  SEAGER  HUNT :  But  the  spirit 
bonded  by  the  malt  distillers  would  have 
to  be  distinguished  from  that  of  the 
whisky  distillers,  and  the  former  should 
certainly  be  sent  out  of  bond  as  soon  as 
possible.  If  the  hon.  Member  will 
agree  to  that,  I  am  prepared  to  support 
his  Motion.  Before  I  sit  down  I  should 
like  to  call  attention  to  the  quantity  of 
impure  spirits  imported  into  this  coun- 
try  

*Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  permitted  to  travel  outside  the 
actual  discussion  on  spirits  in  bond  for 
one  year. 

*(5.0.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  certainly  disposed  to  view  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford 
in  a  favourable,  manner.  The  question 
has  been  brought  before  me  before,  and 
I  take  a  great  interest  in  it.  There  is  a 
great  desire  that  spirits  should  be  kept 
longer  in  bond,  but  a  distinction  must 
be  made  between  the  various  forms  of 
spirits.  The  hon.  Member  has  based  his 
arguments  upon  the  distillation  of 
whisky.  I  am  informed  that  the  In- 
struction would  apply  not  only  to  whisky 
but  to  gin  and  other  spirits,  and  I  do 
not  know  how  far  the  hon.  Member 
wishes  to  go  in  that  direction.  I  am 
told  that  there  is  not  the  same  objection 
to  the  mingling  of  foreign  spirits  in  these 
cases  as  in  the  case  of  whisky.  The 
matter  is  already  under  my  considera- 
tion. I  have  directed  my  attention  to 
the  bearing  of  the  Merchandise  Marks 
Act,  and  if  there  is  any  fraud  or  deceit 
going  on  with  regard  to  the  mingling  of 
foreign  spirits  with  Scotch  or  Irish 
spirits  it  ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  a 
similar  manner,  if  it  can  be  done,  to  that 
adopted  with  regard  to  the  Merchandise 
Marks  Act.  I  am  looking  at  the  matter 
from  really  the  same  point  of  view  as 
the   hon.  Member  has    put  before   the* 
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House,  but  it  is  very  complicated  and 
could  not  be  dealt  with,  in  one  or  two 
clauses.     If  we  were  to  lay  down  a  rule 
that  spirits  are  to  be  kept  in  bond  for  a 
considerable  time  the  result  would  be  to 
keep  the  whole  business  in  the  hands  of 
those  who  have  capital,   which  would 
enable  them  to  wait.     Some  could  keep 
their  spirits  in  bond  for  six  or  seven 
years,  hut  there  are  others  who,  if  they 
kept  their  spirits  long,  would  suffer  con- 
siderable inconvenience.    I  cannot  con- 
sent to  accept  clauses  which  might  be 
proposed  to  effect  the  object  in  view; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  will  be  satisfied 
with  my  assurance  that  I  will  endeavour, 
in  the  next  few  weeks,  to  arrive  at  a  con- 
clusion and  to  introduce  a  short  Bill,  if  I 
see  that  there  is  any  chance  of  passing  it, 
I  will  see  that  the  whole  matter  is  ex- 
amined and  put  it  in  a  practical  form 
before  the  House.  It  will  be  most  incon- 
venient to  spring  the  matter  on  the  trade. 
I  suggest  these  considerations  in  order 
to  show  that  it  will  be  unwise  to  deal 
with  the  matter  in  such  haste  as  would 
be  involved  in  accepting  clauses  without 
consideration  where  there  are  so  many 
interests  concerned.      In  many  ways  I 
sympathise  with  the  object  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  will  endeavour  to  meet  it. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester):  I  rise  to 
move  the  Amendment  of  which  I  have 
given  notice,  and  I  have  to  say  a  word  in 
explanation  of  the  form  it  takes. 
The  Division  which  I  propose  to 
take  will  necessarily  be  on  this 
formal  Amendment,  substituting  the  word 
"  ninety  "  for  "  ninety-one  ; "  the  effect 
of  which,  of  course,  would  be  that  the 
Tea  Duty  would  come  to  an  end  in  the 
month  of  August  in  this  year,  instead  of 
August  of  next  year.  I  think  that  every 
year  a  Division  should  be  taken  upon  the 
question  whether  tea  is  a  proper  com- 
modity for  taxation  or  not.  If  hon. 
Members  would  only  vote  as  Members  of 
the  different  Parties  have  spoken  out  of 
doors,  I  have  no  doubt  whatever  I  should 
carry  my  Amendment.  Of  course,  the 
question  is  an  old  one,  and  it  is  associated 
Mr.  Gosclien 


with  some  of  the  most  memorable  names 
we  have  known  in  this  House.     I  need 
scarcely  refer  to  the   interest  taken  in 
the  question  of  a  free   breakfast  table, 
of  which  this   subject   is    a    part,    by 
the    late     Mr.     John     Bright,     whose 
memory  is  fragrant  to  every  one  of  us, 
however  much  we   may   have  differed 
with  him  in  some  of  his  opinions.     For 
years    he    laboured    on    this    question. 
Recently  it  has  been  taken  up  not  by  one 
great  Party  in   the  State,  but  by  two 
great  Parties  respected  on  both  sides  of 
the  House.       The   Liberal    Federation 
in   Manchester  unanimously   passed    a 
resolution     affirming     that     the     duty 
should  be  taken  off  tea.    As  far  as  I 
know  there  was  no  opposition  whatever. 
Several  leaders    of    the  Liberal  Party 
have  taken  their  places  on  the  platform 
of    this   Federation  at  their  meetings, 
and  the  resolution    has  been  prepared 
with  great  deliberation  by  the  Council  of 
the  Federation.    Not  only  was  that  the 
case,  but  in  the  Conservative  meetings 
at  Nottingham,  as  is  very  well  known, 
there  was  a  strong  desire   to  have    a 
resolution     on     this     subject     brought 
forward  and  passed.     Why  the  rank  and 
file  of  the  Party  were  prevented  from 
bringing  it  forward  by  their  leader  I  do 
not  know ;  at  any  rate  it  is  certain  they 
were  all  strongly  in  favour  of  it.     We 
are  told  we  ought  to  be  content  because 
the  Tea  Duty  has  been  reduced.     But,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  said  the 
other  day,  it  is  extremely  problematical 
whether  the  small  consumer  will  ever 
receive   the  benefit  of    the    reduction. 
Certainly  we  ought  to  be  satisfied  upon 
that  point.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said  that  already  the  price   of  tea 
is    being    brought     down.       Yes,     we 
see      advertisements      everywhere     of 
enterprising    grocers    who     are    adver- 
tising   their    tea    at    2d.   per   lb.   less. 
But  that  is  for  the  people  who  buy  their 
tea  by  the  pound  ;    it  is  certainly  not  for 
the  poor,'  who   buy  their    tea  in  small 
packets,  such  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  described  in  his  speech.     I 
know  from    what  I  have    heard   from 
merchants  doing  a  large  business   that 
they  expect  to  get  a  large  part  of  the  re- 
duction  into    their    own    pockets,   and 
certainly  very  little  of  it  will  reach  the 
poorer  classes.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  a  correction  in  his  statement 
as  to  the  small  packets  the  other  day. 
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He  told  us  that,  owing  to  the  hurried 
manner  in  which  the  information  had 
been  prepared  for  him,  his  informants  had 
fallen  into  an  error,  and  that  we  onghtto 
reduce  by  half  the  prices  which  he  gave. 
Bnt  that  makes  in  my  favour.  Taking 
the  price  that  still  remains  there  is  a 
larger  percentage  of  dnty  on  the  tea  as 
sold  to  the  poor.  In  making  the  correc- 
tion, he  told  us  that  tea  which  was  sold 
in  penny  packets  to  the  poor,  when 
properly  reckoned  out,  came  to  Is.  4£d. 
per  lb.,  and  that  the  price  would  run  up 
from  Is.  4£d.  to  Is.  lljd.  It  is  evident, 
taking  the  duty  at  4d.,  that  the  duty  on 
tea  to  the  poor  ranges  from  20  to  26  per 
cent.,  according  to  the  price  of  tea.  The 
merchants  and  those  concerned  must 
get  their  profit  out  of  the 
Customs  Duty,  and  also  out  of  the  price 
they  pay  for  the  tea  without  the  duty. 
Therefore,  it  is  reckoned  by  some  that 
the  duty,  instead  of  being  8d.  was  6d., 
and,  if  that  were  true,  it  may  be  said 
the  duty  instead  of  being  4d.  would  be 
6d.  I  believe  the  4d.  duty  will  still 
cost  the  consumer  4d.,  5d.,  or  6d.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  reply  to  some 
remarks  of  mine,  said  my  argument 
would  go  to  this  point,  that  the  consumer 
would  gain  very  little  indeed  even  if  the 
duty  were  taken  off  altogether.  I  do 
not  quite  see  that.  It  is  so  much 
cheaper  to  collect  6d.  than  3d. ;  but,  be- 
sides that,  if  you  make  the  commodity 
free  of  duty  altogether,  you  save  a  con- 
siderable amount  in  Custom  House 
officers,  and  bonded  warehouses,  and 
interest  on  money,  and  a  variety  of 
channels  of  expenditure.  Therefore,  it  is 
quite  clear  that  if  the  whole  of  this 
reduction  will  not  go  to  the  consumer, 
he  would  be  more  benefited  if  the  whole 
amount  were  taken  off,  than  when  you 
merely  take  off  a  small  amount.  An 
indirect  tax  costs  a  great  deal  more 
in  collection  from  the  people  who 
consume  the  commodities  than  it 
gives  to  the  Government  who  col- 
lects the  tax.  This  may  be  toler- 
able, and  is  tolerable  with  regard  to 
luxuries,  but  I  say  it  is  utterly  intoler- 
able, when  we  have  to  do  with  the  neces- 
saries of  life.  However,  the  more  sub- 
stantial issue  which  I  raise  on  this  occa- 
sion is  that  the  tax  on  tea  is  a  tax  on  a 
very  large  number  of  people  indeed  ;  it 
is  a  tax  on  the  narrow  income  which  is 
absolutely  essential  to  live  in  peace  and 


comfort.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  hesitate  to  describe  afresh  the  duty 
on  tea  as  a  Poll  Tax,  if  it  were  taken  in  this 
sense.  It  is  a  tax  which  nearly  tvery 
member  of  the  community  is  called  upon 
to  pay.  Well,  Sir,  that  is  precisely  what . 
I  object  to.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
truly  said  that  a  very  large  question  is 
opened  up.  "I  desire  to  protest"  he 
went  on  to  say, 

"  Against  the  view  that  this  tax  ought  to  be 
swept  away,  because  it  rests,  to  a  certain  extent, 
on  the  working  classes  and  upon  those  who  are 
in  straitened  circumstances." 

I  desire  to  note  these  words — "those. 

who  are  in    straitened  circumstances." 

Yes,  the  sort  of  straitened  circumstances 

in  which  a  considerable   number  of  our 

population    are  found  are  described  in 

the  Report  of  the  Committee  of  the 
other  House  on  the  subject  of  sweat- 
ing. And  those  who  read  that 
Report  and  the  description  of  misery 
which  it  gives  of  many  of  the  consumera 
of  tea  will  be  able  to  give  an  interpre- 
tation of  the  phrase  "  straitened, 
circumstances."  But  there  is  another 
thing  that  the  Government  can  do,  and 
that  is  to  take  the  taxes  off  all  neces- 
saries of  life.  I  think  the  very  least, 
the  Government  can  do  is  to  make  life 
easier  for  the  poor.  It  may  be  answered 
that  there  is  not  the  money  to  do  this. . 
That  may  be ;  but  a  great  deal  too  much 
is  spent.  All  we  ask  is  that  the  burden, 
shall  be  taken  off  the  necessaries  .of  life 
and  put  on  property  and  the  accumu- 
lated wealth  of  the  country.  I  hold  that 
the  minimum  of  income  necessary  for 
subsistence  in  peace  and  comfort  ought 
to  go  untaxed  altogether.  That  is  the 
main  reason  why  I  urge  that  this  duty, 
on  tea  should  be  taken  off.  If  I  err  in 
this  I  err  in  very  good  company.  The 
right  hon  Gentleman  has,  I  am  sure,, 
great  respect  for  the  authority  of  John, 
Stuart  Mill,  and  I  call  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
second  volume  of  his  work  on  taxation. 
In  that  work  he  refers  in  no  critical  spirit 
to  the  proposals  with  reference  to  a  gra- 
duated'Income  Tax,  and  suggests  that 
the  tax  should  fall  on  the  richer  classes 
more  heavily  in  proportion  to  the  amount 
of  wealth.  It  is  also  suggested  that 
incomes  not  exceeding  £50  should  not  be 
taxed  at  all,  either  directly  or  by  taxea 
on  the  necessaries  of  life  ;  and  that  in  the 
S  2 
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case  of  the  small  incomes  earned  by 
labouring  families,  the  Government 
ought  not  to  be  a  party  to  making  them 
smaller.  I  think  I  have  the  authority  of 
John  Stuart  Mill  for  this  argument ;  but 
I  have  also  another  authority,  and  a  more 
modern  one,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham,  who 
last  night  seems  to  have  bidden  a  final 
adieu  to  the  Liberal  Party,  but  who  was 
formerly  one  of  the  pioneers  of  Liberal 
progress,  speaking  in  Birmingham  on  the 
29th  January,  1885,  used  words,  accord- 
ing to  the  authorised  edition  of  his 
speech,  to  the  effect  that  a  certain  income 
was  necessary  for  subsistence,  and  that 
it  ought  not  to  be  heavily  taxed,  but 
that  the  burden  of  taxation  ought  to  fall  on 
incomes  above  that  amount.  Now,  what 
did  he  mean  at  that  time  by  heavy  taxa- 
tion on  a  minimum  of  income  ?  It  is 
evident  that  he  included  the  Tea  Duty 
in  his  observations,  for  a  little  further 
on  he  said  that  if  Parliament  would  only 
support  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  would  give  him  leave  to  equalise  the 
duties  on  land  and  on  personal  property, 
he  would  soon  impose  a  higher  tax  upon 
incomes  exceeding  a  certain  amount,  and 
Mr.  Childers  would  be  able  at  once  to 
remedy  the  injustice  and  to  give  a  free 
breakfast  table  the  next  day,  as  well  as 
enable  people  to  put  double  and  treble  the 
quantity  of  currants  and  raisins  usually 
put  in  the  Christmas  pudding.  I  think, 
therefore,  I  have  the  authority  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  on  my  side.  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  the  arguments  about 
taxation  and  representation  are  often 
used  in  a  very  fallacious  way  and  in  a 
manner  entirely  inconsistent  with  the 
original  circumstances  to  which  they 
were  applied.  If  I  mistake  not,  the 
principle  was  first  applied  on  the  occasion  of 
the  attsmpt  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
to  lay  a  tax  on  the  colonies  in  America. 
It  was  always  intended  that  colonies 
which  had  no  representation  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament  should  not  be  taxed 
by  the  Parliament,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  the  principle  was  applied  in  any 
other  way  at  that  time.  The  question 
was  the  relation  of  communities  to  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  and  I  do  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  fairly  press 
arguments  in  favour  of  the  Tea  Tax  on 
that  principle.  When  a  child  is  born 
Mr.  Picton 


into  this  country  his  destiny  is  bound  up 
with  it.  If  the  country  prospers,  he 
also  prospers ;  and  if  the  country  suffers, 
he  is  the  poorer  for  it  and  suffers  accord- 
ingly ;  and  that  is  the  practical  bond  of 
citizenship  which  unites  all  classes.  It 
is  said  that  the  poor  have  votes  as  well  as 
the  rich,  and  that  if  they  have  nothing  to 
pay  for  expensive  wars  they  will  be 
ready  to  hurry  us  into  war  regardless  of 
the  consequences;  and  therefore  it  is 
necessary  to  tax  the  tea  in  order  to  keep 
them  from  rushing  into  war.  But  who 
suffers  most  from  the  extravagance  and 
follies  of  war?  It  is  not  the  rich.  The 
rich  man  may  occasionally  have  to  put 
down  a  carriage  or  a  horse,  or  to  spend 
less  on  hunting  and  luxuries  of  that  kind, 
but  he  never  suffers  in  his  breakfast  or 
dinner  table.  He  always  has  enough  to 
eat  and  drink,  and  the  evils  of  war  fall 
by  the  natural  process  of  gravitation  upon 
the  poor.  It  is  always  the  poor  who 
have  to  put  up  with  the  ultimate  conse- 
quences of  misgovernment,  and  they  are 
learning  that  lesson  now.  We  are  told 
that  in  times  past  when  they  were  not 
properly  instructed  they  howled  for  war. 
But  they  are  learning  better  than  that 
now ;  and  it  4s  to  instruction  that  we 
may  look  for  them  to  gain  political 
wisdom.  We  are  told  that  in  the 
days  of  the  Crimean  War  large 
numbers  of  the  working  classes  were 
bitterly  bent  on  carrying  on  the 
war.  The  Tea  Tax  at  the  time  was 
increased  from  Is.  6d.  to  Is.  9d.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  extra  3d.  had  any  effect 
on  the  opinion  of  the  working  classes. 
It  is  not  to  the  increase  of  taxation,  but 
rather  to  the  extension  of  schools  like 
the  Board  Schools,  to  the  exercise  of  the 
franchise,  and  to  the  advance  of  public 
enlightenment  on  political  matters  that 
we  may  look  for  the  extension  of  political 
wisdom.  I  contend  that  this  Tea  Tax  is 
a  shameful  remnant  of  the  old  times. 
It  is  a  relic  of  the  mischievous  and 
wicked  system  of  taxing  the  necessaries 
of  life — necessaries  which  ought  to  go 
untaxed.  I  earnestly  appeal  to  my  hon.< 
Friends  to  vote  against  this  Tea  Tax, 
and  in  so  doing  I  assure  them  they  aro 
carrying  out  Liberal  principles.  I  also 
appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
exhibit  for  once  freedom  and  indepen- 
dence, and  to  support  principles  of  which, 
I  am  sure,  they  are  in  favour. 
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.  *(5.27,)  Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  trust  that 
the  hon.  Member  will  not  consider  me 
to  be  discourteous  if  I  refrain  from 
entering  at  any  length  into  an  examina- 
tion of  the  arguments  which  he  has 
adduced.  I  have  already  endeavoured 
to  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  who 
seemingly  is  not  satisfied  with  it.  I 
think  that  the  arguments  for  and  against 
are  well-known  on  both  sides  ;  and  as  I 
have  not  been  moved  by  what  the  hon.. 
Member  has  just  said,  while  the  hon. 
Member  remains  equally  unmoved  by 
the  arguments  I  employed  the  other  day, 
I  hold  that  no  useful  purpose  is  to  be 
served  by  delaying  the  decision  of  the 
House  upon  the  point. 

(5.29.)  Me.  JACOB  BRIGHT  (Man- 
chester, S.W.)  :  We  have  no  right  to 
expect  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer will  accept  the  advice  tendered  him 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester ;  bat 
I  think  that  nobody  knows  better  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  the 
duty  on  tea  were  taken  off  there  would 
be  a  much  larger  consumption,  and  that 
it  would  be  to  the  benefit  of  the  trade  of 
the  country.  I  think  that  if  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Leicester 
will  only  in  the  future  be  as  per- 
severing in  this  matter  as  he  has  been 
in  the  past,  he  will  be  successful  in 
securing  the  .end  he  desires  to  attain. 
It  would  be  pleasant  to  feel  that  the 
poor  people  get  their  taa  without  doty, 
and  it  would  be  equally  satisfactory  to 
know  that,  as  this  country  has  compelled 
the  people  of  India  to  take  everything 
we  produce  free  of  duty,  we  should  take 
their  tea  free  of  duty  in  return.  At 
present  we  take  plenty  of  tea  from  India, 
and  the  carrying  out  of  this  suggestion 
would  tend  to  stimulate  commerce. 

(5.30.)  Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  I  do  not  rise  to  contest  the 
question  of  the  Tea  Tax.  I  merely  rise 
to  say  that,  in  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  do  it  because 
I  regard  indirect  taxation  as  unfair  upon 
the  poor  as  against  the  rich,  and  I  wish 
to  see  everybody  contribute  a  f*ir  share 
towards  the  burdens  of  the  country.     So 


far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall  always 
vote  for  the  abolition  of  indirect  taxa-, 
tion. 


(5.30.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  228 ;  Noes  163.— (Div.  List,  No/ 
75.) 

(5.45.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg 
leave  to  move,  after  "  tea,"  in  line  24,  to 
insert  "  valued  over  one  shilling."  Tea 
is  sold  at  various  prices  in. this  City,  from 
2d.  up  to  2s.  or  3s.  per  lb.,  and  I  have 
seen  samples  spld  wholesale  at  as  high  a 
price  as  6s.  per  lb.  As  I  understand  the 
proposals  of  the  Government,  a  rich  man 
wlio  buys  tea  retail,  possibly,  at  7s.  .6d. 
per  lb.,  will  pay  the  same  amount  of  taxa- 
tion on  that  tea  as  the  poor  man  who 
buys  his  tea  at  2d.  or  3d.  per  lb.  The 
Amendment  I  propose  may  be  regarded 
as  against  the  interests  of  Ireland,  be- 
cause in  Ireland  they  drink  the  best  tea. 
Those  who  would  chiefly  benefit  from 
the  Amendment  would  be  the  people  of 
London,  who,  I  understand,  drink  the 
worst  tea  in  the  world.  If  a  person 
buys  tea  which,  but  for  the  tax,  would  be 
sold  at  2d.  per  lb.,  he  will  have  to 
pay  a  4d.  tax  on  that  tea.  Possibly 
another  year,  if  not  now,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  be  able  to  consider 
the  proposal.  I  think  the  people  of 
London  ought  to  take  up  this  question, 
and  gei  their  Members  to  press  it  on  the 
attention  <.f  the  Government.  Personally, 
I  am  not,  interested  in  the  question, 
because  I  drink  no  tea ;  but  I  think  if 
you  are  going  to  make  reductions  in  the 
Tea  Duty,  you  should  make  them  in 
such  a  manner  that  the  poor  man  will 
get  something  out  of  them.  I  would 
suggest  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  he  should  re -impose  the 
duty  of-6d.  on  highly-priced  teas,  and 
reduce  it  on  the  cheaper  teas. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
24,  after  the  word  "  tea,"  to  insert  the 
words  "valued  over  one  shilling." — 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy.)    ' 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

\5.50.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  hon. 
Member  raises  a  very  large  question, 
because  the  principle  underlying  his 
Amendment  would  apply  practically  to  all 
the  Customs  Duties  quite  as  much  to  the 
duty  on  tea.  It  would  apply  to  coffee, 
fruit,  wine,  and  tobacco.     I  remember 
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when  I  sought  to  reduce  the  duty  on 
cheap  classes  of  wine,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  ^Mr.W.  E.Gladstone) 
opposed  my  proposal  on  the  ground  that 
the  return  to  an  ad  valorem  system 
would  raise  all  kinds  of  difficulties.  I 
would  point  out  that  the  cases  in  which 
tea  is  sold  at  6s.  per  lb.  are  very  ex- 
ceptional. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  can  give  you 
a  sample  of  the  tea  now. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  think  the  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  adopting  the  ad 
valorem  system  in  regard  to  tea  are 
too  great  to  be  overcome. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  proposed  the 
Amendment  in  the  interests  of  the 
poor ;  and  if  it  does  not  meet  with  any 
support,  I  have  no  option  but  to  with- 
draw it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(5.53.)  Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.): 
I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name,  namely,  in  line  24 
to  leave  out  "  pound,"  and  insert  "  chest 
of  one  hundred  pounds."  My  object  is 
not  so  much  to  obtain  a  reduction  of  the 
•duty  on  tea  as  to  abolish  it  altogether. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  point  ont 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  we  already 
have  had  a  Division  on  the  abolition  of 
the  Tea  Duty ;  and  if  the  hon.  Member's 
motive  now  is  to  abolish  the  Tea  Duty, 
he  cannot  raise  that  question  again,  nor 
would  it  do  otherwise  than  by  abusing 
the  powers  of  the  Committee  to  propose 
to  reduce  the  duty  to  an  infinitesimal 
amount. 

Mb.  BLANE :  My  point  is  that  the 
tax  bears  unequally  on  the  poor  as  com- 
pared with  the  rich.  In  the  City  of 
London  a  poor  workwoman  in  her  garret 
possibly  pays  as  much  of  this  tax  as  the 
Duke  of  Bedford,  who  draws  £250,000  or 
more  from  his  property  in  the  Metropolis. 
I  contend  that  the  taxation  should  be 
placed  on  those  who  are  best  able  to  bear 
it.  In  this  instance  it  is  placed  on  those 
who  are  least  able  to  bear  it.  In  many 
families  the  6d.  per  lb.  on  tea  amounts  to 
26s.  a  year,  and,  in  some  cases,  to  30s.  a 
year. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
24,  to  leave  out  the  word  "pound"  and 
insert  the  words  "  chest  of  one  hundred 
pounds." — (Mr.  Blane.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the    word 
*  pound '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 
Mr.  Gosclien 


Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  I 
think  we  ought  to  have  some  answer 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  My 
hon.  Friend,  in  bringing  this  question 
forward,  is  trying  to  do  his  best  for  the 
working  classes,  not  only  of  our  country, 
but  of  this  country ;  and  1  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  a  salaried 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  would  do  well  to 
make  some  reply  to  his  proposal. 

*(5.59.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  hon. 
Member  proposes  to  reduce  the  duty 
from  4d.  per  lb.  to  4d.  per  100  lbs.  The 
proposition  is  nearly  identical  with  that 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester, 
and  I  certainly  thought,  under  these 
circumstances,  I*  was  not  wanting  in 
courtesy  in  making  no  reply. 

*(6.0.)  Mb.  S.  BUXTON  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Poplar)  :  I  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend 
not  to  press  his  Amendment.  I,  for  one, 
would  vote  against  it,  because  the  effect 
of  it  would  be  absurd. 

Mb.  BLANE  :  In  consequence  of  the 
appeal  made  to  me  I  will  not  press  the 
Amendment  "to  a  Division.  I  merely 
moved  it  in  order  to  elicit  an  expression 
of  opinion  from  the  Government 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3. 
*(6.3.)  Mb.  S.  BUXTON:  By  this 
clause  it  is  proposed  to  reduce  the  duty 
on  currants  from  7s.  to  2s.,  and  there- 
fore to  reduce  the  revenue  from  currants 
from  £350,000  to  £140,000.  It  seems 
to  me  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
might  go  a  little  further  and  abolish  the 
whole  of  the  duty.  The  cost  of  collect- 
ing £140,000  will  be  the  same  as  that 
of  collecting  the  existing  revenue  of 
£350,000,  and  the  hindrance  to  trade, 
which  is  caused  by  any  Customs  Duty, 
will  be  just  as  great  with  the  collec- 
tion of  the  smaller  as  of  the  larger 
revenue.  If  he  abolished  the  duty 
entirely  he  would  only  have  to  pro- 
vide £140,000,  and  that  he  could  easily 
provide  out  of  the  balance  he  proposes  to 
carry  over  until  next  year.  The  whole 
taxation  on  dried  fruits  is  full  of  anoma- 
lies, and  this  appears  to  be  a  good  oppor- 
tunity of  getting  rid  of  another  small 
item  of  taxation.  I  therefore  move  the 
omission  of  the  clause  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  Amendment  must  be 
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taken   in  connection  with  the  clause  I 
propose  to  move  later  on. 

Amendment  proposed,  "  To  leave   out 
Clause  3." — (Mr.  aS.  Buxton.) 

Question   proposed,   "That   Clause   3 
stand  part  of  the  Bill.'' 

*(6.5.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  am  not 
prepared  to  accept  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member.  In  the  first  place,  I  have 
mot  got  £140,000  to  give  away  ;  in  the 
second  place,  I  do  not  wish  to  totally 
abolish  the  duty  on  this  article  of  con- 
sumption ;  and,  in  the  third  place,  the 
difference  between  the  dutv  on  raisins 
and  currants  is  already  made  very  con- 
siderable by  the  alteration  I  have  made, 
and  I  do  not  wish  to  make  the  difference 
wider.  I  do  not  propose  to  abolish  the 
duty  on  raisins;  but  if  any  additional 
reduction  was  made  in  regard  to  currants, 
we  should  have  to  deal  with  raisins. 

*(6.6.)  Mr.  PROVAND  (Glasgow, 
Blackfriars) :  The  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  really  go  to  support  the 
Amendment.  He  says  that  to  reduce 
the  duty  on  currants  to  2s.  leaves  a  very 
remarkable  anomaly  between  the  duty 
on  currants  and  raisins.  At  present  the 
duty  on  many  qualities  of  raisins  is  equal 
to  30  per  cent,  on  the  wholesale  value ; 
it  adds  more  than  Id.  per  lb.  to  the  retail 
sale  price  of  the  article.  I  feel  confident 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  be 
compelled  next  year  to  remove  the  duties 
from  these  articles  altogether,  and  he 
might  as  well  begin  now  when  he  has 
-a  surplus  in  hand  to  wipe  away  these 
anomalies.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
-does  not  wish  to  abolish  the  duty  alto- 
gether. He  desires  to  retain  some  duty 
which  he  might  increase  in  a  time  of 
emergency  ;  but  no  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer dare — not  even  in  the  case  of  war 
— increase  the  duties  on  food.  The  people 
would  argue  that  they  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  making  of  wars,  and  would  revolt 
against  such  a  proceeding.  But  one  of 
the  safest  ways  to  prevent  anything  of 
the  kind  is  to  remove  altogether  these 
vexatious  imposts. 

(6.8.)  Mr.  HERBERT  KNATCH- 
BULL-HUGESSEN  (Kent,  Paversham) : 
I  desire,  in  a  few  words,  to  explain  why 
I  intend  to  vote  for  this  Amendment, 
and  why  I  went  into  the  Lobby  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester  just  now.  I 
object  to  the  fiscal  policy  of  this  country,  a 
policy  which,  under  the  false  name  of  Free 


Trade,  is  producing  incalculable  injury  to 
our  trade  and  agriculture.  I  am  against 
the  duty  upon  tea  and  currants.  I  con- 
tend there  is  not  the  slightest  reason  for 
taxing  these  articles  of  universal  consump- 
tion. I  believe  that  if  we  followed  the 
example  of  every  other  civilised  nation 
and  helped  our  Exchequer  by  Import 
Duties  upon  articles  of  luxury  and 
articles  which  compete  with  our  trade, 
we  should  have  quite  sufficient  money 
without  taxing  necessaries  of  life.  For 
these  reasons  I  shall  vote  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Poplar. 
*(6.10.)  Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London 
University) :  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
makes  Protectionist  speeches,  but  gives 
Free  Trade  votes,  I  do  not  think  we  shall 
have  much  reason  to  complain.  But  I 
regret  to  be  unable  to  follow  him  into  the 
Lobby.  The  hon.  Member  objected  be- 
cause he  said  that  if  we  abolish  any  of 
these  duf ies  it  will  be  perfectly  impossible 
to  re-impose  them ;  but  surely  that  is  a 
reason  which  ought  to  make  us  pause 
before  we  take  the  step  advocated.  My 
right  hon.  Friend,  in  reducing  this  taxa- 
tion, has  succeeded  in  inducing  another 
country  to  reduce  taxation  which  presses 
on  our  manufactures,  and  I  hope  he  may 
continue  to  obtain  similar  advantages  to 
manufactures  of  the  country.  I  hope, 
therefore,  that  my  hon.  Friend  will  not 
press  his  Amendment  to  a  Division. 

(6.12.)  Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Thanet) :  While  I  agree  with  every  word 
uttered  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Faversham,  I  cannot  see  my  way  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment.  I  agree  that  the 
fiscal  policy  of  this  country  is  altogether 
wrong.  I  am  of  opinion  that  duties 
ought  to  be  removed  from  all  articles 
which  cannot  be  produced  here,  and  that 
duties  ought  to  be  placed  upon  products 
which  can  be  produced  here,  thereby 
obtaining  revenue  and  at  the  same  time 
promoting  our  own  industries.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  have  spoken  of  the 
determination  on  the  part  of  the  working 
classes  of  England  under  no  circum- 
stances to  have  recourse  to  a  Protec- 
tionist policy  in  regard  to  food. 
But  would  hon.  Members  go  so 
far  as  to  say  that  the  working 
classes  were  thoroughly  opposed  to 
Protectionist  principles  when  applied 
to  commodities  they  themselves  produce  ? 
I  think  they  will  find  that  Protec- 
tionist views,  so  far  from  being  relegated 
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to  the  limbo  they  desire  to  send  them  to, 
are  rapidly  spreading  day  by  day.  But  J 
think  the  entire  abolition  of  a  duty  like 
this  which  produces  a  very  substantial  ad- 
dition to  the  ^Revenue,  would  be  an  un- 
wise step,  and  ought  not  to  be  taken 
until  the  Committee  is  prepared  to  sub- 
stitute for  it  something  which  will  raise 
a  similar  amount  to  the  Revenue. 
Personally,  I  would  be  glad  to  propose 
as  a  substitute  a  tax  upon  ready-made 
goods  now  imported  into  this  country 
without  paying  duty,  to  the  great  detri- 
ment of  the  interests  of  the  working 
classes.  With  my  hon.  Friend  I  protest 
against  our  .  present  mischievous  fiscal 
policy,  which  is  utterly  repudiated  in 
every  part  of  the  entire  world,  civilised 
and  uncivilised ;  and  I  trust  that  before 
long  it  will  be  in  the  power  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to.  provide  some  fair 
and  proper  substitute  for  that  which 
is  open  to  great  objection.       * 

(6.14.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  The 
policy  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  regard  to  currants  is  next  door  to 
Protectionist — it  is  based  upon  commercial 
reciprocity — and,  therefore,  I  should  have 
thought  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  would 
have  obtained  the  support  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Thanet. 
Mr.  J.  Lowther  :  I  am  going  to  support 
im.]  Before  we  quit  the  question  of 
currants,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
really  imagines  that  the  consumer  in 
England  will  gain  anything  by  this 
reduction.  In  order  to  make  a  good 
pudding  you  require  currants  and  raisins. 
Raisins  come  from  all,  parts  of  the  world. 
If  you  had  taken  the  duty  off  raisins 
there  would  have  been  a  reduction  in 
the  price  charged  to  the  consumer 
owing  to  the  competition.  But  currants 
come  from  Greece  only;  if  the  vine 
is  taken  to  any  other  country 
it  produces  a  large  grape  instead 
of  this  small  grape  without  stones. 
The  Greeks  have  the  production  of 
currants  absolutely  in  their  own  hands, 
and  we  know  they  are  a  very  intelligent 
commercial  people  ;  and,  if  they  can,  they 
most  undoubtedly  will  take  the  whole  of 
the  benefit  from  this  reduction  without 
giving  us  a  share  in  it.  The  grocers  of 
Northampton  asked  me  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  leave  out  "  May  "  and 
insert  'August."  I  do  not  desire  to 
raise  that  question  now,  but  perhaps  the 
Mr.  J.  Lowther 


E 


right  hon.  Gentleman  will  state  whether 
he  has  taken  into  consideration  the  com- 
plaints of  a  considerable  number  of 
grocers  in  this  matter.  What  they  say 
is,  that  the  stock  comes  over  in  Septem- 
ber and  that  they  have  quantities  of 
currants  on  hand  in  the  months  of  May, 
June,  and  July.  They  desire  that,  as  in 
the  case  of  tea,  the  reduction  in  the  duty 
should  commence  on  the  1st  August. 

(6.20.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen, 
E.):  I  must  say,  for  myself,  I  feel 
certain  that  the  consumer  will  always, 
benefit  in  the  market  by  the  reduction 
given  in  taxation.  There  is,  to  my  mind, 
a  very  strong  reason  why  we  should  not 
impose  small  taxes,  namely,  the  large 
amount  they  cost  to  collect.  I  think  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should  take 
that  into  consideration. 

*(6.21.)  Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  This  pro- 
posed reduction  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  question  of  Fair  Trade  or  Free 
Trade,  for  onr  Custom  Duties  are  imposed 
for  revenue  purposes  alone.  I  must  say- 
I  have  been  glad  to  see,  in  this  short  dis- 
cussion, that  the  Fair  Traders  are  unable 
,to  agree  on  any  policy — and  that,  I  hoper 
is  the  state  of  mind  in  which  they  will 
approach  every  fiscal  question.  I  cannot- 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Nor- 
thampton, that  if  this  small  duty  is 
abolished  the  consumer  will  not  get  tne 
benefit.  He  seems  to  be  such  an 
epicure  that  he  requires  raisins  a&> 
well  as  currants  in  all  his  puddings; 
but  I  am  sure  that  the  great  bulk 
of  his  fellow  citizens  do  not  do 
that,  and  that  the  reduction  will  be  a 
great  boon  to  them.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  moved  in  the  right 
direction,  and  all  we  ask  of  him  is  that 
he  should  go  a  little  further  and  abolish 
the  duty  altogether,  so  as  to  do  away 
with  the  expense  of  collection.  I  hope 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  will  tell  with, 
me — thou jh.  I  should  not  like  it  to  be 
thought  that  this  Division  will  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  so-called  "  Fair  Trader.*'' 

(6.22.)  Mr.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.): 
I  must  say  I  think  it  a  good  thing  to 
levy  a  reasonable  tax  on  currants.  They 
are  largely  used  in  London,  but  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  worst  kinds  of  flour  can  be 
blended  with  currants.  Currant  bread 
made  of  bad  flour  is  sold  to  the  poor,  and 
these  people,  therefore,  get  no  benefit — 
rather  the  reverse. 
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.  *(6.22.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN:  It  is  an 
error  to  suppose  that  currants  are  con- 
sumed by  the  poorer  classes  only,  as  they 
are  in  large  general  consumption.  It  is 
not  the  opinion  of  the  grocers  that  the 
Greeks  will  raise  the  price  of  currants 
because  the  duty  upon  them  has  been 
remitted.  As  to  the  datj  at  which  the 
,  reduction  should  come  •  into  operation,  I 
have  received  a  great  number  of  commu- 
nications, and  the  large,  majority  of  my 
correspondents  are  in  favour  of  an  imme- 
diate reduction  of  the  duty.  I  have 
given  the  closest  and  most  careful  con- 
sideration to  the  matter,  and  the  course 
I  have  proposed  seems  to  jne  to  be  the 
fairest  and  best  which  could  be  adopted 
in  the  interests  of  all  concerned. 

(6.23.)  Db.  TANNER:  Every  Mem- 
ber of  the  Houss  knows  that  currants 
are  more  consumed  by.  the  juvenile  por- 
tion of  the  community  at  certain  seasons 
of  the  year  than  they  ara  by  adults. 
And  every  medical  maa  inside  the  House 
.  and  outside  it  will  corroborate  me  when 
I  say  that  a  large  number  of  deaths 
annually  occur  in  consequence  of  and  in 
connection  with  .this  consumption  of 
currants.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is 
the  desire  of  the  right .  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  back 
up  the  Malthusian  theory  that  the  Chief 
,  Secretary  gave  vent  to  the  other  day  in 
connection  with  the  congested  districts 
of  Ireland,  but  it  certainly  seems  to  me 
that  the  course  he  is  taking  in  cheapen- 
ing the  price  of  currants  is  fatal  to 
juveniles.  ,  After  all,  this  is  a  Yery  small 
matter  this  tax  on  currants,  and  the 
House  at  this  moment  somewhat  re- 
sembles the  mountain  in  labour  bringing 
forth  a  mouse.  I  shall  certainly  vote 
for  the  remission  of  the  .clause,  inasmuch 
as  I  believe  that  this  remission  of  duty 
will  be  of  very  little  benefit  to  the 
country,  whilst  it  will  prov3  seriously 
detrimental  to  the  youthful  portion  of 
the  community.  It  will  provide  them 
with  more  currants,  and  consequently 
there  will  be  more  deaths. 

(6.25.)  The  Committee  divided: — 
Ayes  275;  Noes  164.— (Div.  List, 
No.  76.) 

*  Subsequently,  Mr.  Akgbs-Douglas  and 
Mr.  Pbovand,  the  Tellers  in  the  No  Lobby 
in  the  Division  on  the  Question  "  That 
Clause  3  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  came  to 
the    Table    and  stated  that    they  had,  I 


through  inadvertence,  reported  the 
number  of  the  Noes  as  164  instead  of 
156,  which  corresponded  with  the 
Division  List,  and  was  the  proper  number 
upon  which  they  were  both  agreed. 

Whereupon,  the  Chairman  directed  the 
Clerk  to  correct  the  number  of  the  Noes 
in  that  Division  accordingly. 

Clause  4. 

(6.38.)  Mb.  STOREY:  Heretofore 
we  have  been  dealing  with  clauses 
which  propose  remissions  of  existing 
duties,  and  we  now  come  to  that  part  of 
the  Bill  which  proposes  the  imposition 
of  new  duties.  In  a  very  few  words  I 
shall  urge  that  this  clause  be  postponed, 
and  I  shall  give  what  I  hope  will  be 
even  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
a  powerful  reason  why  this  course 
should  be  adopted.  This  clause  deals 
with  the  increasa  of  the  duty  on  spirits. 
Well,  the  common  practice  6ince  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  the  House  has  been 
this  :  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
in  making  his  Budget  Statement,  informs 
the  House  what  the  income  has  been  and 
what  his  expenditure,  and  what  he  pro- 
poses to  expend  in  the  coming  year  on 
the  various  Services.  Then,  having 
told  us  this,  he  proceeds  to  make  his 
suggestions  for  raising  the  money  to 
meet  this  expenditure.  But  on  this 
occasion  the  plan  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  entirely  different 
from  this.  He  adopted  an  unusual  and 
unprecedented  course ;  he  gave  us  his 
Estimates  for  the  year;  he  provided 
for  the  whole  of  the  money ;  he  left  him- 
self with  a  surplus,  and  after  that  he 
proposed  to  the  House  certain  additional 
expsnditure,  which  he  was  hereafter  to 
ask  the  House  to  commit  itself  to.  Now, 
my  objection  to  this  proposal  of  the 
Government  at  this  stage  is  this :  that 
the  House  has  not  yet  in  principle  agreed  to 
the  expenditure  of  this  money.  I  be- 
lieve the  Chairman  would  agree  with  me 
if  I  could  appeal  to  him,  which,  of  course, 
I  cannot,  but  I  do  not  know  that  I  have 
need  to  appeal  to  any  great  financial 
authority.  I  will  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether,  in  the  course  of 
his  long  and  varied  experience  on  the 
one  side  or  the  other,  he  has  known  of 
an  instance  in  which  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  proposed  to  the  House  & 
new  duty  which  he  admitted  he  did  not 
need  for  the  service  of  the  year,  and 
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proposed  this  without  first  getting  the 
assent  of  the  House  to  the  object  of  the 
new  duty  ?  For  what  purpose  does  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  want  this 
additional  Spirit  Duty?  He  wants  it 
for  the  purpose,  as  he  tells  us,  not  of  the 
Public  Services  for  the  year,  but  to  band 
over  large  sums  to  Local  Authorities,  to 
be  used  by  them  in  a  manner  not  yet 
determined  by  Parliament.  Now  my 
•contention  is  this :  According-  to  all 
usage,  according  to  all  principles — 
certainly  the  sound  principles  —  of 
English  finance,  the  granting  of  the  new 
duty  ought  to  be  postponed  until  the 
House  has  determined  the  principle  upon 
which  this  duty  should  be  employed.  I 
do  not  ask  for  much.  The  Bill  which 
allocates  this  fund  is  set  down  for 
Monday  next ;  it  is  a  Bill  for  providing 
for  the  superannuation  of  the  police, 
or  helping  to  superannuate  the  police, 
for  helping  to  compensate  publicans, 
and  for  helping  County  Councils 
by  additional  grants  for  local  finance. 
I  do  not  know  how  it  may  be'  as  to 
the  opinion  of  the  House  upon  giving 
assistance  to  County  Councils;  but  for 
myself  I  am  not  willing  to  contribute 
towards  the  superannuation  of  police  in 
^boroughs  well  able  to  take  care  of  them- 
selves. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  discuss  the  particular 
arguments  for  or  against  the  application 
of  the  money,  although  allusion  to  it  is 
not  precluded. 

Mr.  STOREY :  I  will  content  myself 
with  saying  there  is  an  object  to  which 
this  money  has  to  be  applied,  and  that 
object  is  now  under  discussion  in  the 
country.  It  has  never  been  discussed  in 
this  House;  it  has  not  been  accepted 
by  this  House,  nor  do  I  believe  it  ever 
will  be  accepted  by  this  House  of 
Commons.  That  being  so,  and  putting 
it  as  a  mere  matter  of  business,  I  say  we 
-should  not  grant  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment money  which  we  have  not  ordered 
the  Government  to  employ.  On  that,  as 
I  think,  all  sufficient  ground,  I  rest 
my  contention  that  the  clause  ought  to 
be  postponed.  I  am  not  asking  for  much, 
because  on  Monday,  according  to  present 
arrangement,  we  shall  proceed  to  tho 
discussion  of  the  Bill  which  allocates  the 
money.  Suppose  the  House,  after  dis- 
cussion, does  agree  to  the  application 
of  funds  in  a  particular  way,  then  it  will 
Mr.  Storey 


be  time  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  come  to  the  Committee  and 
ask  for  this  additional  Spirit  Duty. 
I  am  not  going  into  any  of  the  bitter 
contentions  that  gather  round  the  impo- 
sition of  the  Spirit  Duty  on  the  one 
hand,  or  the  compensation  to  publicans 
on  the  other.  I  confine  myself  to  the 
business-like  proposal  that  this  clause 
shall  be  postponed  (and,  of  course,  this 
applies  to  Clauses  5,  6,  and  7  also,  which 
deal  with  the  imposition  of  new  taxation) 
until  the  House  shall  come  to  a  de- 
termination upon  the  principle  of  the 
application  of  the  new  revenue. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  postponed." — (Mr. 
Storey.) 

*(6.51.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  am  sorry 
I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
As  I  understand  him,  he  rests  his  con- 
tention upon  this :  that  it  would  be  a 
new  principle  to  vote  money,  to  sanction 
taxation  without  sanctioning  the  principle 
of  the  expenditure  the  taxation  is  to 
cover.  My  reply  is  that  we  adopt  that 
course  every  year.  Every  year  in  April, 
and  sometimes  earlier,  the  Budget  for 
the  year  is  voted,  while  the  expenditure 
has  not  been  voted.  There  may  be  large 
questions  of  expenditure  before  the 
House,  but  upon  which  the  House  has 
not  decided,  and  yet  this  has  never  been 
used  as  a  reason  for  not  granting  the 
taxation  proposed. 

•Mr.  STOREY :  I  do  not  wish  to  inter- 
rupt the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I 
think  he  mistakes  my  point.  This  is  not 
money  necessary  for  the  Services  in  the 
year  ;  it  is  special  taxation  outside  the 
ordinary  requirements  of  the  year. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  We  must  admit 
there  are  often  large  amounts  in  the 
Estimates  which  many  hon.  Members 
think  are  not  necessary  for  the  year's 
Services. 

Mr.  STOREY  :  That  is  not  the  point. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  deny  that  this  is 
not  a  necessity.  It  is,  on  the  contrary,  a 
necessity  to  deal  with  the  superannua- 
tion of  the  police ;  we  look  on  that  as 
quite  as  necessary  as  many  other  Ser- 
vices included  in  the  Estimates.  We 
are,  in  principle,  following  the  normal 
practice  of  the  House.  Looking  to  the 
amount  we  propose  to  expend  during  the 
year,  we  propose  taxation  to  cover  the 
Expenditure,  and  this   is  exactly  what 
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we  are  doing  now.  Suppose  a  Bill  had 
not  been  necessary,  and  we  had  simply  a 
Vote  in  the  Estimates  for  the  super- 
annuation of  the  police,  it  would  equally 
be  the  hon.  Member's  case  that  the 
House  had  not  voted  this,  but  we  should 
be  following  the  usual  practice  in  asking 
the  House  to  vote  the  necessary  taxation, 
the  foundation  for  which  we  had  made 
known  to  the  House. 

(6.55.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby) : 
I  am  surprised  and  disappointed  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  accede  to 
this  proposal.  Nothing  could  have  been 
more  clear  than  the  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  his 
Budget  speech  that  there  was  a  Budget 
for  the  Service  of  the  year,  and  then 
there  was  a  Supplementary  Budget.  I 
think  he  actually  used  that  phrase,  but 
he  certainly  conveyed  that  idea.  When 
there  was  a  question  of  this  Bill  being 
brought  forward,  I  remember  speaking 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
saying,  "  I  presume  the  Spirit  Duty  will 
be  in  the  Supplementary  Bill.**  As  you 
have  a  Supplementary  Bill,  then  the 
taxes  to  meet  it  should  be  included^  in 
that  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  very  often  the  Budget  is  voted 
before  the  financial  proposals  in  the 
Estimates  are  accepted,  but  that  is  not 
the  question  here.  The  House,  before  it 
votes  the  Budget,  is  placed  in  possession 
of  the  view  of  the  Government  upon  the 
Expenditure  of  the  year,  and  the  Budget 
is  voted  upon  that  basis.  But  here 
there  is  no  proposal  as  to  the  Expenditure 
of  the  year  on  the  Services  of  the  State 
for  which  this  money  is  raised  ;  what  is 
now  proposed  is  that  we  should  impose 
certain  duties  on  articles  of  consumption 
before  the  House  has  had  an  opportunity 
of  considering  the  purposes  to  which  the 
money  is  to  be  applied.  If  the  Estimates 
are  before  us  and  they  affect  the  im- 
position of  the  taxation,  of  course  we  can 
discuss  these  Estimates  in  voting  the 
taxation.  For  instance,  if  in  our  view 
the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates  are  too 
high,  we  may  discuss  this  question  in 
voting  the  taxation  required  for  the 
purpose.  You,  by  your  ruling,  Sir,  have 
made  it  clear,  for  you  have  said  we  may 
not  even  allude  to  the  purposes  to  which 
this  money  is  to  be  applied. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  No ;  I  expressly 
said  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land   was  not  entitled  to  go   into  the 


arguments  for  or  against  the  proposed 
appropriation  of  the  money,  though  he 
was  entitled  to  allude  to  it. 

Sie  W.  HARCOURT :  That  strength- 
ens  what  I  have  said.  Your  ruling  is 
more  fatal  to  the  clause. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  was  referring  to 
that  point  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  in  which  he  said  I  had  forbidden 
allusion  to  the  purposes  for  which  the 
money  is  intended. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  But 
in  an  ordinary  Budget  proposal  we  do  a 
great  deal  more  than  allude.  It  has 
not  been  the  habit  in  these  financial  dis- 
cussions to  make  allusions  simply ;  and  I 
am  sure,  Sir,  when,  prior  to  your  acces- 
sion to  your  present  high  office,  you  were 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  you  would 
have  acknowledged  that  allusion  to  the 
Estimates  was  not  sufficient  in  a  Budget 
discussion.  Upon  the  Budget,  when  we 
vote  the  taxes  we  do  not  allude  to  the 
objects  for  which  the  taxes  are  voted — 
we  discuss  them.  If  we  are  of  opinion 
that  the  expenditure  proposed  by  the 
Government  is  improper  or  is  extrava- 
gant we  may  reject  it.  But  here  we 
are  actually  asked  to  vote  taxes  inde- 
pendently of  the  regular  Budget,  and 
are  not  to  be  allowed  to  discuss  the 
objects  for  which  the  taxes  are  raised. 
I  say  there  is  no  precedent,  or  anything 
like  a  precedent,  in  the  financial  practice 
of  the  House  for  such  a  proposition.  It  is 
most  material,  as  I  conceive,  when  we  are 
asked  to  vote  these  taxes,  that  we  should 
consider  whether  the  purpose  to  which 
the  money  is  proposed  to  be  applied  is  a 
proper  purpose,  and  that,  according  to 
your  ruling,  Sir,  we  shall  be  precluded 
from  doing.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons would  be  stultified  in  its  action  if 
it  were  to  be  called  upon  to  discuss  the 
question  of  voting  this  money  with  only 
allusion  to  the  objects  for  which 
it  is  intended,  and  which,  after  all, 
may  not  be  necessary  or  approved. 
What  is  the  position  in  which  we  are 
placed  by  the  Government  to-day? 
Neither  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
nor  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  can 
quote  any  precedent  for  such  a  course  in 
the  financial  practice  of  the  House.  I 
defy  them  to  produce  any  precedent  for 
a  tax  being  voted  when  the  House  is 
not  at  liberty  to  discuss  it.  I  do  not 
see  what  advantage  the  Government  will 
gain  by  snatching  a  decision  in  an  im- 
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portant  question  of  this  kind,  which 
affects  the  community  at  large,  and  by 
trying  to  hoodwink,  as  it  were,  hon. 
Gentlemen  by  shutting  them  out  from 
discussing  an  Imperial  question.  From 
the  nature  of  the  proposals  the  two 
things  must  proceed  pari  passu.  The 
tax  and  the  policy  mast  b3  decided  upon 
together.  The  proposal  of  my  hon. 
Friend  seems  to  me  so  fair  a  proposal 
and  so  entirely  in  accordance  with  all' 
the  financial  habits  of  the  House  that  I 
cannot  help  hoping  that  the  Government 
on  reconsideration  will  agree  to  it. 

•(7.3.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  remember 
that  on  Monday,  when  the  Government 
proposed  to  put  their  Bill  down  for 
Tuesday,  objection  was  taken,  and  we 
were  asked  to  give  farther  time  for  the 
consideration  of  the  subject.  An  agree- 
ment was  then  come  to  across  the  Table. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  then  asked  whether,  if  the 
Government  consented  to  postpone  the 
Bill  till  Thursday,  we  might  then  hope 
to  receive  fair  treatment.  Now,  having 
postponed  the  Bill,  an  objection  is  raised 
for  the  first  time  which  might  just  as 
well  have  baen  raised  on  Monday,  and 
the  non<contentious  part  of  the  Bill 
might  have  been  taken  on  Tuesday.  In 
these  circumstances,  1  think  it  is  rather 
hard  that  the  Government  should  be 
pressed  now.  In  my  judgment  the 
House  has  before  it  as  complete  a  state- 
ment of  the  principles  of  the  Government 
expenditure  with  reference  to  the  super- 
annuation of  the  police  and  the  endow- 
ment of  County  Councils  as  it  has  in  the 
estimates  of  the  expenditure  on  other 
matters. 

(7.5.)  Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  With  regard 
to  what  took  place  on  Monday  night 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  seems 
to  forget  that  the  Budget  Bill  was  read 
a  second  time  by  an  operation  which  I 
ventured  to  characterise  then  and  charac- 
terise again  as  unprecedented  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  It  is  quite 
true  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
assent  3d  to  the  appeal  of  the  Opposition 
on  the  assumption  that  the  conduct  of 
the  Opposition  would  be  fair.  I  then 
said  in  reply  that  the  conduct  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  was 
always  fair ;  but  I  declined  altogether  to 
enter  into  any  understanding  whatever 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
Sir  William,  Harcourt 


declared  that  the  Opposition  would 
reserve  to  themselves  the  right  of  fnll 
and  complete  discussion. 

(7.7.)  Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, <fcc.)  :  I  shall  vote  for  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  clause  on  the  ground  that  it 
requires  re-casting.  We  ought  to  have 
the  courage  to  put  an  extra  tax  on  the 
drinkers  of  beer  as  well  as  on  drinkers 
of  whisky,  and  I  therefore  think  the 
present  proposal  a  gross  injustice. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  !  The 
hon.  Member  is  not  now  discussing  the 
question  of  the  postponement  of  the 
clause. 

(7.8.)  Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE 
(Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian)  :  I  think  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  SunderUnd  was  an  excellent  speech, 
and  set  forth  the  truth  of  the  case  ;  but, 
the  Motion  being  made  from  this  side  of 
the  House,  and  opposed  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  it  more  or  less 
bears  the  aspect  of  an  ordinary  Party 
question.  My  opinion  is  that  in  the 
regulation  of  questions  of  finance  Party 
considerations  ought,  as  a  rule,  to  be  laid 
aside..  But  it  is  out  of  all  common-sense 
that  the  House  should  be  called  upon  to 
vote  a  specific  sum  for  a  specific  purpose 
altogether  new  and  unknown  to  previous 
practice,  without  being  accorded  the 
power  of  discussing  the  merits  of  the 
application.  The  contention  of  my  hon. 
Friend  is  that  the  House  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  sift  and  discuss  and  consider 
the  purposes  of  a  tax  before  they  vote 
it.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
reply  to  that  is  that  when  the  House 
passes  the  Taxation  Bill  under  the 
Budget  of  the  year  hon.  Members  do 
not  absolutely  know  whether  they  them- 
selves or  the  House  of  Commons  will 
approve  every  item  of  the  multifarious 
and  multitudinous  expenditure. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN:  That  is  not  my 
answer.  I  meant  that  there  might  be 
some  large  item  of  expenditure  just  as 
important  as  that  before  the  House,  with 
which  the  House  would  have  to  deal 
upon  the  Estimates.  I  could  mention 
several  cases  in  which  money  has  been 
raised  for  a  particular  purpose  before  the 
principle  has  been  decided  on  by  the 
House. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  That  is  so ; 
but  if  the  House  finds  it  to  be  its  duty 
to  resist  a  tax  it  will  be  in  its  power  to 
found  its  resistance  upon  the  nature  of 
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the  tax  to  which  the  money  is  to  be 
applied;  and  so  we  can  discuss  the 
merits  of  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  dealing  with  the  taxes  of  the 
year.  That  is  exactly  what  we  cannot 
do  now.  I  think  the  best  speech  in 
favour  of  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
was  that  made  by  the  Chairman.  I  hope 
I  was  not  misunderstood,  but  I  could  not 
help  uttering  a  cheer  when  I  heard  it, 
because  it  appeared  to  me  a  capital 
argument  against  the  proposal  now  made. 
I  voted  with  the  Government  on  the 
last  Division,  and  would  have  voted  with 
them  in  this  Division  if  I  had  thought 
they  were  acting  in  conformity  with 
usage  and  principle.  But  they  are  neither 
acting  in  conformity  with  usage  and 
principle  nor  in  conformity  with  com- 
mon-sense.  I  hold  this  distinct  principle 
with  regard  to  the  general  taxation  of 
the  country,  that  when  money  is  voted  for 
the  general  service  of  the  year  it  is  voted 
under  a  legal  system  completely  or- 
ganised. In  so  far  as  the  money  is  not 
disposed  of  according  to  the  proposals  of 
the  Government  it  is  disposed  of  by  the 
provisions  of  the  law,  and  goes  towards 
the  reduction  of  the  National  Debt.  But 
what  is  the  case  of  the  tax  under  discus- 
sion t  On  Monday  next  the  House  will 
have  to  discuss  the  purposes  of  the  tax ; 
and,  to  judge  from  the  state  of  feeling  in 
the  country,  it  is  possible  that  the  House 
of  Commons  may  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  those  purposes,  or  the  most  impor- 
tant of  them,  are  indefensible.  What, 
then,  is  to  become  of  the  money? 
The  Hou83  will  have  actually  voted  an 
imposition  on  the  paople  when  there  are 
no  means  for  its  legal  application.  Why 
should  not  the  clauses  be  postponed  ? 
What  can  it  matter,  as  there  is  no  dis- 
position to  treat  the  question  except  with 
perfect  regularity  and  fairness?  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  himself 
must  feel  that  the  subject  of  compensa- 
tion is  one  of  enormous  weight  and  of 
enormous  consequence  —  of  enormous 
weight  both  as  to  principle  and  as  to 
amount.  Some  of  the  difficulty  in  which 
the  House  is  now  placed  has  arisen  out 
of  a  provision  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mons found  it  necessary,  about  30  years 
ago,  to  adopt  in  self-defence,  namely,  to 
combine  together  all  the  taxes  of  the 
year.  It  is  most  necessary  that  that 
principle  should  be  maintained;  but  it 
h\s  nothing  whatever  to  do   with  the 


question  of  a  tax,  such  as  the  one  under 
consideration,  voted  for  local  purposes.  It 
is  analogous  to  the  raising  of  the  local 
rate,  and  there  is  no  reason  why  it  should 
be  included  in  the  Tax  Bill  at  all.  I 
sympathise  with  the  difficulty  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who,  to- 
gether with  the  Revenue  Department, 
very  properly  wishes  to  get' the  Tax  Bill 
voted  as  soon  as  possible.  Let  him,  then, 
include  the  Compensation  Clauses  in  a 
separate  Bill,  against  which  course  there 
is  no  reason  of  principle  or  convenience. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  succeeds  in 
carrying  a  vote  of  this  kind  in  defiance 
of  all  usage,  he  will  not  find  his  subse- 
quent path,  on  the  subject  of  compensa- 
tion, one  whit  smoother,  or  his  progress 
more  rapid.  The  question  should  be 
treated  simply  as  a  financial  question,  on 
which  there  Ought  to  be  no  difference  of 
opinion  on  the  two  sides  of  the  House ; 
and  that  method  of  procedure  should  be 
adopted  which  is  obviously  dictated  both 
by  principle  and  the  expediency  of  the 

nogg 

•(7.20.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN":  I  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ta  rest 
his  main  contention  on  the  point  that 
the  proposals  in  the  clauses  cannot  be 
discussed.  I  confess  that  I  have  not 
been  aware  that  it  is  not  as  open  to 
discuss  on  these  clauses  the  purposes  to 
which  the  tax  is  to  be  applied  as  it  is  to 
discuss  any  expenditure  to  be  incurred 
during  the  course  of  the  year.  A  new 
element  has  been  introduced  by  the 
ruling  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  referred ;  and,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  Government  do  not 
wish  to  force  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  friends  to  discuss  the  point. 
But  the  Government  may  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that,  if  the  pur- 
poses to  which  the  tax  is  to  be  applied, 
are  fully  discussed  on  the  Bill  to  be  read 
a  second  time  on  Monday,  the  same  dis- 
cussion shall  not  be  raised  again  on  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill  before  the  Committee. 
If  there  is  some  hope  that  this  will  be 
the  case,  the  Government  will  be  dis- 
posed to  give  way  to  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  well  as 
everyone  who  has  filled  the  office  of 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  must 
recognise  that  there  is  great  incon- 
venience in  postponing  Budget  pro- 
posals.    It  disturbs  trade  and  all  the 


507         Customs  and  Inland  {COMMONS } 


Revenue  BUI. 


508 


interests %  concerned,  and  therefore  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  bring  the 
matter  to  a  conclusion  as  rapidly  as 
possible.  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  use  his  great  influence  to  insure 
that  the  Budget  proposals  shall  not  be 
indefinitely  postponed,  as  may  be  the  case 
if  the  whole  discussion  is  to  be  raised  a 
second  time. 

(7.24.)  Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am 
glad  to  hear  so  conciliatory  a  statement 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  best 
facilitate  the  passing  of  the  Bill  if  he 
withdraws  from  it  the  compensation 
clauses  and  puts  them  in  the  other  Bill, 
to  which  they  properly  belong.  The 
reason  for  putting  all  the  taxes  into  one 
Bill  only  applies  to  taxation  for  Imperial 
needs.  In  this  instance  you  are  raising 
a  tax  for  local  purposes,  and,  surely,  the 
more  logical  and  sensible  course  is  to 
raise  your  tax  in  the  Bill  which  appro- 
priates it.  If  you  do  that  you  will  get 
your  Budget  Bill  through  without  delay, 
because  it  will  not  be  tied  up  with  the 
compensation  controversy. 
*(7.25.)  The  FIRST  LORD  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  The  Government  will 
be  very  glad  to  meet  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  they  must  adhere  to  the  plan 
they  have  adopted.  The  Government  are 
prepared  to  postpone  the. consideration  of 
the  clauses  until  after  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill  which  appropriates  the 
money  to  be  raised  under  the  clauses.  I 
hope  that  this  proposal  will  recommend 
itself  to  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
because,  after  the  question  has  been 
fully  considered  on  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill,  they  cannot  wish  to  raise  the 
same  discussion  immediately  after- 
T^ards 

(7.27.)  Mr.W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  am 
totally  at  a  loss  to  understand  why  these 
clauses  should  be  included  in  the  Tax 
Bill.  I  cannot  understand  why  they 
should  not  be  included  in  a  separate  Bill. 
Still,  I  thankfully  accept  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  clauses.  I  certainly  shall 
be  no  party  to  any  merely  obstructive 
dealing  in  any  stage  of  business.  The 
separation  of  the  clauses  would,  I  think, 
be  the  best  solution. 

(7.28.)  Mr.   P.    M'DONALD   (Sligo, 
N.) :  Will  the  postponement    apply    to 
Clauses  4  to  7  inclusive  ? 
Mr.  Goschen 


•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Yes,  Sir. 

The  clause  was  then  '  postponed,  as 
were  also  Clauses  5,  6,  and  7. 

Clauses  8  and  9  agreed  to,  with  soma 
verbal  Amendments. 

Clause  10. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  The  duty 
on  tea  is  a  matter  in  which  there  is  very 
little  interest  felt  in  Ireland,  although,  I 
think,  the  remission  is  one  of  which  the 
Irish  people  will  get  their  full  share.  I 
would  point  out  with  regard  to  the 
remission  of  duty  on  gold  and  silver  plate 
the  amount  raised  is  £90,020  in  England, 
while  in  Scotland  it  is  only  £312,  and 
in  Ireland  ,£34 ;  consequently  the  remis- 
sion will  be  of  no  benefit  to  Ireland,  and 
of  very  little  to  Scotland. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  would  point 
to  the  House  that  this  is  one  of  the  few 
taxes  on  luxuries,  and,  as  such,  I  think  it 
might  very  well  have  been  left  to  itself  -r 
but  as  the  Government  propose  to  remit 
the  tax,  and  as  it  will  help  to  further 
Free  Trade  between  this  country  and 
India,  I  shall  not  oppose  that  remission. 
At  the  same  time,  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  ought  to  tell  the  House  what 
he  proposes  to  do  with  regard  to  hall- 
marking. We  should  be  glad  to  know 
where  the  standard  mark  is  to  be  applied, 
and  under  what  circumstances ;  whether, 
having  applied  it  in  India,  the  silver 
wares  of  that  country  are  to  be  imported 
free  into  this  country  without  the 
necessity  of  any  hall-marking  when 
they  get  here  ?  The  junior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  has.taken 
great  interest  in  this  matter,  but  I  do 
not  see  him  in  his  place  at  the  present 
moment.  He  has  stated  that  the  silver 
wares  of  India  are  of  a  very  fine  charac- 
ter and  very  expensive.  With  regard 
to  the  latter  part  of  that  statement  I  hope 
the  proof  will  go  the  other  way.  For  my 
part,  I  am  inclined  to  think  that,  although 
they  are  undoubtedly  of  a  very  fine 
character,  they  are  extremely  cheap,  and 
if  Free  Trade  can  be  made  to  prevail 
between  this  country  and  India  a  very 
large  trade  will  result.  At  the  same 
time,  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
is  quite  right  in  saying  that  these 
articles  are  of  a  very  delicate  character 
— so  delicate,  indeed,  that  in  most  cases,  it 
would   be    impossible   to  impress   upon 
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them  any  hall-mark  without  injury.  The 
consequence  will  be  that,  supposing  them 
to  have  been  marked  in  India,  if  they 
are  to  be  submitted  to  the  tender  mercies 
of  the  hall-markers  of  this  country  it 
will  be  impossible  to  continue  their 
free  importation.  Therefore,  I  think 
that,  inasmuch  as  I  can  find  nothing  in 
this  Bill  on  the  subject  of  hall-marking, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  ought  to  tell  us  what 
are  his  proposals  with  regard  to  hall- 
marking. I  may  add  that  I  confine  my 
desire  for  information  principally  to  the 
case  of  India.  I  should  like  him  to 
inform  the  Committee  whether,  in  case 
these  delicate  wares  are  marked  by  the 
Indian  Authorities,  he  will  arrange  that 
they  shall  not  be  interfered  with  by  the 
Goldsmiths'  Company  or  by  any  other 
hall-marking  authority  in  England. 
What  I  want  to  know  is  why  this  hall- 
marking should  not  be  altogether 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  would  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Committee 
is  discussing  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Bill,  and  that  there  is  no  men- 
tion in  it  of  the  hall-marking  of  silver 
in  its  provisions.  Therefore,  to  discuss 
that  question  is  entirely  irregular. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Of  course,  Sir,  I 
bow  to  your  ruling ;  and  I  will  conclude 
by  saying  I  am  much  against  this  clause, 
unless  arrangements  are  made  the  result 
of  which,  would  be  that  the  operation  of 
the  clause  would'  lead  to  Free  Trade  in 
silver. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon),  and  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Camp- 
bell), I  have  to  say  it  is  not  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  propose  any 
measure  for  the  abolition  of  compulsory 
hall-marking;  but  I  may  state  that 
we  are  in  communication  with  the 
Government  of  India,  and  we  hope  to  be 
able  to  make  successful  arrangements 
with  regard  to  the  hall-marking  of 
Indian  plate.  We  know  that  it  would  be 
unsatisfactory  to  India  if  we  were  simply 
to  abolish  the  Plate  Duties  without  being 
able  to  amend  the  present  law  with 
regard  to  the  admission  of  goods  from 
India.  If  assay  offices  should  be 
established  in  India,  under  the  auspices 
of  the  Indian  Government,  we  should  be 
perfectly  satisfied,  and  should  not  regard 
it  as    necessary  that  the  hall-marking 


should  be  repeated  here.  I  am  just  in* 
formed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  for  India  that  the 
establishment  of  an  assay  office  in  India 
is  under  consideration,  and  that,  in  fact,  it 
is  proposed  that  an  assay  office  should  be 
established  there.  That  being  the  case,. 
I  trust  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  be- 
satisfied. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  cannot  say 
that  I  am  entirely  satisfied,  because  I 
have  gathered  from  what  I  know  of  the- 
Government  of  India  that  there  would  be- 
great  difficulty  in  establishing  assay* 
offices  there.  It  may  be  that  it  is  con- 
sidered the  game  is  not  worth  the  candle. 

•Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.):  I 
am  very  grateful  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for 
the  proposal  he  has  made  on  this  subject, 
but  I  should  like  to  ask  him  a  practical 
question,  which  is  this  :  We  understand 
that  after  the  present  time  no  duty  will' 
be  payable  on  imported  silver,  but  I  want 
to  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposes  in  any  sense  to  retain 
imported  silver  under  the  charge  of  the 
Government  ? 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  think  that  the 
matter  must  remain  very  much  as  it  is  as 
long  as  compulsory  hall-marking  is  con- 
tinued ;  but  the  matter  is  under  con- 
sideration. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  11. 

Mb.  H.  J.  WII50N  (York,  W.R., 
Holmfirth)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  what  interpretation  is 
to  be  put  upon,  the  wording  of  this 
clause ;  whether,  for  instance,  it  is 
intended  that  goods  in  the  icare  of  a 
traveller  should  be  treated  as  goods  in 
stock;  also  whether  goods  sent  for  ex- 
hibition, or  old  goods  which  are  taken 
back  unsold,  are  to  be  treated  in  the  same 
manner  and  are  to  receive  drawback  ? 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  Travellers'  stock 
not  having  passed  from  the  manufac- 
turer to  the  customer,  I  should  presume, 
would  be  still  regarded  as  manufacturers' 
stock,  but  in  that  case  it  must  come 
back  from  the  custody  of  the  traveller 
into  the  manufacturers'  hands,  when  it 
would  be  entitled  to  drawback. 

Mb.  MALLOCK  (Torquay)  :  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether    a    similar  drawback  to    that 
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which  is  to  be  allowed  in  silver  will  be 
allowed  on  silver  plated  with  gold  1 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Silver  has  always 
been  pnt  upon  a  different  footing,  in  some 
respects,  to  gold.  As  I  have  already  ex- 
plained, wedding  rings,  which  form  one  of 
the  principal  items  in  the  gold  trade, 
have  never  been  entitled  to  drawback  in 
exportation,  as  is  now  proposed  with* 
regard  to  silver  plate.  There  may  be 
some  hardship  in  certain  cases,  but,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  Tea  Duty  and  the  duty 
on  currants,  it  is  impossible  to  avoid 
some  hardship  being  entailed  on  those 
engaged  in  the  trade. 

Sir  A.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.) :  I 
trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  take 
this  subject  into  further  consideration, 
and  that,  if  he  finds  it  possible,  he  will 
make  some  arrangement  that  would  give 
satisfaction  to  those  engaged  in  the 
trade,  as  it  is  a  matter  of  great  import- 
ance to  a  large  number  of  them. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  12. 

•Mr.  H.  J.  WH£ON :  Before  moving 
the  longer  Amendment  which  stands  in 
my  name,  I  wish  to  direct  attention  to 
the  Amendment  of  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  given  notice,  and 
to  point  out  that  it  would  occasion 
serious  difficulty  by  requiring  that 
each  article  should  be  weighed.  There 
are  some  stocks  containing  as  many  as 
5,000,  6,000,  and  7,000  articles,  most  of 
them  of  small  weight ;  and  it  would  be 
a  source  of  great  trouble  if  the  trade 
were  compelled  to  get  the  Excise  officers 
to  attend  at  their  place  of  business,  and 
weigh  each  of  those  articles  before  they 
could  be  disposed  of.  I  move,  therefore, 
to  leave  out  the  word  "each,"  and 
insert  the  word  "  the,"  in  line  7, 
which  would  leave  it  open  to  them  to 
arrange  such  a  classification  of  the 
articles  to  be  dealt  with  as  would  be 
found  reasonable. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
7,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  each,"  in  order 
to  insert  the  word  "  the." — (Mr.  H.  J. 
Wilson.) 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N .) :  I  can- 
not see  the  necessity  of  omitting  the 
word  referred  to  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Amendment.  We  have  already,  in  con- 
cert with  those  engaged  in  the  trade, 
Mr.  Matlock 


endeavoured  to  arrange  a  limit  which  I 
believe  will  meet  the  case. 

Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON :  I  would  point 
out  that  the  manufacturers  complain 
that  it  is  chiefly  the  views  of  the  shop- 
keepers that  have  been  met,  and  that  the 
views  of  the  manufacturers  have  not 
been  dealt  with  at  all.  I  believe  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  been  in  communica- 
tion with  a  committee  of  the  trade,  but 
the  committee  only  contain  the  names  of 
two  manufacturers,  only  one  of  whom 
manufactures  for  Bale,  the  other  manu- 
facturing entiiely  for  his  own  purposes, 
the  rest  being  shopkeepers.  The  manu- 
facturers in  Birmingham  say  that  this 
proposal  would  be  exceedingly  oppres- 
sive. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  It  is  impossible  for 
the  Government  to  accept  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's Amendment  without  first  know- 
ing the  full  effect  it  would  have,  and,  in 
order  to  do  this,  'they  must  consult  the 
officers  to  whom  these  matters  are 
entrusted.  If  the  hon.  Member  will 
postpone  his  question  to  the  Report 
stage,  I  will,  in  the  meantime,  make 
inquiry  with  a  view  of  ascertaining 
whether  anything  is  necessary  to  be 
done. 

Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  :  I  thank  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and,  under  the  circum- 
stances, will  not  press  my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  :  I  now  move  my 
Amendment,  in  line  8,  to  lea?e  out  the 
words  "and  the  place  where  this  is 
deposited."  But  I  would  point  out  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  also 
given  notice  of  two  Amendments,  one  of 
which  proposes  to  leave  out  the  words, 
"  the  place,"  while  the  other  proposes  to 
omit  the  word1  "  deposited-"  Those 
engaged  in  the  trade  say  it  is  impossible 
to  know  where  articles  are  deposited 
when  they  are  going  about  the  country. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  accept  the  words  put  upon  the 
Paper  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer ? 

Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON :  Yes. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  find  that  they  quite  meet 
his  objection. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  8,  to 
leave  out  the  words  "  the  place"  and  the 
word  "deposited," — (Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,) — Agreed  to. 
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(7.48.)    Mr.    H.   J.   WILSON :  The 

next  Amendment  on  the  same  clanse,  of 

which  I  have  given  notice,  has  reference 

to  exportation.    I  use  the  word  "  selling  " 

instead  of  "  exporting,"  and  I  have  taken 

the  word  from   the   sab-section    as    it 

stands   in  the  Bill.     There  is  a  feeling 
that  the  clause  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  cause  the  greatest  diffi- 
culty to  the  trade.     As  I  understand  the 
operation  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's clause,  it  is  that  where  the 
manufacturer     or    wholesale    dealer    is 
desiring  to  sell  he  has  continually  to 
give  notice  to  the  Revenue  officers  of 
that  desire,  and  those  officers  would  be 
continually    coming    to    his    place     of 
business.     What  I  aim  at  is  to  get  over 
a  difficulty  of  that  kind,  by  providing 
that  it  should  be  arranged  for  the  officers 
to  go  to  the  warehouses  of  the  dealers,  or 
to  the  works  of  the  manufacturers,  and 
there  mark  the  plate,  showing  that  it  had 
been  weighed  and  passed.     That  having 
been    done,    the    plate  should    be    at 
once  liberated.     An    enormous  amount 
of  the   time   of  the   manufacturers  and 
of  the  officers  would  thus  be  saved.     I 
have  letters  from  95  per  cent,   of  the 
trade  urging  this  matter  very  strongly 
indeed.     The  method  I  propose  would  be 
a  great  convenience   to  the  traders.     It 
is  said  that  my  plan  does  not  provide 
adequate  guarantee   against  the  fraud  of 
sending    in     old    plate.      I    have     not 
had  time  to  go  into   that  subject,  but  I 
should  have  thought  the  ingenuity  of  the 
trade  and  of  the  officers  would  have  been 
sufficient     to     devise     some    means    of 
protection. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  after 
line  17,  to  insert  the  words — 

"  (2.)  Provided  that  if  any  such  person  shall 
be  desirous  of  selling  any  article  of  plate  of 
silver  belonging  to  him  in  respect  of  which 
an  allowance  might  be  claimed,  without  losing 
the  right  to  the  allowance  he  may  give  to  the 
proper  officer  of  excise  twenty-four  hours 
previous  notioe  in  writing,  setting  forth  the 
particulars  of,  and  the  weight  of  silver  in, 
the  article  to  be  sold,  and  such  officer  shall 
cause  a  distinctive  mark  to  be  engraved  on 
such  article  in  his  presence  ,*  and  a  certificate 
from  such  officer  of  the  correctness  of  the  par- 
ticulars and  weight  and  of  due  marking  sent 
to  the  Commissionners  shall  have  the  same 
effect  as  if  an  account  of  such  article  as  form- 
ing part  of  the  stock  of  the  person  had  been 
taken  for  the  purpose  of  the  allowance  under 
this  Act."— (Mr.  Henry  J.  Wilwm.) 

VOL.  CCCXL1V.     [thtru  semis.] 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•(7.55.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN :  There  is  no 
limit  of  weight  in  the  hon.  Member's 
Amendment,  and  that  makes  it  impossible 
for  me  to  accept  it  in  the  form  in  which 
it  is  put.  But  the  clause  has  been  framed, 
to  a  great  extent,  to  meet  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Member.  It  would  be  quite  im- 
possible to  apply  the  method  he  proposes 
to  numerous  small  articles  in  the  trade. 
Of  course,  the  Officers  of  Inland  Revenue 
will  be  prepared  to  consult  with  repre- 
sent itives  of  the  trade,  the  only  desire 
being  to  meet  their  convenience. 

(7.57.)  Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON :  I  quite 
recognise  the  desire  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  meet  the  point,  but  I 
do  not  fully  understand  what  is  meant 
by  the  limit  of  weight.  As  I  pointed 
out,  the  officers,  under  the  clause,  would 
be  constantly  going  to  and  from  the 
business  places. 

(7.58.)  Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,. 
Brightside)  :  The  aim  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  to  prevent  giving  unnecessary 
trouble  to  the  manufacturers,  and  to  the  » 
officers  of  the  Crown,  and  my  hon.  . 
Friend  being  an  eminently  practical' 
man  in  this  matter,  I  should  have  thought 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer- 
might  have  seen  a  way  to  meet  the 
convenience  of  the  manufacturers  and 
the  officers. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  The  officers  of  Inland 
Revenue  are  in  favour  of  the  plan  I  pro- 
pose, and,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  knows, 
we  must,  in  these  matters,  be  guided  to 
a  great  extent  by  the  officers  of  the  Dq-. 
partment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  clause,  to  add  the  words — 

"  (3.)  Provided  also,  that  if  any  such  person' 
shall  sell  to  a  person,  not  being  a  licensed 
dealer  in  plate,  any  article  of  plate,  or  any 
combination  of  articles  usually  sold  in  a  set,  or 
any  number  of  knives,  or  forks, or  spoons,  not  less 
than  a  dozen  at  one  time,  and  such  article,  or 
combination  of  articles,  or  knives,  or  forks,  or 
spoons  contain  a  weight  or  aggregate  weight 
of  Bilver  not  less  than  five  ounces,  he  may,  be- 
fore delivery  of  the  article  or  articles  sold,  give 
to  the  proper  officer  of  Inland  Kevenue,  notioe 
in  writing,  setting  forth  the  particulars  of  and 
the  weight  of  silver  in  such  article  or  articles, 
and  his  desire  that  an  account  of  the  same 
should  be  taken  by  such  officer,  so  that  delivery 
may  not  be  unduly  delayed,  and  a  certificate 
from  such  officer  of  the  correctness  of  the  par- 
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iicularfl  and  weight,  and  of  the  fact  of  sale  sent 
to  the  Commissioners  shall  have  the  same  effect 
as  if  an  account  of  such  article  or  articles,  as 
forming;  part  of  the  stock  of  the  person,  had 
been  taken  for  the  purpose  of  the  allowance 
under  this  Apt." — {The  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
ehequtr.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Ms.  H.  J.  WILSON :  I  beg  to  move 
to  omit  from  the  Amendment  the  words 
"not  being  a  licensed  dealer  in  plate." 
I  do  not  understand  how,  with  those 
words  in  the  amendment,  it  will  be  pos- 
sible for  a  manufacturer  to  get  rid  of  his 
stock. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  1,  after  the  second 
word  "  person,"  to  leave  out  the  words 
not  being  a  licensed  dealer  in  plate." — 
(Mr.  Henry  J.  Wilson.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  hope  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  will  sae  his  way 
to  accept  this  Amendment,  because  the 
manufacturer  sells  to  licensed  dealers  and 
not  to  private  persons  who  have  no 
licence. 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  understand  that  if 
the  words  are  omitted  it  will  be  possible 
for  the  duty  to  be  paid  twice  over  by 
different  persons.  The  whole  of  this 
provision  applies  to  intermediates. 
The  moment  the  interval  is  over  the 
business  will  go  on  in  the  ordinary 
way. 

Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON :  How  long  is 
the  interval  to  be?  The  last  day  men- 
tioned in  the  Bill  is  Septembar. 
Already  trade  is  nearly  paralysed,  and 
people  do  not  know  how  to  get  rid  of 
their  stock. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  The  amount  is  to  be 
paid  in  September,  but  practically  every- 
thing is  to  be  arranged  in  June.  It  is 
evident  that  in  all  alterations  of  duty  a 
certain  amount  of  vexation  must  be  caused 
in  all  trades.  I  think  this  trade  has  been 
extremely  fortunate  in  obtaining  a  draw- 
back ;  although,  here  and  there,  there 
may  be  cases  of  hardship,  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  will  see  that  it  is  scarcely 
well  to  push  this  matter  too  far. 

Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON :  The  interests 
of  a  great  number  of  people  are  deeply 
concerned  in  this  matter.  I  understand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  thattho 


manufacturers  cannot  part  with  their 
stock  to  the  licensed  traders  until  the 
end  of  June. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  No;  June  is  the 
last  date.  The  whole  thing  must  be 
arranged  by  June.  I  may  say  we  have 
been  in  communication  with  a  large 
number  of  persons  in  the  trade,  and  have 
endeavoured  to  make  arrangements  which 
will  suit  the  convenience  of  the  trade. 
We  are  certainly  under  the  impression 
that  the  arrangements  we  have  made 
will  be  satisfactory. 

Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON :  I  believe  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  been  in 
communication  with  a  single  manufac- 
turer in  the  town  of  Sheffield,  which  is  a 
very  important  centre  of  the  plate  trade. 

(8.7.)  The  Committee  divided — Ayes 
140  ;  Noes  94.— (Div.  List,  No.  77.) 

Words  added. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  13,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14. 

(8.19.)  Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON :  I  have 
given  notice  of  an  Amendment  to  leave 
out  Sub-section  I.,  but  if  that  cannot  be 
accepted  1  want  to  move  to  leave  out  in 
line  9,  page  6,  "  payment  of  the  allow- 
ances made,"  for  the  purpo3e  of  sub- 
stituting the  words  "certificate  is 
granted."  Shall  I,  Mr.  Courtney,  move 
the  omission  of  the  sub-section  first  or 
the  Amendment? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
should  move  the  Amendment  first. 

Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  :  Then  I  move  the 
omission  of  the  words  I  have  mentioned. 
I  can  hardly  believe  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer intended  what  the  clause  says.  I 
do  not  know  why  he  should  desire  the 
power  of  search  after  the  Excise  officer 
is  satisfied  and  has  given  a  certificate.  It 
seems  hard  to  expose  the  manufacturers 
and  dealers  to  this  power  of  search  by 
carrying  it  over  until  the  payment  of  the 
allowances. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  6,  line  9, 
to  leave  out  the  words  "  payment  of  the 
allowance  is  made,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
words  "certificate  is  granted." — (Mr. 
Henry  J.  Wilson.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
I  clause." 
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•(8.21.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  do  not  see 
why  an  officer  should  waste  his  time  in 
making  the  search  after  payment  is  made 
and  the  whole  matter  is  arranged.  It 
does  not  seem  to  me  that  there  need  be 
any  fear  of  these  visits  being  paid. 
However,  I  do  not  think  the  Amendment 
can  do  any  harm,  and  I,  therefore,  con- 
sent to  it.  Of  course  if,  later  on,  it 
should  seem  to  those  familiar  with  these 
operations  that  the  Amendment  is  one 
that  should  not  be  retained  the  matter 
will  have  to  be  re- considered  on  Report 

(8.21.)  Mb.  MUNDELLA :  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  facilitate  the 
•ettlement  of  this  matter  in  any  way  by 
introducing  an  Amendment  on  Report  I 
hope  he  will  do  so. 

(8.21.)  Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON:  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  introduce  an 
Amendment  on  Report  I  will  withdraw 
my  proposal. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  15  and  16  agreed  to. 

Clause  17. 

(8.25.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  What 
is  the  class  of  the  articles  which  are 
liable  to  assay?  Jewellery,  I  under- 
stand, is  not  liable  ;  and  what  I  want  to 
know  is  whether  silver  articles  are  liable 
to  be  pulled  to  pieces  and  assayed  before 
they  can  be  brought  into  the  country  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  This  is  merely  a 
formal  clause. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  know  it  is 
formal ;  bat  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  ask 
for  an  explanation  of  the  point  to  which 
I  have  referred. 

*(8.26.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN:  What  is 
reserved  here  is  not  the  power  to  assay, 
but  freedom  from  assay.  There  is  no 
change  in  the  law. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  May  we  take 
it  that  jewellery,  as  distinguished 
from  plate,  is  free  from  assay,  and  that 
silver  jewellery  is  as  free  as  gold 
jewellery  ? 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  hon.  Member 
must  not  take  for  granted  anything 
more  than  is  in  the  clause.  I  might 
only  be  misleading  him  if  I  were 
to  give  him  a  specific  answer  to  his 
question.  The  clause  cannot  do  any 
harm  as  it  is,  seeing  that  it  only  main- 
tains an  existing  principle. 


(8.27.)  Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  look 
upon  the  clause  as  unfortunate,  as  we 
shall  not  have  free  trade.  We  shall 
sacrifice  revenue,  but  not  the  interests  of 
the  monopolists. 

Mr.  BLANE :  The  clause  will  have 
a  wide  application,  as  it  will  cover 
any  misdemeanour  or  felony  which 
may  have  been  committed — and  we 
must  remember  the  bearing  of  this 
upon  anyone  aiding  or  assisting  the 
officers  of  the  Inland  Revenue.  I  think 
that  to  ask  us  to  believe  in  the  necessity 
for  this  is  to  make  a  large  demand  upon 
our  credulity. 

*(8.28.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN:  A  draw- 
back is  going  to  be  given  to  silver- 
smiths and  that  may  involve  a  certain 
cost  to  them,  and  what  we  wish  to  pro- 
vide against  is  the  expense  incurred  in 
.giving  the  drawback.  I  see  nothing 
about  felony  in  it. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  18. 

(8.29.)  Mb.  BLANE:  I  feel  con- 
vinced the  Committee  will  not  pass  the 
clanse  in  its  present  state.  It  is  in  this 
form  an  impost  on  thrift  and  industry, 
and  it  will  be  hard  to  charge  this  amount 
on  a  large  class  of  poor  people  who  wish 
to  make  provision  for  old  age. 

*(8.29.)  Atp.  GOSCHEN  :  This  clause 
is  only  to  clear  up  a  doubt  as  to  the 
existing  law.  It  does  not  provide  an  in- 
crease of  duty. 

Mr.  BLANE  :  I  do  not  say  it  does, 
impose  an  increase  of  duty ;  but  I  object 
to  the  duty  to  which  it  refers. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  19,  20,  and  21  agreed  to. 

Clause  22. 

• 

(9.0.)  Mb.  BLANE:  The  Amend- 
ment which  stands  in  my  name  to  this 
clause  is  to  omit  the  words  "  profits 
and  gains,"  and  my  object  is  to  secure 
that  the  tax  should  fall  upon  what  can 
rightly  be  described  as  property;  I 
mean  that  we  should  not  impose  any 
taxation  upon  industry. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
5,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  profits  and 
gains." — (Mr.  Blane.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 
T  2 
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•Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  think  the  hon.  Amendment  the  owner  would  be  re- 
Member  scarcely  appreciates  the  prac- 
tical effect  of  this.  Schedules  C,  D,  and 
E  have  no  reference  to  property  at  all, 
and  I  am  sure  he  does  not  mean  to 
exempt  all  profits  and  gains  under 
.  these  Schedules. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Mb.  BLANE :  1  have  to  propose  the 
substitution  of  "  ownership  "  for  "  occu- 
pation "  in  lines  7  and  8  of  page  8.  My 
object  simply  is  to  make  taxation  fall  upon 
those  persons  in  the  community  who  are 
best  able  to  bear  it.  At  the  present 
time  it  falls  upon  those  least  able  to  bear 
it,  and  practically  an  immense  amount  of 
property  in  land  escapes  taxation.  Land- 
lords in  former  times  held  their  lands 
upon  condition  that  they  should  defend 
or  contribute  towards  the  defence  of  the 
land  of  the  country ;  but  in  a  Parliament 
composed  of  landlords  the  burden  was 
adroitly  shifted  from  this  class  on  to 
the  shoulders  of  those  least  able 
to  bear  it.  Statute  12  of  Charles  II., 
cap.  24,  was  slightly  amended  by  the 
subsequent  Act  of  1692,  but  practically 
the  Land  Tax  remains  as  it  was  in  1660. 
The  predecessors  of  those  who  are  now 
owners  of  land  were  not  "owners"  of 
land  but  "  holders  "  of  land,  and  in  lieu 
of  the  obligation  of  defence,  upon  which 
condition  they  held  the  lands,  they 
charged  themselves  4s.  in  the  £1  towards 
Imperial  taxation ;  but  subsequently,  and 
in  successive  Parliaments,  they  have 
lowered  it  to  what  we  find  it  now — 6d. 
It  shows  that  landlords  are  very  modest 
men  when  it  comes  to  claiming  their 
share  in  taxation.  By  reason  of  this 
exemption  of  land  the  burden  of  taxation 
is  upheld  by  the  industry  of  the  country. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  Member  is  quite  aware  of  the  nature 
of  the  Amendment  he  proposes  to  move 
to  the  clause  we  are  dealing  with.  It  is 
a  tax  upon  farmer's  profits  under  former 
Acts  of  Parliament,  and  only  provides 
the  rate  of  the  tax. 

Mb.  BLANE :  Quite  so,  Sir ;  but  I, 
in  moving  the  insertion  of  the  word 
"  owner8hip,,,  am  entitled  to  show  how 
then  the  tax  would  fall. 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  excuse  me  for  interrupting  him,  the 
owner  pays  under  Schedule  A ;  the 
farmer's  profits  are  assessed  under  Sche- 
dule   B.     With     the     hon.     Member's 


quired  to  pay  on  his  land  as  well  as  on 
the  profits  of  the  occupier.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  appreciates- 
this? 

Mb.  BLANE:  Quite  so;  he  pays 
taxes  on  two  separate  items  if  my 
Amendment  is  carried.  The  owner 
would  pay  twice,  but  he  would  not  be 
handing  away  his  own  money ;  he  would 
only  be  handing  away  with  his  right 
hand  that  which  he  appropriates  with 
his  left.  There  are  two  ways  of  acquir- 
ing property,  either  by  earning  it  or 
appropriating  it.     But  these  men  do  not 

pay  taxes  at  all  on 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Will  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber allow  me  to  point  out  that  if  a  tenant 
farmer  has  not  made  any  profit,  he  is  not 
called  upon  to  pay  the  taxes  for  which 
ho  is  assessed  under  Schedule  B. 

Mb.  BLANE :  If  the  tax  falls  on  the 
tenant  at  all,  it  is  a  tax  on  the  industry 
of  the  country,  and  to  the  taxation  of  the 
industry  of  the  country  I  am  opposed, 
and  hence  it  is,  I  propose  to  substitute 
ownership  for  occupation.  At  the  pre- 
sent time,  the  owner  does  not  get  the 
profit ;  it  is  the  great  ground  landlord 
who  gets  the  profit,  and  so  it  comes 
about  that  people  are  swept  away  from 
the  land  into  large  towns,  where  they 
have  to  engage  in  fierce  competition  for 
a  bare  existence.  One  of  our  financial 
journals  has  well  discussed  this  question, 
and  shown  how  this  freedom  of  the  land 
from  taxation  is  a  prime  cause  of  the 
pauperism  in  the  country.  As  the  writer 
points  out,  a  solution  of  the  difficulty 
would  be  found  in  the  acquisition  of  lands, 
at  nominal  value,  by  authorities  em- 
powered to  allocate  such  lands  to  those 
able  to  work  and  procure  a  livelihood 
from  them,  subjecting  these  and  all  other 
lands  to  the  4s.  tax.  Thus  would  rates 
and  rents  both  be  reduced. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  lines 
7  and  8,  to  leave  out  "  occupation,"  and 
insert  "  ownership." — (J/r.  Blane.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  occupation  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  T.  FRY  (Darlington)  :  Before  we 
pass  from  the  clause,  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  question  in 
reference  to  the  rebate  allowed  for 
insurance.     There  are  certain  American 


$21         Customs  and  Inland  {May  8,  1890} 


Revenue  BUI. 


522 


Insurance  Companies  carrying  on  business 
in  this  country  who  make  their  reports 
to  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  are  in  every 
way  amenable  to  the  laws  that  govern 
insurance  in  this  country,  and  yet  the 
Commissioners  will  not  allow  these 
companies  to  be  placed  on  the  list 
of  those  for  which  rebate  on 
Income  Tax  assessments  is  allowed. 
This  amounts  to  a  tax  of  2£  per  cent,  on 
the  premiums  of  these  companies,  by 
whom  it  is  regarded  as  a  great  hardship. 
This  question  has  been  raised  on  several 
occasions,  and  when  I  last  heard  of  it  it 
was  under  consideration.  Has  the  con- 
sideration had  any  result  ?  What  is  the 
ground  of  the  refusal  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  question  is  not  one 
of  administration,  but  of  legal  interprets^ 

tion.  There  are  statutes  which  direct  the 

action  of  the  Commissioners,  and  I  am 
given  to  understand  that  the  point,  which 
I  know  has  excited  much  interest,  is  now 
being  argued  in  a  Court  of  Law. 

Mr.  T.  FRY :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  the  decision  should 
be  adverse  to  the  claims  of  these  com- 
panies, will  he  be  prepared  to  take  steps 
towards  a  legislative  remedy  for  the 
complaint  ? 

♦Me.  GOSCHEN :  I  am  not  prepared 
to  undertake  that.  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Member  there  is  much  to  be  said  on  both 
sides. 

♦Mr.  MORTON  (Peterborough) :  May 

I  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

why    it  is  that  the   gross   estimate   is 

taken  as  the  annual  value  ?  For  all  local 
rates  there  is    another  assessment,   or 

what  is  called  the  rateable  value.  A 
good  deal  of  trouble  is  caused  to  the  tax- 
payers in  consequence  of  this  distinc- 
tion. 

♦Mr.   GOSCHEN:   The  hon.  Member 

raises  an  immense  question  involving  a 

modification  of  the  produce  of  the  tax  and 

its  relation  to  taxation  generally.  Th  e  hon. 

Gentleman  asks  me  why  it  is  that  the 
tax  is  so  levied,  but  I  am  afraid  I  can 
only  now  refer  him  to  his  knowledge  of 
the  fact.  It  is  a  grievance  that  is  often 
alleged  by  the  owners  of  real  property, 


but  it  is  a  matter  of  such  very  wide 
scope  that  I  can  scarcely  do  justice  to  it 
merely  by  answering  a  question.  It 
was  calculated,  I  think,  by  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  that  in  many  cases  the 
difference  between  the  rateable  and 
gross  value  amounted  to  as  much  as  17 
or  18  per  cent.  This  grievance,  under 
which  owners  of  real  property  labour, 
must  be  set  against  the  advantage  they 
gain  under  the  Succession  Duty.  If,  as 
regards  Succession  Duty,  realty  should 
be  put  on  the  same  basis  as  personalty, 
then  the  time  will  come  when  realty 
should  be  put  on  the  same  footing  as 
personalty  as  regards  Income  Tax. 

♦Mr.  MORTON  :  I  am  aware  that  the 
change  in  the  assessment  would  involve 
a  loss  to  the  Exchequer,  but  it  would  be 
a  justice  to  the  taxpayers.  Of  course, 
the  same  remark  applies  to  the  In- 
habited House  Duty,  which  is  charged 
on  the  same  value.  But  may  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  the  subject 
his  consideration  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  may  say  that  I 
have  often  considered  it  and  spoken  upon 
it.  It  is  a  matter  of  great  importance, 
I  can  promise  the  hon.  Member  it  shall 
continue  to  occupy  my  consideration, 
and  not  without  some  hope  that  it  may 
be  possible  to  deal  with  ifc  some  day. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  23. 

(9.17.)  Mr.T.  M.  HEALY:  I  hope 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  may 
accept  the  Amendment  of  which 
I  have  given  notice,  and  I  need 
not  detain  the  Committee  at  any 
length.  It  is  not  often  that  opinions 
expressed  in  this  part  of  the  House  are 
regarded  as  moderate  by  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  but  when,  as  between  the  propo- 
sal in  the  Bill  for  a  period  of  three  months 
and  the  opinion  among  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  that  it  should  be  extended  to 
12,  I  suggest  six  months,  I  think  it  is 
a  reasonable  compromise.  Then  I  would 
suggestthat  thereshouldbe  an  appeal  from 
the  Commissioners  to  some  other  tribunal. 
I  do  not  say  that  the  Commissioners  are 
not  excellent  men,  but  I  am  sure  that 
farmers  and  business  men  who  are 
entitled  to  relief  from  taxation  on  ac- 
count of  losses  incurred  will  have  more 
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confidence  in  the  consideration  their 
claims  will  receive  with  the  knowledge 
that  an  appeal  is  open  to  them.  As  to 
the  period  I  think  we  shall  all  agree  that 
three  months  is  too  short.  I  do  not 
know  exactly  what  is  meant  by  the  ex- 
pression "year  of  assessment"  I  am 
not  sure  when  the  year  is  supposed  to 
commence.  But  it  is  impossible  for  me 
to  say,  within  three  months,  how  trade 
transactions  may  tnrn  out,  nor  can 
a  farmer  say  as  to  his  crops,  which  may 
be  all  right  one  day  but  spoiled  the  next. 
So,  also,  in  the  brewing  trade,  a  man 
cannot  tell  within  a  short  period  whether 
his  whole  brew  may  not  turn  out  an 
entire  loss.  Three  months  is  an  inadequate 
period.  The  Ratepayers'  Association 
w«,nt  12  months,  but  I  think  the  Go- 
vernment are  more  likely  to  concede 
the  compromise  I  suggest  of  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
23,  tp  leave  out  the  word  "  three,"  and 
insert  the  word  "  six."— -(Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'three  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

*(9.21.)  Sm  E.  BIRKBECK  (Norfolk, 
E.) :  I  hope  my  right  hon.  Friend  willagree 
to  this  modification  of  the  clause.  What 
the  hon.  Member  says  is  perfectly  true. 
I  am  sure  that,  within  so  short  a 
time,  it  is  quite  impossible  for  a  large 
number  of  persons  to  obtain  the  relief:  Clause  24. 
they  are  entitled  to,  because  it  will  not  be 
possible  to  get  the  accounts  definitely 
made  up.  The  hon.  Member  lias  pro- 
posed six  months,  but  I  would  go  much 
further.  Jt  is  impossible  for  those  en- 
gaged in  agriculture  to  know  witBin  a 
limited  time  what  their  losses  are — 
profits  they  do  not  make  nowadays.  I 
would  strongly  urge  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to  agree  to  the  proposal. 

(9.22.)  Mr.  CRAIG  (Newcastle-upon- 


with  the  question  of  an  appeal. 
That  is  important,  no  doubt,  but  it  does 
not  arise  here,  and  I  hope  he  will  not 
ask  me  to  deal  with  it  now.  Three 
months  was  the  time  inserted,  because  it 
is  the  usual  period  for  various  Depart^ 
ments  in  respect  to  Income  Tax,  but 
if  hon.  Members  attach  importance  to  it, 
I  have  no  objection  to  six  months.  We 
are  anxious  that  traders  should  have  the 
means  of  relief — it  is  merely  a  question 
of  machinery — we  only  took  three  months, 
as  being  the  usual  time  in  analogous- 
cases. 


Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  "That  the  word  *six'  be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  "That  Clause  23, 
as  amended,  be  added  to  the  BilL" 

(9,28.)  Mr.  T.M.  HEALY :  Of  course/ 
we  take  the  warning  and  must  not  look 
a  gift  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
the  mouth.  I  refrain  from  saying  any- 
thing about  an  appeal,  but  perhaps 
another  year,  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  had  some  experience  of  how 
the  change  works,  he  will  not  blame  us> 
— should  he  be  in  office,  which,  with  all 
respect  to  him,  I  hope  he  may  not  be — if 
we  raise  this  question  of  appeal. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


<\9.29.)  Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON: 
I  must  apologise  for  not  putting  my 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  but,  antici- 
pating we  should  have  a  lively  night 
upon  the  Spirit  Duties,  I  did  not 
.think  this  part  of  the  Bill  would  have 
been  reached  so  early.  The  effect  of  the 
plause,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  is  to  make  an 
.addition  to  the  Death  Duty,  because  a 
person  is  to  be  assessed  for  Income  Tax 
after  his  death.     It  is  to  be  left  over  for 


Tyne) :  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentle-    a  period  of  a  year,  when  he,  not  living, 
man  will  explain  what  is  meant  by  the  i  derives  no  benefit  from  the  expenditure- 


year  of  assessment. 

*(9.22.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN;  The  year, 
ending  March  31st.  This  is  really  a  case  \ 
of  "looking  a  gift  horse  in  the  mouth." 
It  was  a  concession  often  demanded,  and, 
being  made,  gave  great  satisfaction  at  the 
moment.  But  then  the  hon.  Member 
has  raised  a  new  question.  I  do  not 
complain  of  the  proposal  for  pix 
months,  but  ho  •  has  mixed  it  up 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


of  the  Income  Tax.  If  that  is  not  so, 
then  I  should  be  glad  of  an  explanation. 
It  also  imposes  an  indefinite  liability,  ex- 
tending over  an  indefinite  period,  upon 
the  executor  of  the  deceased.  I  propose 
to  limit  the  period  of  the  assessment  to* 
that  during  Which  the  deceased  was  living,, 
and,  secondly,  I  shall  propose  that  the 
claim  made  shall  extend  over  a  period  of 
a  year,  in  order  that  an  executor  may 


525         Customs  and  Inland  {Mat  8,  1890} 


Revenue  Bill. 


526 


have  some  idea  as  to  the  extent  of  the 
time  of  his  liability. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
11,  after  the  word  "administrators,"  to 
insert  the  words  "bnt  for  such  period 
only  of  the  financial  year  as  the  deceased 
was  living." — {Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

*(9.30.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN" :  All  that  is 
proposed  under  this  clause  is,  that  when 
a  person  has  died  without  being  assessed 
such  an  assessment  as  might  have  been 
made  if  he  had  lived  may  be  made  upon 
his  executors.  The  Amendment  is  quite 
unnecessary. 

(9.32.)  Mr.  CRAIG :  I  do  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  explanation 
advances  the  question  very  much.  Any 
one  reading  the  clause  and  knowing  the 
habits  of  the  Revenue  officers  might 
think — I  do  not  say  rightly,  but  might 
think — that  the  intention  is  to  make  the 
executors  of  a  man  who  dies,  say,  on  the 
1st  of  May,  pay  a  whole  year's  Income 
Tax.  If  that  be  the  meaning  I  hope  the 
Committee  will  either  accept  the  Amend- 
ment or  exclude  the  clause  entirely.  It 
is  quite  a  new  provision.  The  Income 
Tax  officers  always  take  advantage  of 
the  Act,  especially  in  tba  case  of  dead 
persons.  They  always  try  to  screw  out 
of  the  executors  more  than  they  are 
entitled  to.  I  want  to  know  what  is  the 
meaning  of  the  clause,  and  how  it  will 
operate. 

*(9.34.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  am  sorry 
I  did  not  make  my  meaning  clear.  The 
clause  is  merely  intended  to  rectify 
omissions.  If  an  assessment  has  not 
been  made  during  the  life  of  a  man,  the 
clause  provides  that  his  estata  shall  not 
obtain  any  advantage  from  the  neglect  to 
make  the  assessment.  I  do  not  think  the 
Committee  would  wish  that  the  fact  of  a 
man  not  having  been  assessed  should 
free  the  estate  from  the  Income  Tax. 

*(9.35.)  Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  I  quite  concur  in  the 
necessity  of  the  course  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  desires  to  follow,  but  I  do  not 
think  the  clause,  as  worded,  will  really 
carry  out  his  intention.  I  understand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  mean  that 
if  a  man  dies  between,  say,  the  5th  of 
April,  1890,  and  the  5th  April,  1891,  and 
no  assessment  lias  been  mtde  upon  him 


for  the  portion  of  the  year  during  which 
he  may  have  earned  his  income,  executors 
shall  pay  Income  Tax  in  respect  of  that 
portion  of  the  year.  If  that  be  the 
meaning,  there  can  be  no  two  opinions  ' 
about  it,  because  unless  that  intention  be 
carried  out  there  would  be  an  evasion  of 
the  duty.  But  I  would  point  out  that 
the  clause  does  net  carry  out  that 
intention,  and  it  seems  to  me  we  should' 
be  opening  the  door  to  great  difficulties 
if  the  present  wording  were  adopted.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  submit 
this  question  to  the  draftsman  of  the 
Treasury,  all  mistakes  will  be  avoided. 
I  would  also  draw  attention  to  the  fact 
that  this  is  retrospective  legislation, 
which  might  affect  a  great  many 
estates  which  have  been  wound  up,  and 
the  property  of  which  has  been  dis- 
tributed. Some  alteration  is,  therefore, 
required  in  this  respect  also. 

(9.38.)  Mr.  GEDGE  (Stockport): 
When  I  first  read  this  clause  the  same 
objections  occurred  to  me  as  have  been 
stated  by  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House ;  but  I  took  the  trouble  to 
obtain  an  explanation  from  the  Surveyor 
of  Income  Tax  in  my  district,  and  I  also 
looked  up  the  Act.  I  then  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  I  had  been  mistaken,  and 
that  the  clause  properly  carries  out  the 
intention  of  the  Government.  Under 
the  law,  as  it  stands  at  present,  the 
executor.*  of  a  man  who,  if  he  had  Jived, 
would  be  liable  to  be  surcharged, . 
cannot  be  surcharged.  This  clause 
will  remedy  that  defect  of  the  law. 
I  may  say  now — to  avoid  the  necessity  of 
rising"  a  second  time — that  there  is  an 
objection  to  the  last  four  lines  of  the 
clause.  We  are  told  that  the  amount  is 
to  be  paid '  out  of  the  estate,  and  that,  in 
default,  the  executors  will  have  to  pay — 
and  that  is  making  the  executors  liable 
for  an  amount  which  may  be  beyond  the 
sum  in  their  hands.  That  ought  not  to 
be.  Words  should  be  inserted  in  the 
clause  to  make  the  estate  liable,  and  not 
the  executors 

*(9.42.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  question 
b3fore  the  Committee  will  be  looked  into, 
so  as  to  see  whether  the  executors  should 
be  held  liable  for  anything  above  the 
amount  which  the  estate  is  capable  of 
yielding.  The  Exchequer  has-  the 
common  interest  at  heart ;  it  is  not  the 
enemy  of  anyone,  and  I  trust  that  no  one 
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will  look  upon  it  as  a  thing  to  be  opposed, 
even  should  it  make  a  mistake.  Sup- 
posing a  mistake  to  be  made,  that  should 
not  relieve  the  estate  from  liability,  and 
the  only  object  of  the  clause  is  to  enable 
property  to  be  assessed,  which  his  not 
been,  but  which  ought  to  be,  assessed.  I 
will  undertake  that  the  Solicitor  General 
and  other  Legal  Authorities  shall  be  con- 
sulted, and  that,  so  far  as  legal  knowledge 
can  do  it,  the  clause  shall  not  be  carried 
beyond  the  necessities  of  the  case. 

(9.45.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  words  in  the  clause 
"  in  case  he  was  living  "  will  make  an 
•estate  liable  to  pay  Income  Tax  not  only 
far  the  portion  of  the  financial  year 
•during  which  the  person  assessed  is 
living,  but  for  the  part  after  his  decease. 
An  ordinary  person  would  suppose  that 
on  a  man  dying,  his  income  would  be 
assessed  only  for  the  period  during  which 
he  had  lived,  and  not  for  the  whole  year, 
regardless  of  the  length  of  time  he  had 
lived  during  the  year. 

*(9.46.)  Me.  SYDNEY  BUXTON: 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  met 
us  very  fairly  in  this  proposal;  there- 
fore, I  will  not  press  my  Amendment.  If 
I  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aright,  he  will  submit  the  matter  to  tho 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY :  The  proper  course 
would  be  to  withdraw  the  clause. 

(9.46.)  Me,  FLYNN :  No  doubt  it 
would  be  an  easy  thing  to  assess, 
under  this  clause,  the  income  of 
■a  wealthy  business  man  whose  books 
have  been  accurately  kept,  and,  in 
the  case  of  default,  if  the  collector 
is  to  blame,  seeing  that  he  is  a  Govern- 
ment servant,  I  think  the  loss  should  be 
borne  by  the  Treasury.  There  are  many 
people  who  do  not  keep  books,  and  in 
such  cases  probably  the  only  man  who 
would  have  been  able  to  give  the  neces- 
sary information  would  have  been  the 
deceased.  Thes3  cases,  which  have  not 
been  urged  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  are 
worthy  of  consideration.  I  would  sup- 
port the  proposition  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  that  the  clause  should  be 
withdrawn,  on  the  understanding  that 
on  the  Report  stage  the  matter  will  be 
Mr.  Goachen 


put  in  a  clear  and  intelligible  form  by 
tho  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

(9.49.)  Mr.  GROTRIAN  (Hull, 
East)  :  The  question  of  the  power  of  tho 
Income  Tax  Commissioners  or  Surveyors 
of  Taxes  to  assess  retrospectively  should 
be  looked  into.  I  am  not  sure  that  it 
extends  to  one  year,  and  if  that  is  the 
case  I  know  instances  in  which  the  law 
has  been  overstepped.  I  know  of  cases 
where  the  assessors  have  gone  back  10 
years.  I  would  ask  for  an  assurance  as 
to  what  the  law  really  is,  and  if  there  is 
a  doubt  about  it  I  would  ask  that  the 
clause  should  be  amended  so  as  to  make 
the  retrospective  power  one  year. 

*(9.50.)  Me.  JACKSON  :  The  point 
under  discussion  is  met  by  what  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  said.  There  is  at  present 
power  to  proceed  against  the  executor 
for  Income  Tax  in  the  event  of  the 
person  from  whom  tbe  money  is  due  and 
who  has  died  having  been  duly  assessed. 
There  is  no  power  in  the  event  of  the  as- 
sessment not  having  been  made  to  assess 
for  the  full  amount  which  may  be  due, 
and  all  that  is  intended  by  this  clause  is 
to  give  power  to  proceed  against  the  ex- 
ecutor in  such  a  case — such  power  as 
there  would  have  been  to  proceed  against 
the  deceased  had  he  been  alive.  Any 
difficulty  there  may  be,  so  far 
as  justice  to  the  executor  is 
concerned,  will,  as  my  right  hon. 
Friend    has   said,    be   duly   considered. 

(9.52.)  Me.  FLYNN:  I  would  ask 
the  hon.  Member  to  take  into  view  a  case 
that  might  easily  occur.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  the  clause  is  to  provide 
for  the  assessment  of  a  man  who  ought 
to  have  been  assessed,  but  has  not  been. 
Well,  supposing  a  man  dies  who  hss  not 
been  assessed  for  a  number  of  years,  but 
is  assessed  the  year  of  his  decease. 
There  may  be  nobody  left  behind  to  give 
evidence  as  to  the  income  of  the 
deceased.  What  should  be  done  in  that 
case  ?  Generally  speaking,  no  difficulty 
would  arise  in  the  case  of  people  having 
large  incomes,  and  there  is  no  danger  in 
those  instances  of  executors  being  sur- 
charged. In  Ireland,  however,  there  are 
a  danger  of  a  large  number  of  persons 
being  wrongfully  assessed,  and  of  execu- 
tors having  to  pay  large  sums  which 
they  ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to  pay ; 
and  I  maintain  that  if  there  is  neglect 
of    duty  on    the   part  of    Government 
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officials  to  make  a  propar  assessment,  any 
loss  that  may  result  should  fall  upon  the 
Exchequer. 

*(9.55.)  Mb.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  : 
I  think  the  difficulty  in  this  case  might 
he  met  by  leaving  out  the  last  four  lines 
of  the  clause. 

•  Me.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  protest  against 
this  clause.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
has  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag  in  saying 
that  the  power  to  be  conferred  by  this 
clause  is  to  have  effect  when  the  Income 
Tax  has  not  been  properly  assessed. 

Ms.  JACKSON :  I  said  duly  assessed. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Well,  I  say  that 
if  you  have  failed  to  make  arrange- 
ments to  get  the  money  when  the  assess- 
ment is  completed  you  ought  not  to  have 
it.  If  you  have  the  income  duly 
assessed  you  should  get  the  money,  but 
if  the  income  is  not  duly  assessed  you 
should  go  without  the  money.  I 
would  ask  the  Solicitor  General,  whom  I 
see  opposite,  what  he  thinks  of  the  pro- 
posal to  charge  an  executor  with  the  In- 
come Tax:  of  a  deceased  person  who  has  not 
been  duly  assessed  ?  Would  the  charitable 
gentlemen  who  conduct  these  operations 
on  behalf  of  the  Treasury  expect  the 
executor  to  stump  up  ?  Supposing  the 
executor  is  a  poor  man,  if  a  charge 
which  he  deems  unjust  is  made  he 
will  object  to  pay,  and  will  go  to 
an  attorney,  who  will  advise  him  to  fight 
the  matter,  and,  if  he  does  so,  he  may 
have  to  pay  £50  or  £60  in  costs  in 
regard  to  a  claim  of  £10.  Surely 
nothing  more  oppressive  could  be  ima- 
gined. If  all  executors  were  rich  men 
there  would  not  be  so  much  to  complain 
of,  but  such  is  not  the  case,  and  I  hold 
that  by  your  proposal  not  only  will  the 
life  of  an  administrator  be  rendered  a 
terror,  but  death  itself  will  be  made  a 
terror  to  him.  You  are  going  a  length 
with  this  Income  Tax  which  has  never 
yet  been  suggested.  The  point  raised 
by  my  hon.  Friend  has  not  yet  been 
answered.  An  executor  who,  from  chari- 
table conscientious  motives,  acts  on 
behalf  of  a  defenceless  widow  and  child- 
ren, may  be  let  in  for  a  large  bill  of  costs 
— an  Attorney  General  or  Solicitor 
General  having,  perhaps,  been  engaged  to 
argue  a  matter  of  principle  against  him. 
This  clause  involves  gross  injustice  both 
to  the  living  and  the   dead,  and,  there* 


fore,  I  think  it  should   be   omitted  from 
the  Bill. 

*(9.59.)  Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pan 
eras,  North)  :  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
powers  contained  in  this  clause  might 
operate  oppressively  and  unfairly.  If  an 
executor  is  to  be  personally  liable,  it 
will,  no  doubt,  be  desirable  to  have  an 
official  paid  executor,  as  is  proposed  in 
another  Bill  shortly  to  come  before  the 
House,  because  if  you  have  a  law  of  this 
kind  it  will  be  found  very  difficult  to  get 
men  to  act  as  executors.  I  would  sug- 
gest to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he  should  go  further  than  ke  has  indi 
cated,  and  put  a  limit  to  the  time  within 
which  a  claim  can  be  made,  so  that  an 
executor  may  not  have  a  possible 
claim  for  unpaid  Income  Tax  hanging 
over    him    for  an    unreasonable    time» 

*(10.0.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  have  said 
that  I  will  deal  with  this  point.  The 
Inland  Revenue  officers,  in  doing  their 
duty,  think  that  there  is  a  certain  loss 
of  duty  which  ought  not  to  occur  in  the 
distribution  of  estates.  These  cases 
rarely  occur,  but  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Inland  Revenue  officers  to  see  that  they 
shut  the  door  on  all  possible  evasions.  I 
am,  however,  prepared  to  postpone  the 
clause,  hoping  that  when  the  question  is 
submitted  to  the  House  they  will  support 
the  Exchequer  in  this  matter. 

Question,  "  That  the  Clause  be  post- 
poned," put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  25. 

(10.2.)  Mb.  BLANE  :  I  beg  to  move, 
in  page  9,  lines  24  and  25,  to  leave 
out  "  two-pence,"  and  insert  u  one 
penny."  The  object  of  the  Amendment 
is  to  relieve  the  occupier  of  the  tax, 
which,  properly,  ought  to  be  paid  by  the 
landlords,  for  the  homesteads  do  not  be- 
long to  the  occupier,  but  the  Duke  of 
Norfolk,  the  Duke  of  Bedford,  the  Duke 
of  Westminster,  and  others.  That  the 
occupiers  and  not  these  men  should 
be  charged  with  the  duty  is,  to  my 
mind,  an  iniquity. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  9,  line  24- 
25,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  two-pence  " 
and  insert  the  words  "  one  penny." — (Mr. 
Blane.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  two-pence  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 
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*(10.4.)  Sir  STAFFORD  NORTH- 
COTE  (Exeter)  :  I  should  like  to  say  a 
few  words  as  regards  the  Inhabited  House 
Duty.  I  presume  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  not  accept  this 
Amendment,  but  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
a  Memorial  which  I  presented  from  my 
own  constituents  on  behalf  of  a  class  of 
men  who  may  be  said -to  have  got  beyond 
their  first  black  coat,  namely,  those 
traders  who  are  rated  for  premises  which 
are  to  all  intents  and  purposes  un- 
occupied. In  that  constituency  there  is 
a  leading  firm  who  have  three  buildings 
— one  shop  and  two  warehouses.  The 
two  rooms  above  the  shop  are  occupied 
by  assistants,  and  the  two  warehouses 
have  separata  party  wails  and  separate 
entrances.  They  are  totally  and  absolutely 
disconnected  from  the  saop.  The  shop 
is  rented  at  £300,  and  the  warehouses  at 
£270  and  £180.  Now,  the  owners  are 
already  paying  duty  for  their  own 
private  residences,  and  they  claim  that 
the  accommodation  of  their  assistants, 
for  which  they  are  taxed,  is  a  business 
expense,  and  part  of  the  assistant's 
salary.  That  they  are  taxed  for  the 
warehouses  is  a  matter  which  they  feel 
very  keenly.  There  are  a  number  of 
similar  cases  with  which  I  will  not 
trouble  the  Committee,  but  I  think  I  havi 
stated  a  fair  case  for  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to  entertain.  I  am  very  grateful 
to  him  for  the  relief  he  has  given  the 
small  owners  of  inhabited  houses,  but  I 
do  hope  he  will  be  able  to  consider  cases 
such  as  I  have  brought  before  him.  I 
trust  that  during  the  discussion  of  this 
clause  he  will  be  able  to  give  us  some 
satisfactory  assurance  that  he  will  con- 
sider, the  subject  next' year. 

#(1Q.8.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  am  afraid 
that  I  cannot  pledge  myself  to  any  deal- 
ing with  the  House  Tax  next  year.  I 
quite  understand  the  difficulty  which 
the  hon.  Member's  constituents  feel,  but 
it  is  impossible  to  see  where  the  reform 
will  stop,  short  of  that  total  abolition  of 
the  House  Duty  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gdntleman  the  Member  for  Derby  re- 
ferred the  other  day.  [CJieers.]  I  am 
glad  to  hear  from  that  cheer  that  the 
abolition  of  the  House  Dnty  is  not  held 
as  a  boon  to  the  landlords,  as  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  maintain  it  would 
be.     With  regard  to  the  Amendment  to 


reduce  the  duty  on  houses  under  £40  to 
Id.,  I  cannot  go  beyond  the  concession 
which  I  have  proposed  to  the  House.  It 
is  an  important  concession,  which  I 
hope  the  House  will  appreciate. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(10.11.)  Mb.  DILLON:  Sir,  before 
the  clause  is  passed  I  wish  to  make 
some  observations  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer disposes  of  his  surplus.  Natur- 
ally, the  Bill  is  not  unpopular  with 
English  Members,  but  the  more  the 
Irish  Members  study  it  the  more  they 
dislike  it.  The  surplus  is  raised  from 
the  one  particular  class  of  tax  to  which 
the  Irish  paople  contribute  more  than 
their  fair  proportion,  and  it  is  used  for 
the  reduction  of  a  class  of  taxation  from 
which  the  Irish  people  got  no  benefit 
whatever.  I  protest  against  the  nature 
of  these  remissions,  as  being  little  short 
of  an  outrage  and  a  robbery  of  the  Irish 
people.  We  have  come  to  the  last  of  the 
remissions,  and,  according  to  a  Return 
issued  yesterday,  Ireland  obtains  abso- 
lutely no  benefit  whatever.  There  is  an 
enormous  consumption  of  currants  in 
England,  and  Ireland  does  not  eat  one- 
sixtieth  part  of  what  is  consumed  here. 
Ireland  gets  no  benefit  from  that  remis- 
sion, nor  does  she  benefit  by  the  remis- 
sion on  silver  plate.  Then,  again,  as  to 
the  Inhabited  House  Duty,  the  remis- 
sion is  to  be  given  to  England.  Is  it 
reasonable  to  expect  the  Representatives 
for  Ireland  to  accept  a  Budget  of  this 
kind  in  silence  ?  Ireland  contributes  con- 
siderably morj  than  her  fair  proportion 
of  the  surplus,  and  she  only  gets  one- 
thirteenth  part  of  the  relief,  whereas, 
according  to  Mr.  Giffen's  statement,  her 
proper  proportion  would  be  one-tenth. 
The  surplus  has  come  from  the  increased 
consumption  of  various  kinds  of  wines 
and  spirits.  On  all  kinds  of  drink, 
including  beer  and  foreign  and  home 
spirits,  the  amount  contributed  by  Great 
Britain  is  less  than  £22,000,000,  while 
the  contribution  of  Ireland  was  over 
£4,000,000,  so  that  Ireland  contributes 
between  one-sixth  and  one-fifth,  while 
they  do  not  get  l-20th  of  the  remission. 
I  will  say  no  more  at  present.  I  have 
only  thought  it  my  duty  to  make  this 
protest  asrainst  the  Inhabited  House 
Duty,  not  because  I  regard  it  as  unfair 
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to  the  people  of  England,  but  that  I 
consider  it  unjust  to  the  people  of 
Ireland;  •  and  I  warn  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  we  shall  feel  it  our 
duty  at  a  further  stage  of  the  Bill  to 
raise  the  whole  question  of  the  way  in 
which  Ireland  is  being'  treated  by  this 
measure. 

•(10.16.)  Mfc  GOSCHE3J :  I  think  if 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  were  to  ex- 
amine the  grievances  he  alleges  he  will 
find  that  they  come  to  this,  namely,  that 
we  have  not  reduced  the  duty  on  spirits 
in  Ireland,  because-  I  do  not  know  that 
there  is  any  other  way  in  which  we 
could  meet  the  complaints  he  makes. 

Me.  DILLON  :  Yes,  by  reducing  the 
duty  on  tobacco.  •.,. 
«  *Mr.  GOSCHEN :  But  if  we  had  done 
that,  the  same  arguments  would  have 
been  used  against  the  proposal  as  have 
been  used  with  regard  to  the  reduction 
of  the  Tea  Duty 

M*.  DILLON  ;  Not  at  all ;  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  will,  find  that  the  Irish 
people  pay  a  much  larger  proportion  of 
the  Tobacco  Duty  than  any  other  portion 
of  the  community.     . 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
forgets  that  a  large  proportion-  of  the 
tobacco  consumed  in  Ireland  is  consumed 
and  paid  for  by  EngHsh  people. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  am  speaking  from 
tables  which  have .  been  corrected  by 
allowance  being  made  for  that. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  the  first  person  who  has  suggested  the 
reduction  of  the  Tobacco  Duty,  and  apart 
from  that,  or  a  reduction  of  the  Spirit 
Duty,  there  is  no  way  in  which  we  could 
have  met  the  right*  hon.  Gentleman's 
views-  If  we  had  reduced  the  Income 
Tax,  the  hon.  Member  would  have  made 
a  similar  complaint,  and.  that  was  one  of 
the  alternative  proposals  which  I  have 
been  censured  for  not  adopting.  Had  I 
proposed  a  reduction  of  the  Income  Tax, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  had  the 
same  grievance  as  now.  It  is  impossible, 
in  dealing  with  the  whole  fiscal  situation 
of  the  Kingdom,  to  look  simply  at  the 
condition  of  Ireland.  If  Ireland  has  not 
had  full  advantage  in  the  reduction 
of' taxation,  we  are •  making  it  up  to 
to  her  in  •  othefr  ways.  With  regard 
to »the  Tobacco  Duty  I  would  remind  the 
lu>n>  Gentleman  that1  •  I  did  reduce  thaft 
some  time-  ago,  and  .it  is  too  much  to 


expect  that  we  should  go  back  to  that 
duty  again.  I  venture  to  think,  what- 
ever hon.  Members  may  say,  that  I  have 
not  been  chary  in  affording  such  relief  to 
Ireland  as  might  be  reasonably  oxpected 
at  our  hands.  In  all  the  fiscal  changes 
we  have  made  we  have  abstained  from 
any  remissions  of  which  Ireland  could 
not  have  full  share.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  an  exceedingly  diffi- 
cult task  to  perform,  and  I  hope  hon. 
Members  will  not  think  I  have  selected 
the  reduction  of  House  Duty  because 
that  is  a  relief  in  which  Ireland  would 
not  share,  although  the  hon.  Member 
has  almost  suggested  that  I  have  done 
so.  Fortunately  for  Ireland,  she  is 
relieved  from  this  tax,  but  as  I  shall 
have  to  meet  the  Irish  Members 
on  tbe  question  cf  the  general  tax- 
ation of  Ireland  on  another  occa- 
sion, I'  will  not  now  further  continue 
the  observations,  and  I  trust  hon» 
Members  opposite  will  not  think  it 
desirable  to  plunge  into '  that  discussion 
at  the  present  moment. 

(10.20.)  Mr.  DILLON :  I  do  not  wish 
to  go  into  the  whole  question,  but  I  would 
refer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
Return  obtained  by  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle, 
showing  the  proportions  of  the  several 
items  of  Revenue  contributed  by  England 
and  Ireland.  On  that  Return  it  will  be 
found  that  while  England  contributed 
£6,500,000  of  Tobacco  Duty,  Ireland's 
contribution  was  £1,300,000,  that  is  to 
say,  that  the  Irish  contributed  one-fifth 
of  the  amount  paid  by  the  people  of 
England,  which  is  a  far  larger  proportion 
than  they  ought  to  pay.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said,  if  he  had  reduced  the 
Income  Tax  the  Irish  people  would  have 
have  had  a  similar  grievance.  So  we 
should^  because  the  Income  Tax  con- 
tributed by  Ireland  is  only  one- twentieth 
part  of  that  paid  by  England,  which 
shows  that  the  Irish  people  are  only 
one-twentieth  part  as  rich  as  the  people 
of  Great  Britain.  What  I  complain  of  is 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
derives  an  enormous  surplus  from  a  tax 
to  which  the  Irish  people  contribute 
more  than  their  share  ;  and  he  has  not 
given  them  back  their  fair  proportion  in 
the  shape  of  a  corresponding  reduction 
of  the  duty  on  tobacco,  which  is  pre- 
eminently a  tax  on  the  poor  of    Ireland. 
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(10.23.)  Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tip 
perary,  S.) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  boasts 
that  he  has  generously  given  to  Ireland 
a  large  sum.  What  are  the  facts  1  He 
has  given  one  sum  of  £4,000,  which  he 
has  carefully  tied  up,  and  £70,000  for 
National  Education. 

•Me.  GOSCHEN:  I  would  point  out 
that  in  those  cases  there  could  be  no 
generosity  at  all,  because  Ireland  is 
entitled  to  those  allowances.  But  the 
hon.  Member  does  not  refer  to  the  light 
railways. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR:  We  shall  have 
something  to  say  about  the  light  rail- 
ways hereafter,  and  the  manner  in  which 
it  is  intended  to  expend  the  money.  As 
to  the  Tea  Duty,  it  is  calculated  that  Ire- 
land will  benefit  to  the  extent  of 
£105,000  a  year;  but  what  th$  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gives  with  one  hand  he 
takes  away  with  the  other,  because  the 
increased  Spirit  DutyNvill  increase  the 
taxation  of  Ireland  by  upwards  of 
£106,000.  As  to  the  Tea  Duty,  that 
is  given  out  of  the  surplus  extracted 
from  our  staple  manufacture,  namely, 
Irish  whisky.  Therefore,  there  is  no 
Jrronnd  for  the  boast  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  If  he  will  refer  to  the 
Tables  which  have  just  been  published, 
he  will  see  that  the  money  raised  by  the 
Excise  and  Customs  on  licences  amounts 
to  £28,000,000  for  Great  Britain, 
while 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order  * 
The  Question  under  discussion  is  Clause 
25,  which  makes  provision  for  the 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  and  the  hon. 
Member  is  wandering  from  that  Ques- 
tion*. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  I  am  aware  of 
that ;  but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has  boasted  of  his  generosity  to 
Ireland,  and  I  thought  I  was  entitled  to 
answer  him  by  reference  to  these  facts. 
I  only  desire  to  say  that  while  the 
licences  produce  £28,000,000  in  Great 
Britain,  or  £1  per  head  of  the  popula- 
tion, the  taxation  raised  from  the  same 
sources  in  Ireland  amounts  to  about 
£5,000,000,  which  is  also  about  £1  per 
head,  which  is  contrary  to  the  maxim  of 
finance,  that  the  incidence  of  taxation 
should  fall  with  greater1  weight  on  those 
who  are  best  able  to  pay. 


(10.26.)  Me.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  only 
wish  to  say  a  few  words.  My  hon.  Friend 
contends  that  the  Irish  people  are  being 
robbed,  and  if  that  be  the  case  they  are 
being  robbed  by  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment, who  say,  "We  belong  to  the 
bigger  country  and  we  do  as  we  please." 
We  are  told  that  we  enjoy  the  benefits 
of  the  Army  and  Navy  and  Volunteers, 
and  we  are  also  aware  that  we  enjoy  the 
great  privilege  of  having  the  Union  Jack 
noting  over  us,  and  of  being  ruled  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  26. 

(10.28.)  Mb.  STOREY:  In  mov- 
ing, as  an  Amendment,  to  substitute  the 
word  "  used  "  for  the  word  "constructed," 
I  would  remind  the  Committee  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  said  we  ought  not  to 
look  a  'gift  horse  in  the  mouth.  I  shall 
at  once  disclaim  any  such  intention  by 
saying  that  I  thank  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  behalf  of  myself  and  consti- 
tuents for  the  reduction  he  has  made 
in  the  House  Duty.  It  is  a  reduction 
that  has  been  long  looked  for,  and  at 
length  it  is  in  part  obtained.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  think  I 
am  acting  wrongfully  if,  like  Oliver 
Twist,  I  ask  for  more.  I  am  not  asking, 
as  Oliver  did,  for  what  was  not  his,  but 
for  what  is  not  only  ours,  but  what  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  already 
promised  to  give.  I  say  it  is  ours,  because 
the  owners  of  houses  and  tenements 
never  ought  to  have  had  to  pay  House 
Duty.  It  was  never  intended  by  the 
original  Act  that  they  should,  and  it  has 
been  levied  upon  them  improperly 
during  a  long  series  of  years  in  utter 
defiance  of  the  law.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  leader  of  this 
House,  when  on  the  Opposition  side, 
said — 

"That it  was  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament  by  which  it  was  intended 
that  separate  tenements  of  below  £20  annual 
value  should  be  exempted  from  the  tax." 

And  I  believe  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  did  intend  to  exempt  those 
houses ;  but  the  2nd  sub-section  of  the 
clause  does  not  carry  this  intention 
out,  and  therefore  does  not  touch  the 
Oise  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
houses  in    this    country.      We  in  the 
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North  have  ways  of  our  own,  and 
one  of  our  ways  is  that  we  have 
large  numbers  of  houses  in  our  towns 
which  used  to  be  occupied  in  single 
tenements,  but  which  are  now  let  out  in 
flats.  The  tenants  all  use  one  front 
door,  and  as  a  consequence  the  landlord 
has  to  pay  the  Inhabited  House  Duty. 
Yet  on  the  other  side  of  the  street  may 
be  found  a  row  of  cottages  which  are 
each  let  at  under  £20  per  annum,  and 
which  consequently  are  exempted  from 
payment  of  the  Inhabited  House  Duty. 
Now  I  think  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  grant  some  relief  in 
these  cases.  I  beg,  without  further 
remarks,  to  move  the  Amendment  in  my 
name,  to  insert  after  the  word  "  House  " 
the  word  "  used."  I  think  the  adoption 
of  this  Amendment  would  assist  in  pro- 
viding dwellings  for  the  working-classes. 
I  do  not  think  that  there  is  any  danger 
we  should  be  encouraging  rookeries, 
because  a  duty  is  imposed  on  the  Medical 
Officer  of  Health  to  certify  that  the 
houses  are  fit  for  human  habitation.  I 
beg  to  move  my  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line 
13,  after  the  word  "  house,"  to  insert  the 
word  "  used." — (Mr.  Storey.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  used '  be  there  inserted." 

(10.38.)  Sir  C.  RUSSELL  (Hackney, 
S.) :  I  wish  to  remind  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  a  large  number  of 
Metropolitan  Members  are  interested  in 
this  matter. 

(10.39.)  Mr.  HUNTER  (Aber- 
deen, N.):  May  I  point  out  that  the 
wording  of  the  clause  as  it  stands  is 
neither  sense  nor  grammar  ?   It  reads — 

"The  assessment  to  Inhabited  House  Duty 
of  any  house  constructed  (whether  as  originally 
built  or  by  subsequent  alteration)/'  &c. 

1  do  not  know  who  is  the  draughtsman  of 
the  Bill ;  but  unless  we  want  to  put  a 
conundrum  to  the  Judges  we  must  alter 
the  words. 

*(10.41 .)  Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  am  quite 
clear  as  to  the  policy  which  ought  to  be 
adopted.  The  concession  ought  only  to  be 
given  to  those  houses  which,  by  original 
construction  or  by  subsequent  alteration, 
are  adapted  to  the  housing  of  the  working 
classes.  The  deputation  which  has 
waited  on  me  was  largely  composed  of 
owners  of   very  inferior  property,  who 


frankly  admit  that  they  wish  to  get  the 
benefit  of  the  exemption  for  themselves. 
The  Government  do  not  wish  to  grant* 
relief  to  cases  where  the  house,  designed 
for  single  occupation,  has  been  so  patched! 
up  as  to  supply  inferior  and  inadequate 
accommodation  for  the  working-classes. 
In  the  North  of  England  a  large  number 
of  private  houses  have  been  changed 
into  dwellings  for  artisans,  and  there 
can  be  in  them  no  proper  sanitary 
accommodation.  The  only  effect  of  the 
concession  asked  for  would  be  to  put  the* 
remission  into  the  pockets  of  the  land- 
lords. The  Government  wish  to  encourage 
the  building  of  suitable  artisans'  dwell- 
ings, by  exempting  only  such  from  the 
duty. 

(10.45.)  Mr.  STOREY :  I  also  desire- 
to  see  the  working-classes  properly 
housed ;  and  I  am  as  anxious  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  rookeries 
should  be  rooted  out,  and  if  I  had  thought 
the  Amendment  would  have  a  contrary 
effect  I  would  not  have  suggested  it. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says 
these  people  want  to  put  money  into 
their  pockets  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  taking  money  out  of 
their  pockets  unfairly  and  against  the 
spirit  of  the  Act  of  Parliament.  There' 
are  hundreds  of  decent  houses  in 
the  North,  fit  for  the  habitation  of  the 
working-classes,  which  will  not  be  re- 
lieved by  this  clause.  I  must  press  this 
matter,  because  it  amounts  to  a  very 
serious  grievance  in  my  own  town.  The? 
burden,  in  fact,  runs  up  to  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  pounds  ;  and  if  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  will  only  visit- 
Sunderland — I  can  promise  him  he  will 
be  courteously  received  and  courteously 
sent  away — we  shall  be  able  to  convince- 
him  of  the  real  nature  of  this  hardship. 
I  make  this  appeal  in  the  interests  of 
the  working  classes.  If  the  owner  of 
three  cottages  is  not  called  upon  to  pay- 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  why,  I  should 
like  to  know,  must  the  duty  be  paid  by 
the  owner  of  a  house  which  is  let  out  to. 
three  working  class  families  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN :  Because  one  lives  in 
a  house  and  the  other  does  not. 

Mr.  STOREY  :  Oh,  yes,  he  does ;  he 
lives  in  a  house  according  to  Act  of 
Parliament.  I  press  this  matter,  because 
it  is  a  case  of  serious  hardship. 
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(10.52.)  Mr.  CRAIG  :  The  arguments 
which,  apply  to  Sunderland  apply  with 
equal  force  to  Newcastle ;  and  I  therefore 
join  heartily  in  the  appeal  mtde  by  my 
hon.  Friend  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  the  interests  of  the  working 
classes. 

(10.53.)  Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS 
(Birmingham,  Bordesley) :  The  Corpo- 
ration of  Birmingham  have  tried  hard 
to  discourage  the  state  of  things  which 
my  hon.  Friend  seems  to  want  to  con- 
tinue. If  an  owner  has  a  large  house 
into  which  he  wishes  to  put  half  a  dozen 
families,  that  Corporation  has  not  objected, 
provided  each  dwelling  is  made  suitable 
in  respect  of  water  supply,  and  so  forth, 
for  each  of  those  families.  But  in  many 
of  those  tenement  houses  there  is  only 
one  supply  of  water,  and 

Dr.  TANNER:  Where  do  you  put 
the  cow  ? 

Mr.  COLLINGS :  I  do  not  propose  to 
take  notice  of  the  insolence  of  the  hon. 
Member,  whose  conduct  is  apparently  ap- 
proved by  some  hon.  Members  sitting 
around  him.  It  does  not  affect  me  per- 
sonally, but  it  does  affect  me  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  Assembly. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Why  do  you  not  sit 
on  the  other  side  ? 

Mr.  COLLINGS:  It  reflects  dis- 
grace  

Dr.  TANNER  :  Sit  with  your  friends. 

Mr.  COLLINGS :  I  will  tell  my  hon. 
Friend  that  I  sit  in  my  place. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  will  be 
good  enough  to  restrain  himself,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bordesley  will  pro- 
oeed. 

Dr.  TANNER :  I  only  spoke 


Thb  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Member's 
conduct  is  really  passing  Parliamentary 
tolerance. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Of  course,  I  bow  to 
your  ruling,  knowing  you  side  with  the 
hon.  Member.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
41  Name."] 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  !  Mr. 
Collings. 

Mr.  COLLINGS:  I  trust  that  the 
Chancellor    of    the   Exchequer,  in    the 


interests  of  the  working  classes,  will 
remain  firm.  Our  object  in  Birmingham, 
has  been  to  induce  owners  of  property  in 
the  large  towns  to  make  suitable  provi- 
sion for  the  working  classes,  and  I  think 
the  attitude  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  prove  an  incentive  to  owners  in 
other  large  towns. 

(10.59.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT:  While  I 
have  great  sympathy  with  the  object 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has*  in  view,  I  must  say  I  do 
not  think  he  will  fulfil  his  purpose  by 
this  clause,  and  I  deprecate  most  strongly 
his  dealing  with  questions  of  sanitation 
in  a  clause  of  this  kind.  By  merely 
altering  the  amount  of  duty  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  likely  to  ensure 
proper  measures  of  sanitation.  The 
Government  ought  to  see  that  the 
Medical  Officers  of  Health  and  Sani- 
tary Inspectors  do  their  duty  by  these 
tenements.  Knowing  very  well  the 
habits  of  those  who  live  in  flats  in  the 
North  of  Scotland  and  other  towns  in 
Scotland,  I  maintain  that  the  object  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  in  view 
will  not  be  accomplished  by  this  clause. 
On  the  contrary,  by  this  clause  a  system 
of  oppression  will  be  practised  upon  a 
class  of  individuals  who  are  not  well  able 
to  b^ar  it. 

(1 1.2.)  Question  put : — The  Committee 
divided :— Ayes  148;  Noes  207.— (Div. 
List,  No.  78.) 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Perhaps  it  will  meet 
the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  if  we  leave 
out  the  words  "  constructed  (whether  as 
originally  built  or  by  subsequent  altera- 
tions), "  and  insert  "  originally  built  or 
adapted  by  subsequent  alterations  and 
used." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10t 
line  13,  to  leave  out  the  words  "con- 
structed (whether  as  originally  built  or 
by  subsequent  alteration),"  and  insert 
"originally  built  or  adapted  by  sub- 
sequent alterations  and  used." — {The 
Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer. ) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  clans  a." 

•Mr.  MORTON :  Are  we  to  understand 
that  there  is  to  be  a  separate  entrance  % 
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•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  see  that  no  such  words  ara  in 
the  clause. 

•Mb.  MORTON  :  Will  there  have  to  be 
a  separate  entrance  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Why  should  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wish  to  have  the  words?  I 
believe,  as  I  propose  to  amend  it,  the 
clause  will  meet  the  views  of  the 
Committee.  It  will  be  for  the  Sanitary 
Officers  to  decide  whether  the  houses  are 
properly  adapted. 

Mr.  STOREY  :  The  proposed  alteration 
is  a  substantial  one,  but  let  me  point  out 
that  it  is  not  necessary  there  should  be 
a  subsequent  alteration.  I  suggest  that 
the  clause  should  be  altered  so  as  to 
read  "  originally  constructed  or  adapted 
and  used  for  the  sole  purpose. "  Additional 
sanitary  arrangements  in  the  yard  might 
be  required,  and  that  would  not  be  an 
alteration  but  an  addition. 

•Mr.  GOSOHEN :  I  will  agree  to  add 
the  word  "  addition ; "  but  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  omit  the  word  M  alteration." 

Mr.  STOREY :  How  will  it  read  then 

The  CHAIRMAN : 

"  The  assessment  to  Inhabited  House  Duty 
of  any  house  originally  built  or  adapted  by 
addition  or  alteration  and  used  for  the  sole 
purpose." 

Mr.  STOREY-:  I  have  to  express  my 
obligation  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  i  originally 
built  or  adapted  by  addition  or  altera- 
tion and  used/  be  there  insertad,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10, 
line  20,  to  leave  out  from  "of"  to 
"authority,"  in  line  21  inclusive,  and  in- 
sert "other  medical  practitioner  ap 
pointed  as  hereinafter  provided." — (Mr. 
Jackson.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  STOREY:  No  notice  has  been 
given  of  this  Amendment,  and  I  should 
be  glad  to  know  what  is  meant  by  it. 


•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  It  is  to 
carry  out  more  fully  what  is  in  the  Bill 
itself. 

Mr.  STOREY  :  What  is  in  the  Bill? 

•Mr.  RITCHIE  :  This  Amendment  is 
for  the  purpose  of  explaining  more  fully 
what  will  be  the  duty  of  the  medical 
officer. 

Mr.  STOREY  :  May  we  hear  how  the 
clause  will  read,  if  amended  as  proposed  P 

•Mr.  RITCHIE :  It  is  considered  that 
the  words  of  the  clause  are  too  narrow 
and  do  not  sufficiently  explain  what  is 
intended.  We  merely  amplify  the  powers 
we  propose  to  insert  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.   STOREY:   I   doubt  very  much 

whether  there   is   any   necessity   to  go 

beyond  the  recognised  Medical  Officer  of 

Health,  who  is  a  public  officer.    We  have 

had  some  experience  in  this  matter,  and 

we  know  it  is  never  very  well  to  have 
private  practitioners  giving  these  certifi- 
cates. Cannot  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
see  he  is  holding  out  a  premium  to  pri- 
vate practitioners  to  give  certificates  to 
their  clients  ?  I  think  certificates  should 
only  be  given  by  public  officials,  who 
are  directly  responsible  to  the  authorities. 

•Mr.  RITCHIE:    The  object  of    the 

Government  is   to    provide  that  there 

shall  be  no  delay.     It  is  quite  obvious 

that  iu  a  very  large  district  the  Medical 

Officer  of  Health  may  not  be  able  to 
cover  the  ground  as  quickly  ,  as  it  is 
desirable  he  should.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man objects  I  do  not  know  we  need  stick 
out  for  the  appointment  of  additional 
Medical  Officers.  I  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber desires  to  omit  the  words  "or  of 
some  other  medical  practitioner,"  <fec. 
We  agree  to  that. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  lines  20  and 
21,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  some  other 
medical  practitioner  appointed  by  him, 
with  the  consent  of  the  Sanitary  Au- 
thority."— (Mr.  Jackson?) 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause, 
put,  and  negatived. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line 
25,  to  leave  ont  from  "  fee  "  to  "  Board," 
in  line  27  inclusive,  and  insert  "  Medical 
Officer  of  Health  of  a  district  on  request 
by  the  person  who  would  be  liable  to  pay 
the  house  duty  were  not  discharged  as 
aforesaid,  shall  examine  the  house  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether 
such  a  certificate  can  properly  be  given, 
and  if  the  hous3  be  constructed  so  as  to 
afford  such  accommodation  and  due 
provision  be  made  as  aforesaid,  shall 
certify  the  same  accordingly  and  for 
such  examination  he  shall  be  entitled  to 
receive  from  the  person  so  requiring  him 
a  fee  of  five  shillings  together  with  an 
additional  fee  of  one  shilling  for  each 
dwelling  if  the  number  of  separate 
dwellings  in  the  house  exceeds  five, 
provided  that  the  total  fee  shall  not  in 
any  case  exceed  two  pounds.  The 
Medical  Officer  of  Health  may  with  the 
consent  of  the  authority  by  whom  he 
was  appointed,  nominate  some  medical 
practitioner  having  the  same  qualifi- 
cation as  that  required  for  the  office  of 
Medical  Officer  of  Health  to  make  such 
examination  and  give  such  certificates  in 
his  stead." — (Mr.  Ritchie.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  STOREY :  I  beg  to  move  to  omit 

from  the  proposed  Amendment  ail  the 

words     after     "  accordingly,"     for    the 

purpose  of   preventing  Medical   Officers 

charging  any  fees.     I    never    knew  a 

more  extraordinary  proposal  than   that 

which    is    made    by  the    Government. 

They  propose   to   remit    the    Inhabited 

House  Duty.  Take  a  case  to  see  how  it 
will  work.  If  a  house  be  rated  at  £20, 
under  the  new  scale  there  will  be  20 
times  3d.,  or  5s.,  to  pay.  Duty  amount- 
ing to  5s.  will  be  remitted,  but  5s.  will 
be  charged  for  the  certificate  upon  which 
it  is  remitted.  The  Government,  there- 
fore, take  off  the  tax  with  one 
hand  and  put  it  on  with  the  other. 
In  our  town  we  pay  our  Medical  Officer 
of  Health  £500  a  year.  Would  you  have 
a  man  in  that  position,  when  he  goes  to 
make  this  examination,  charge  the  oc- 
cupier a  fee  of  5s.  ?  In  my  view,  it  is 
improper  to  charge  a  fee  at  all;  and, 
therefore,   I  move  the  omission  of  the 


words  after  "  accordingly,"  so  that  it  will 
yet  remain  the  duty  of  the  Medical 
Officer  to  examine,  report,  and  certify, 
bnt  he  will  be  expected  to  include  this 
in  the  duties  for  which  his  salary  is 
paid. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  the  word  "  accordingly. M 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words, 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

•(11.30.)  Mb.  RITCHIE:  The  only 
reason  why  a  fee  should  be  paid  to  the 
Medical  Officer  is  that  at  present  this 
forms  no  part  whatever  of  the  Medical 
Officer's  duty.  If  you  impose  on  an 
officer  entirely  new  duties,  which  in  many 
cases  will  take  up  considerable  time,  it  is 
hardly  fair  to  do  so  without  offering  him 
a  fee,  and  a  very  moderate  fee  this  is  for 
the  service  performed.  I  hardly  think 
the  Committee  will  be  disposed  to  grudge 
such  a  %  fee  for  these  new  duties,  a  fee 
which  will  relieve  the  occupier  of  the 
house  at  once  from  the  payment  of  an 
annual  duty. 

(11.31.)  Mr.  STOREY:  For  a  £20 
house  the  duty  would  be  5s.,  and  the  oc- 
cupier gets  no  relief  if  you  charge  him  a 
os.  iee. 

*Mb.  RITCHIE :  He  pays  it  once  for 
all,  that  is  my  answer ;  and  for  that  pay- 
ment becomes  relieved  of  an  annual 
payment. 

Me.  STOREY  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man cannot  have  much  anxiety  to  estab- 
lish sanitary  conditions  in  houses  if  that 
is  his  view.  Though  a  house  may  not  be  fit 
one  year  it  does  not  follow  that  the  state 
of  things  will  continue.  Clearly  the  ex- 
amination must  be  annual,  if  at  all 
genuine. 

♦(11.32.)    Mr.    SYDNEY   BUXTON: 

There  is  another  point  to  consider.     Tbe 

proposal  is  that  a  fee  of  5s.  should  be  paid 
when  ever  a  certificate  is  granted ;  but  it 
must  be  remembered  the  examination  is 
the  same  whether  a  certificate  is  or  is  not 
granted.  If  the  fee  is  only  to  be  charged 
when  a  certificate  is  granted,  that  may 
act  as  an  inducement  to  grant  certifi- 
cates. I  think  the  fee,  if  charged, 
should  attach  to  the  examination,  not  to 
the  granting  of  the  certificate  of 
exemption. 
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(11.33.)  Mb.  HUNTER:  I  assume 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment   that    a    certificate    should    last 

more  than  one  year ;  but  I  would  draw 
attention  to  the  fact  that  there  is  nothing 
in  the  clause  to  that  effect.  The  assess- 
ment is  annual ;  but  there  is  nothing  in 
the  clause  to  justify  the  view  that  the 
Commissioners  would  accept  the  previous 
years'  certificate  as  an  exemption.  It 
will  be  necessary  to  introduce  some 
words  to  make  the  intention  clear. 

(11.34.)    Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  The 

right  hon.  Gentleman   says   the  reason 

for  this  fee  is  that  it  is  no  part  of  the 
duty  of  a  medical  officer  to  make  these 
inspections,  but  why  should  it  not  be  ? 
I  cannot  conceive  anything  more  essen- 
tially part  of  a  medical  officer's  duty 
than  the  investigation  of  the  sanitary 
condition  of  houses  in  his  district.  If 
the  salary  of  the  medical  officer  does  not 
admit  of  this  additional  duty,  then  let 
the  salary  be  raised.  I  quite  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friend  that  the  fee  attached 
to  the  granting  of  a  certificate 
might  be  considered  an  inducement 
to  a  medical  officer  to  grant  a  certificate 
in  doubtful  cases  where  otherwise  he 
might  not  grant  a  certificate.  Clearly 
these  examinations  fall  naturally  within 
the  duty  of  a  medical  officer  and  should 
be  covered  by  the  salary. 

•f  11.35.)     Mb.  RITCHIE:  I  hope  the 

Committee  has    noted  the   opinion  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  has  expressed  that 
medical  practitioners  might  be  induced 
for  the  sake  of  a  fee  of  5s.  to  grant 
certificates  when  they  ought  not  to  do 
so.  What  we  day  is  that  by  this 
Bill  we  are  imposing  a  new  duty 
on  Medical  Officers  of  Health, 
and  that,  therefore,  the  fee — which  is  a 
very  small  one — should  be  paid  them. 
Surely  it  is  not  too  much  to  ask  the 
person  who  secures  this  exemption  to 
pay  a  fee  when  he  receives  his  certi- 
ficate ?  I  do  not  believe  that  any  officer 
would  be  induced  by  this  consideration 
to  give  a  certificate  he  was  not  justified 
in  giving. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  Nobody  said  so. 
♦Mb.  RITCHIE  :  We  do  not  think  the 
fee  is  by  any  means  too  large  for  these 
new  duties  of  the  medical  officer. 

VOL.  CCCXLIV.      [third  series.] 


*(11.36.)  Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER: 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
pletely misapprehends  the  objection.  It 
is  not  the  amount  of  the  fee  that  is  in  ques- 
tion, and  my  right  hon.  Friend's  remarks 
were  not  open  to  the  construction  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  put  upon  them. 
But  certainly,  as  the  clause  stands,  the 
fee  is  only  given  when  a  certificate  of 
exemption  is  granted.  But  let  me  point 
out  this  as  affecting  not  only  medical 
officers,  but  legal  officers,  and  all  officers 
in  the  Public  Service,  that  we  hold  the 
doctrine  that  when  you  pay  a  man  a 
salary  you  are  paying  him  for  the  whole 
of  his  time. 

*Mb.  RITCHIE  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  entirely  mistaken.  Nine-tenths  of 
the  medical  officers  do  not  devote  their 
whole  time  to  the  service. 

*Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  I  understood 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Storey)  to  say  that 
at  Sunderland  the  Medical  Officer  of 
Health  is  paid  £500,  and  devotes  the 
whole  of  his  time  to  the  discharge  of  his 
duties. 

•Mb.  RITCHIE  :  I  have  no  knowledge 
of  what  salary  the  Medical  Officer  at 
Sunderland  gets ;  my  memory  does  not 
enable  me  to  say ;  but  I  do  know  that  in 
a  very  large  number  of  a  cases  a  Medical 
Officer  does  not  get  more  than  £50. 

*Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  Let  there  be  a 
distinction  made.  Surely  in  tlie  cases 
where,  for  the  whole  of  his  time,  an 
officer  received  a  salary  you  would 
not  have  him  exact  a  fee.  It  is  part  of 
the  duty  of  a  Medical  Officer  to  examine 
the  sanitary  condition  of  houses,  and  our 
contention  is  that,  instead  of  paying  by 
fees,  the  salaries  should  be  suffici  ent  to 
cover  duties  like  these. 

(11.40.)  Mb.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire, 
Northwich)  :  I  think  it  will  be  found 
that  the  places  where  Medical  Officers 
are  paid  for  the  whole  of  their  time  are 
the  places  where  99  per  cent,  of  these 
insanitary  tenements  will  be  found.  In 
regard  to  these  examinations,  I  certainly 
think  we  should  encourage  the  appoint- 
ment of  medical  officers  who  will  devote 
the  whole  of  their  time  to  the  service, 
and  discourage  the  system  of  paying  a 
man  a  small  salary  for  part  of  his  time. 
I  am  sure  in  the  latter  case  you  get  a 
bad  bargain. 
U 


547         Customs  and  Inland  {COMMONS} 


Revenue  Bill. 


548 


•(11.42.)  Sir  WALTER  FOSTER 
(Derby,  Ilkeston):  I  did  not  understand 
that  any  reflection  was  cast  upon  Officers 
of  Health  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
I  thought  his  remarks  went  to  strengthen 
the  opinion  of  those  who  hold  that  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  would  be 
•dangerous  in  the  interest  of  public 
health.  It  is  necessary  that  these 
examinations  should  be  made  by  an 
expert,  and  it  is  desirable  that  an  occu- 
pier should  not  be  deterred  by  the  fee 
charged.  In  large  centres  of  population 
*  the  Medical  Officer  is  usually  paid  a  good 
salary  for  the  whole  of  his  time  ;  but 
Rural  Sanitary  Authorities  often  pay  very 
low  sums  indeed  for  the  services  of  their 
Medical  Officer.  It  is,  nevertheless,  desir- 
able that  medical  officers  should  discharge 
this  duty  of  inspection  both  in  rural  dis- 
tricts and  in  boroughs ;  and  it  must  lead 
to  Rural  Sanitary  Authorities  increasing 
the  salaries  paid  to  their  medical  officers. 
But  the  money  will  be  repaid  by  the  im- 
provement in  the  health  of  the  popula- 
tion. 

(11.45.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT:  In  dis- 
tricts where  such  tenements  exist 
the  Medical  Officer  of  Health  should 
be  required  to  place  the  whole  of  his 
time  at  the  disposal  of  the  authori- 
ties, and  be  paid  a  sufficient  salary 
without  charging  fees.  The  contention 
which  often  exists  between  the  medical 
officers  and  the  persons  whose  houses  are 
inspected  will  be  much  aggravated  if  the 
officers  are  allowed  to  collect  fees.  The 
Medical  Officer  should  have  an  indepen- 
dent position  and  have  a  fixed  salary. 
The  clause,  doubtless,  was  introduced 
with  good  intentions,  but  with  imperfect 
acquaintance  with  the  condition  of 
things. 

•(11.46.)  Mb.  RITCHIE:  I  am  per- 
fectly prepared  to  admit  that  there  is  a 
distinction  between  Medical  Officers  who 
devote  the  whole  of  their  time  and  those 
who  c[evote  only  a  portion  of  their  time 
to  this  work.  If  the  House  will  allow 
the  words  to  be  inserted  I  will  under- 
take to  introduce  on  the  Report  stage 
some  words  with  reference  to  Medical 
Officers  who  give  up  the  whole  of  their 
time  to  the  performance  of  those  duties. 

Mr.  STOREY:  And  the  amount  of 
the  fee  ? 


•Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  give  no  undertaking 
as  to  that. 

Mr.  STOREY  :  I  will  not  press  the 
matter  further  now.  Let  matters  stand 
as  they  are  until  Report  stage.  We 
must  not  be  considered  open  to  the 
charge  of  obstruction  if  we  then  raise 
the  question  of  payment  of  fees,  the 
amount  of  the  fees,  and  the  question  of 
payment  whether  a  certificate  is  granted 
or  not. 

(11.50.)  Mr."  J.  G.  FITZGERALD 
(Longford,  S.)  :  I  regret  the  Government 
should  have  given  way  in  this  matter. 
New  duties  are  imposed  upon  profes- 
sional men,  and  yet  you  object  to  an 
extra  fee  for  extra  work,  such  a  small 
fee  that  no  other  professional  man  would 
accept  it  I  certainly  shall  resist  any 
proposal  to  impose  new  duties  upon  a 
body  of  men  beyond  their  conditions  of 
service  without  extra  payment. 

Amendment  to  Amendment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Question  again  proposed. 

•(11.51.)  Mr.  MORTON:  I  object 
altogether  to  the  payment  of  Medical 
Officers  by  fees  ;  it  is  a  bad  system, 
and  in  all  intelligent  communities 
it  has  been  abolished.  [Interrup- 
tions.] I  do  not  know  why  I  should 
be  interrupted  in  this  way  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  have  returned  to  the  House 
after  passing  the  evening  elsewhere. 
[Interruptions.]  I  have  found,  from 
experience,  that  if  you  give  increased 
duties  to  a  Medical  Officer  you  are  sure 
to  have  an  application  for  increased  pay. 
[Interruptions.]  If  these  officers  have  a 
fair  claim  for  increased  payment,  let  it  be 
granted,  but  not  by  way  of  fees. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill. 
Clauses   27   to  31   agreed  to  without 
amendment. 

Clause  32. 

(11.55.)  Amendment  proposed,  in 
line  37,  to  leave  out  tho  words  "must  not 
sell  methylated  spirits  in  a  less  quantity 
than  a  reputed  quart  and." — {Mr.  Jack- 
son.) 

•Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Haggers- 
ton)  :    Will  not  the  last  two  lines  of  the 
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clause  also  have  to  be  omitted?  It 
appears  to  me  if  these  are  retained,  not- 
withstanding the  concession  made,  the 
clause  will  be  incongruous. 

•Me.  BIGWOOD  (Middlesex,  Brent- 
ford) :  May  I  ask  what  is  the  specific 
object  of  this  'Amendment  2  Is  it  with 
the  object  of  doing  away  with  the  drink- 
ing of  this  class  of  spirit  ?  Might  not 
some  arrangement  be  made  by  which 
double  the  amount  of  methyl  in  methyl- 
ated spirit  might  be  sold  under  the  10s. 
licence  as  compared  with  the  indulgence 
licence  ? 

•Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON :  If  the  earlier 
portion  of  the  sub-section  is  omitted  why 
retain  the  subsequent  part  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  There  are  very  good 
reasons.  It  is  necessary  to  have  such  a 
provision,  and  that  Revenue  officers 
should  have  such  powers  of  investigation 
go  that  other  spirits  may  not  be  sold. 

•Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON :  Are  there  not 
many  chemists  who  hold  licences  to  sell 
spirits,  and  will  they  not  come  under  this 
restriction,  so  that  a  chemist  who  does 
not  hold  a  licence  to  sell  spirits  will  be 
able  to  sell  methylated  spirits  in  smaller 
quantities  than  the  chemist  who  does 
hold  a  licence  1 

•Mb.  BIGWOOD:  It  is  an  important 

question  I  raised  just  now.     The  amount 

of  spirits  purchased  in  London  in  very 
small  quantities  exceeds  the  knowledge 
of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 

•Mb.  CREMER :  I  would  suggest  that 
we  omit  the  clause  altogether.  I  have 
tried  to  understand  it  and  cannot,  but  I 
think  it  will  inflict  considerable  incon- 
venience and  hardship  upon  a  numerous 
class  of  furniture  makers  and  workmen, 
such  as  French  polishers,  who  largely 
use  methylated  spirits. 

(12.0)    Mb.  JACKSON  :  It  has  be^n 

pointed  out  to  me  that  some  alteration  of 

the  words  may  be  necessary,  and  I  will 
undertake  between  this  and  the  Report 
stage  to  consider  the  matter. 

•Mb.  CREMER:  Does  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man consent  to  withdraw  or  postpone 
the  clause  ?  If  not,  I  shall  move  its 
rejection. 


(12.1.)  Mb.  JACKSON:  No;  my 
suggestion  is  that  the  Amendment  should 
be  withdrawn,  that  the  clause  should  be 
passed  over  as  it  stands,  and  I  will  con- 
sider the  matter  before  Report. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(12.2.)  Question,  "That  Clause  32 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Committee  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again  on  Thursday 
next." 

•(12.6.)     Mb.  CHILDERS  :    I  should 

like     to    ask    the    Chancellor    of    the 

Exchequer  what  course   he   intends  to 

take    in    the    matter  of   the   postponed 

clauses  ?    Two  years  ago,  in  1888,  when 

for  the  first  time  certain  revenues  were 

appropriated  for  local  purposes,  Resolu- 
tions for  addit:onal  taxation  in  the  nature 
of  Excise  Duties  were  taken  in  the  ordi- 
nary way,  and,  after  being  taken,  were 
not  included  in  the  Budget  Bill,  but  were 
put  into  another  Bill.  Will  the  Govern- 
ment now  adopt  that  course,  and  dis- 
charge the  postponed  clauses  from  the 
present  Bill,  and  incorporate  them  in  a 
new  Bill,  following  the  precedent  of 
1888?  In*  that  year  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said — 

"  I  ought  to  add  that  I  propose  to  introduce 
the  Horse  Tax  and  the  Wheel  Tax  in  a  separate 
Bill,  as  they  do  not  affect  the  Imperial  Budget 
at  all" 

Now,  these  postponed  clauses  do  not  affect 
the  Imperial  Budget  of  this  yoar;  and, 
therefore,  the  same  reason  that  induced  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  1888  to 
put  those  two  taxes  into  a  separate  Bill 
is  in  full  force  at  the  present  time.  I, 
therefore,  would  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  will  nofc  follow 
that  course  ? 

*(12.9.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  re- 
sult of  not  putting  the  Horse  Tax 
and  the  Wheel  Tax  in  the  Budget 
Bill  in  1888  was  that  those  taxes 
were  not  carried  at  all.  I  think  that 
that  is  not  a  very  encouraging  precedent 
to  quote,  as  we  desire  to  see  these  taxes 
carried/  To  follow  the  course  suggested 
by  the    right    hon.    Gentleman    would 
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necessitate  the  introduction  of  a  fresh 
Resolution,  a  First  and  Second  Beading, 
and  Committee;  and,  wishing  to  do 
business  as  shortly  as  possible,  we  think 
the  course  we  are  pursuing  is  the  best. 

(12.11.)    Sib    W.    HAROOURT  :    I 

agree  that  the  precedent  quoted  by  my 

right  hon.   Friend  is  not  encouraging. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  appealed 

to  us  on  this  side  of    the    House    not 

to  delay  the  Budget  Bill,  and  I  would 

suggest  to  him  that  if  the  Government 
take  the  course  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  suggests  they  may  pass  their 
Budget  BiJl  to-morrow.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  these  matters  of  compensation, 
which  are  hotly  contested,  are  intro- 
duced, the  Government  cannot  complain 
if  the  wheels  drag  heavily.  Now,  I  have 
pointed  out  a  course  which  will  enable 
the  Government  to  get  the  Budget  Bill 
through  without  delay.  It  is  impossible, 
if  they  keep  the  postponed  clauses  in  the 
Bill,  to  avoid  delay,  because  the  proposals 
are  regarded  with  great  anxiety  in  the 
country,  and  must  necessarily  lead  to 
^prolonged  discussions. 

•(12.15.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The 
Government,  of  course,  desire  to  get  the 
Budget  Bill  passed  without  delay.  I 
must  refer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  course  taken  this  afternoon  in  defer- 
ence to  the  wishes  of  hon.  Members 
opposite.  There  was  an  understanding 
come  to  that  after  full  and  ample  Debate 
on  the  proposals  embodied  in  these 
clauses  they  should  be  incorporated  in 
the  Bill,  and  further  progress  should  not 
be  delayed  by  obstruction. 

.Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday  next. 

ELECTIONS  (SCOTLAND)  (CORRUPT 
AND  ILLEGAL  PRACTICES)  BILL.— 
(No.  243.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted to  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Law,  Ac. 
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METROPOLIS       MANAGEMENT       AND 
BUILDING  ACTS  (AMENDMENT)  BILL* 

—(No.  132.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Select  Committee  consisting 
of  Seven  Members,  Four  to  be  nominated 
by  the  House,  and  Three  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection. 

Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  presented  against 
the  Bill  three  clear  days  before  the  meeting  of 
the  Committee  be  referred  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill,  and  that  suoh  of  the  Peti- 
tioners as  pray  to  be  heard  by  themselves, 
their  Counsel,  Agents,  or  Witnesses,  be  heard 
upon  their  Petitions  if  they  think  fit,  and 
Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the  Bill  against  the 
said  Petitions  if  desired. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  hare  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum. — (6Vr 
John  Lubbock.)  • 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  ACTS  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  167.) 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  next. 

DEEDS    OF    ARRANGEMENT   BILL. 

(No.  163.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee;  Com- 
mittee report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon 
Monday  next. 

COLONIAL  COURTS  OF  ADMIRALTY 
BILL  [LORDS]. 

Bill  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Thursday  next,  and  to 
be  printed  [Bill  260.] 

M  OTION. 


SUCK   RIVER   DRAINAGE    (PROVISION 
OF  FUNDS)  BILL.— (No.;236.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
Mr.  Goschen 


TENANTS     COMPENSATION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Cotton,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  with  respect  to  Compensation  due  to 
tenants  on  Land  under  Mortgage,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Colonel  Cotton,  Mr.  Gray,  Mr. 
Brunner,  and  Mr.  Tollemaohe. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  259.] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five 
minutes  before  One  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  9th  May,  1890. 


SOCIALISTIC  LEGISLATION. 
•The  Earl  of  WEMYSS :  My  Lords, 
I  regret  very  much  to  have  to  postpone 
the  Motion  which  stands  on  the  Paper 
in  my  name.  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
inconvenient  to  any  noble  Lord  who  is 
anxious  to  take  part  in  this  discussion  ; 
but  as  I  am  very  anxious  that  th9  Prime 
Minister  should  be  present  to  state  the 
views  of  the  Government  upon  this 
very  important  subject,  a  subject  which 
is  daily  becoming  of  greater  importance, 
and  as  the  Prime  Minister  is  unavoidably 
detained  at  presant  elsewhere,  I  feel  that 
I  have  no  other  course — though  I  adopt 
it  with  great  reluctance — than  to  ask 
leave  to  postpone  this  notice  to  the  only 
free  day  on  the  Notica  Paper — that  is, 
next  Monday  week.  I  am  very  sorry  to 
be  compelled  to  do  this. 

JOURNAL   COMMITTEE. 

Report  from,  that  the  one  hundred 
and  twenty-first  volume  of  the  Journals 
(52nd  and  53  Vict.,  1889),  with  an  Index, 
was  ready  for  delivery;  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table ;  and  the  said  volume 
ordered  to  be  delivered  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  preceding  volumes  of  the 
Journals  have  been  delivered. 

BILLS  OF  SALE  BILL.- (No.  51.> 
Bead    3*  (according    to    order),    and 
pasijd,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Hotisa  adjourned  at  twenty -five  minutes 

before  Five  o'clock,  to  Mondny 

next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  9th  May,  1890. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 
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WALLASEY    LOCAL  BOARD    BILL 
{By  Order.) 

Order  for  consideration  of  Bill,  as 
amended,  read. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Balfast,  W.) :  May  I 
ask,  Sir,  why  I  was  not  called  upon  to 
move  the  Amendment  which  stands  in 
my  name  upon  the  Paper  1 

•Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  was  told  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  intend  to  move  it, 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Although  I  did  not 
intend  to  move  it  I  desired  to  make  a 
statement. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Under  those  circum- 
stances, the  hon.  Gentleman  is  entitled  to 
make  a  statement  now. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  am  much  obliged  to 
you,  Sir,  for  affording  me  the  oppor- 
tunity. The  object  which  I  sought  in  giving 
notice  of  the  Amendment  was  the  protec- 
tion of  certain  owners  and  occupiers  who 
believe  they  have  the  right  of  enclosure 
and  of  user  in  regard  to  certain  portions 
of  the  foreshore  ;  but  their  wishes  have, 
to  a  certain  extent,  been  met  by  the 
Amendments  which  have  been  introduced 
into  the  Bill  at  the  instance  of  the 
promoters.  My  intention  was  to  move 
that— 

"Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  restrict  or  in- 
terfere with  the  rights  of  su  owner  and  occupier 
of  unfenced  ground  adjoining  or  abutting  upon 
the  foreshore  from  using  the  same  for  the 
purpose  of  his  trade  or  business  in  connection 
with  his  premises  now  existing.'' 

I  understand  from  the  prom  >tjrs  that 
any  action  taken  to-day  will  not  prejudice 
the  rights  of  the  owners  ani  occupiers 
in  the  future. 

Colonel  SANDYS  (Lancashire,  S.W., 
Bootle)  :  I  miy  say  on  behalf  of  the 
promoters  that  the  statement  which  has 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  is 
correct. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered  ;  a  clause 
added ;  Amendments  mi  da  ;  Bill  to  be 
read  a  third  time. 
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IRELAND— EXTRA  POLICE  IN  CLARE. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HBALY  (Longford,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  it  true 
that  the  Government  have  caused  the 
County  Clare  to  be  assessed  for  half  cost 
of  extra  police  in  the  last  eight  years, 
as.  follows:— 1881,  £169  13s.;  1882, 
£2,973  7s.  Id.;  1883,  £6,608  3s.  8d.; 
1884, £6,896  2s.  3d.;  1885,  £6,153  Is.  8d.; 
1886,  £3,807  Is.  4d.;  1887,  £4,164  7s.  5d.; 
1888,  £5,735  9s.  Id.;  1889,  £6,915  5s.  7d.; 
total,  £43,422  lis.  Id. ;  can  he  explain 
that  since  1886,  when  Colonel  Turner 
was  sent  there,  the  cost  has  nearly 
doubled  ;  and  will  anything  be  done  to 
relieve  the  people  of  this  heavy  impost  1 

•  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  The  amounts  presented  at  Assizes  in 

each  of  the  years  mentioned  in  respect 
of  extra  constabulary  for  the  County 
Clare  are  as  stated  in  the  question.  The 
increased  charge  referred  to  was  owing 
to  the  appointment  of  an  additional 
extra  force,  whose  presence  was  rendered 
necessary  for  the  purposes  of  affording 
increased  personal  protection  and  patrol- 
ling. A  reduction  in  the  number  was  a 
short  time  ago  made,  which  I  under- 
stand reduces  the  annual  charge  to 
about  £5,600,  as  compared  with  about 
£6,900  last  year.  It  was  found  that  the 
improvement  in  the  stata  of  the  county 
admitted  of  this  reduction  of  the  extra 
force,  and,  when  a  further  improvement 
takes  place,  further  reductions  can  be 
made. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  If,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  stated,  the  condition 
of  the  county  is  improving,  why  should 
these  extra  police  be  necessary  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No  doubt  there 
has  been  an  improvement,  but  I  am 
afraid  that  it  is  due  to  the  employment 
of  these  extra  police.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  see,  however,  that  there  has 
been  a  reduction  of  £1,300  in  the  cost 
of  the  force  this  year. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  move  that  the  Licensing 
Tax  be  devoted  to  the  reduction  of  the 
contribution  of  the  county  to  the  main- 
tenance of  extra  police. 
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Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
state  when  a  Return  will  be  given  of  the 
judicial  rents  fixed  in  Ireland  since  1st 
December  last ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
for  the  three  months  ending  on  30th 
November  last,  only  502  judicial  rents 
were  fixed  by  the  Land  Commission  in 
respect  of  present  tenancies  in  Ulster; 
and  whether,  considering  that  there  are 
upwards  of  9,000  fair  rent  applications 
served  and  still  undisposed  of  from 
Ulster,  and  that  it  would  at  this  rate 
take  upwards  of  four  years  to  hear  the 
applications  already  made,  he  will 
either  make  some  provision  to  protect 
applicants  from  the  enforcement  of  the 
old  rents  pending  the  fixing  of  the  fair 
rents,  or  appoint  such  a  number  of 
additional  Sub-Commissioners  as  will 
dispose  of  the  arrears  in  reasonable 
time? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Return 
of  judicial  rents  fixed  in  Ireland  during 
December  was  laid  upon  the  Table  on 
the  2nd  inst.,  and  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners report  that  the  Return  for 
January  will  be  presented  in  a  few  days. 
They  state  that  the  number  of  rents 
fixed  in  Ulster  in  the  three  months 
ending  November  30  was  629,  not  502, 
as  mentioned  in  the  question  ;  but  they 
point  out  that  these  figures  do  not 
afford  a  true  test  by  taking  them  as  for 
three  months,  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners having  been  on  vacation 
throughout  September  and  up  to 
October  8.  The  total  number  of  fair 
rents  fixed  in  Ulster  during  the  four 
months  to  March  31  was  2,509.  Every 
effort  is  being  made  to  facilitate  the 
hearing  of  applications. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN :  How  many  of  the 
applications  have  been  decided  ? 

LIGHT  RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether, 
before  the  light  railway  line  sanctioned 
by  Mr.  Price  on  the  recommendation  of 
Mr.  Barton,  and  the  line  of  Mr.  Barton 
sanctioned  by  Mr.  Price  are  approved  by 
the  Treasury,  he  will  give  his  personal 
supervision  to  the  proposed  advances  of 
public  money  involved  in  these  schemes  1 
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The  CHANCELLOR  of  ihe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  think  that  I  shall 

satisfy  the  hon.  Member  by  saying  that  the 
necessary  indispensable  supervision  of 
this  question  will  rest  mainly  in  the 
hands  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  than  whom  there  is  no 
man  more  competent  to  deal  with  it.  If, 
however,  the  hon.  Member  has  any  in- 
formation which  ought  to  be  in  the 
possession  of  the  Treasury  regarding  this 
subject,  I  shall  be  glad  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  communicate  with  us  either 
personally  or  in  writing. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  whole  point 
is  in  a  nutshell,  namely,  that  one  gentle- 
man was  appointed  to  supervise  one  line 
at  the  recommendation  of  one  Govern- 
ment Inspector,  and  that  the  second 
gentleman  was  appointed  to  supervise 
another  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
other  Government  Inspector — that  the 
two,  in  point  of  fact,  recommended  each 
other.  Is  it  the  fact  that  in  one  of  the 
cases  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of 
Gal  way  were  bullied  into  accepting  the 
line  ?  Surely  this  is  a  serious  matter,  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  be  able  to 
give  an  explanation. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  The 
statement  of  the  case  made  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  hardly  a  fair 
one.  No  single  member  of  a  Court  of 
five  could  decide  the  case  any  more 
than  another  member.  I  have  pre- 
viously stated  that  the  utmost  care  was 
taken  in  arriving  at  a  proper  decision. 
The  hon.  Member  is  probably  aware  that 
in-  the  case  of  Gal  way  the  scheme  adopted 
was  one  which  had  bsen  previously 
adopted  by  the  Grand  Jury. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  mistaken.  It  was  the  scheme  of 
Mr.  Whitby,  an  English  gentleman, 
which  was  adopted. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  The  scheme  .folio  wed 
practically  the  same  route. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  No. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  shall  be  glad  to 
give  the  hon.  Member  any  information 
in  the  possession  of  the  Treasury  in  order 
to  convince  him  that  at  all  events,  as  far 
as  the  Government  are  concerned,  they 
have  only  had  one  object  in  view, 
namely,  to  secure  the  best  scheme. 


Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  refer  to  Sir  R.  C.  Cusack,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Midland  and  Great 
Western  Railway,  and  ask  him  whether 
the  line  approved  by  the  Grand  Jury 
was  Mr.  Whitby's  line  or  the  Govern- 
ment's line  1 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  have  no  objection 
to  refer  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Midland 
and  Great  Western  Railway ;  but  I  under- 
stand that  the  arrangement  was  refused 
unless  the  ordinary  principle  adopted  in 
the  construction  of  railways  was  re- 
cognised. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  shall  be  per- 
fectly satisfied  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  refer  to  Sir  R.  Cusack. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  :  Was 
the  threat  made,  that  unless  Mr.  Price's 
line  was  adopted  there  would  be  no  line 
at  all ;  and  is  it  not  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Price  is  the  engineer  of  two  or  thrse 
works  which  are  regarded  as  disgraceful 
swindles  ?  • 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  am  not  aware  of 
that  fact. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  At  the  out- 
set did  not  the  Grand  Jury  refuse  to  make 
the  line  unless  it  was  to  be  made  on  the 
old  Irish  railway  gauge  of  5  ft.  3  in.  P 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  No,  Sir ;  there  was 
no  refusal,  because  it  was  never  pro- 
posed. 

IRISH  JURORS. 

Mb.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  a  man  of  the  name  of  Hegan, 
who  is  a  well-known  emergency  man, 
and  whose  incomo  is  increased  by  the 
number  of  convictions,  served  on  the 
jury  at  the  last  Londonderry  Assizes; 
and  whether,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  is  qualified  to  be  on  the  list  of 
jurors  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  had  no 
intimation  either  one  way  or  the  other 
on  the  subject  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question. 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
jury  in  the  first  instance  disagreed,  and 
that  it  was  then  that  Hegan,  who  is  in 
the  pay  of  the  Government,  was  put  upon 
the  jury,  after  the  counsel  for  the  pri- 
soners had  exhausted  all  their  challenges  1 

Mb.    A.    J.    BALFOUR:    I    cannot 
answer  that  question  off-hand. 
X  2 
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POOR  REMOVAL-CASE  OF  JAMES 

FLOOD. 

Me.  O'HANLON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  removal  of  James  Flood 
from  the  Union,  Paisley,  Scotland,  to  the 
Cootehill  Union ;  whether  the  said  James 
Flood  served  for  many  years  in  the  Army, 
and  was  for  a  long  time  on  the  Staff  of 
the  4th  Argyle  and  Sutherland  High- 
landers, and  had  a  pension  of  17s.  6d.  a 
week;  whether  his  removal  is  legal; 
whether  it  is  fair  to  the  man  Flood  or  to 
the  Union  that,  after  the  best  of  his  days 
in  the  Army,  he  should,  at  a  time  when 
his  health  failed  him,  receive  such  ill- 
treatment  at  the  hands  of  the  law ;  and 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  present 
state  of  the  law  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  last  part  of  the 
question  is  irregular,  and  cannot  be  put. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  facts 
stated  in  the  S3cond  paragraph  of  the 
question  appear  to  be  correct.  The  re- 
moval appears  to  have  been  legal.-  As  to 
the  rest  of  the  question,  I  will  refer  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  a  reply  which  I  gave 
on  the  22nd  March,  1889. 

BOYCOl  TING— CASE  OF  MR.  JAMES 

DALY. 

Mb.  O'HANLON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  has  seen  the 
following  paragraph  in  the  Ulster  Weekly 
iVews,  of  the  12th  April,  1890  :— 

"  James  Daly  and  his  fellow  prisoners,  who 
were  convicted  at  the  last  Derry  Assizes  for 
boycotting  the  engines  and  waggons  of  the 
Great  Northern  Kailwav,  Ireland,  were  trans- 
ferred  on  Tuesday  from  Derry  to  Belfast,  in 
charge  of  three  policemen.  They  were  clad  in 
prison  garb,  and,  on  their  arrival  at  Belfast, 
were  handcuffed  two  and  two,  like  common 
felons,  and  taken  away  on  cars;  and.  to  an 
ordinary  observer,  it  seemed  that  their  clothing 
(they  had  no  overcoats)  was  haidly  sufficient  for 
the  biting  winds  of  the  day  ;*' 

whether  the  above  is  a  true  statement  of 
the  removal  of  the  prisoners ;  and  will  he 
see  that  in  future  prisoners  will  receive 
better  treatment  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  A  great  part  of 
this  question  has  been  answered  before. 
In  regard  to  the  new  pirt  of  it,  I  have 
made  inquiry,  but  have  not  yet  received 
a  reply. 
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THE  CRIMES  ACT. 
Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  has  seen  the  reports 
in  the  newspapers  of  the  trial  of  Messrs. 
Kennedy,  P.L.G.,  Doyle,  Milligan,  Kavan- 
agh,  and  Mordaunt,  at  Gorey,  on  Monday 
5th  instant,  under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act ;  what  was  the 
nature  of  the  evidence  on  which  these  men 
were  sentenced  to  three  months'  imprison- 
ment each  with  hard  labour;  whether 
it  is  true  that  two  of  the  defendants, 
Messrs.  Mordaunt  and  Kavanagh,  were 
sentenced  at  the  same  Court  on  the  same 
day  to  six  months'  imprisonment  each 
with  hard  labour,  in  addition  to  the 
three  months  already  inflicted ;  and 
whether  it  is  true,  as  stated,  that  counsel 
for  the  defendants  applied  to  the  two 
Resident  Magistrates  to  have  a  case  stated, 
on  the  grounds  that  there  was  no  evidence 
to  go  before  a  jury  ;  and,  if  so,  why  was 
the  application  refused  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  informed 
that  sentences  were  inflicted,  as  stated 
in  the  second  and  third  paragraphs  of 
the  question.  The  Magistrates  refused 
to  state  a  case  on  the  ground  that  the 
application  was  frivolous,  as  they  were 
satisfied  there  was  very  strong  evidence 
to  go  before  a  jury.  I  am  unable  to  make 
any  statement  bearing  on  the  nature  of 
the  evidence,  two  of  the  defendants 
having  appealed. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  communicate  with  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  in  order  to  have  a 
case  stated  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  see 
that  there  is  any  necessity  in  this  case. 

POLICE    WATCHING. 

Mr.  FLYNN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  complaints  have  reached 
him  that  at  the  last  Fermov  fair,  on  Mon- 
day,  the  5th  instant,  a  number  of  cattle 
dealers  and  farmers  were  persistently 
followed  by  policemen  all  over  the  fair  ; 
if  so,  what  is  the  object  of  this  constant 
watching ;  and,  in  view  of  the  complaints 
made  by  the  parties  that  they  cannot 
buy  or  sell  their  cattle  on  account  of 
being  so  followed,  whether  suitable  in- 
structions will  be  given  to  the  constabu- 
lary to  desist  from  the  practice  com- 
plained of  ? 
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Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Con- 
stabulary Authorities  report  that  no 
persons  were  watched  by  the  police  at 

the  fair  mentioned  except  those  whom 
they  had  reason  to  know  were  endea- 
vouring to  boycott  the  sale  of  cattle  be- 
longing to  so-called  obnoxious  persons. 
No  cattle  dealer  was  followed. 

Mr.    FLYNN:    In  reference   to   the 

second  paragraph  of  the  question,   will 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ascertain 
whether  it  is  not  possible  to  issue  in- 
structions to  the  constabulary  to  desist 
from  the  practice  complained  of  in  the 
case  of  persons  engaged  in  the  pursuit 
of  their  own  legitimate  business  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  these  per- 
sons have  been  engaged  in  illegal  trans- 
actions they  must  expect  that  disagree- 
able consequences  may  follow. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that,  on  the  7th  instant,  in  the  town 
of  Tipperary,  Mr.  Robert  Paul  Gill,  civil 
engineer  and  architect,  of  New  Tipperary, 
was  accompanied  by  two  policemen 
named  Maddock  and  Gurry,  who  walked 
alongside  of,  and  keeping  step  with  him  ; 
whether  Mr.  Gill  asked  the  policemen 
had  they  any  business  with  him,  and 
again  would  they  persist  in  accompany- 
ing him  in  the  same  manner ;  whether 
Gurry  said  to  Maddock,  "Answer  no 
more  questions,  we  will  do  what  we  like," 
and  continued  to  accompany  Mr.  Gill; 
and  whether  this  procedure  of  the  police- 
men is  according  to  any  special  instruc- 
tions to  the  police  of  Tipperary  ?  I  wish 
to  supplement  the  question  by  another — 
whether  a  Roman  Catholic  priest  in 
Tipperary  has  not  also  been  followed  in 
this  way ;  and  whether,  when  he  goes  to 
fulfil  his  sacred  function,  he  is  not  accom- 
panied by  the  police,  who  walk  by  his 
side  in  the  street,  no  matter  where  he  is 
going,  or  for  what  purpose  ?  Does  such 
conduct  receive  the  approval  of  the 
Government,  and  is  it  by  their  instruc- 
tions 1  If  he  is  unable  to  answer  the 
question  will  he  take  a  note  of  the  par- 
ticulars, make  inquiries,  and  give  a 
satisfactory  answer  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  Mr.  Gill  is  not  under  police  super- 
vision, but  that  he  was  accompanying  Mr. 
^Cullinane,  who  is. 


Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  Mr.  Gill  is  an 
architect  who  is  now  engaged  in  superin- 
tending important  building  operations  in 
New  Tipperary ;  and  is  it  fair  that  a 
professional  gentleman  should  be  so 
interfered  with  in  the  transaction  of  his 
ordinary  business  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  fact  stated  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 

HANDCUFFING  PRISONERS. 

Mb.  FLYNN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  will  he  explain  why  Messrs. 
Mulligan,  Kavanagh,  Mordaunt,  and 
Grannel,  who  were  sentenced  by  a 
Special  Court,  under  the  Criminal  Law 
and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  at  Goray 
on  Monday  last,  were  handcuffed  in 
pairs,  and  conveyed,  under  a  heavy 
escort  to  Wexford  Gaol  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  report  that  the  course 
referred  to  was  rendered  necessary  to 
sjcure  the  safe  custody  of  the  prisoners, 
a  large  number  of  persons  having 
assembled  and  surrounded  the  escort  in 
charge  of  the  prisoners.  The  police 
are  responsible  for  the  custody  of 
prisoners,  and  it  might  be  that  they 
anticipated  a  rescue. 

Mb.  CLANCY:  Has  there  been  a 
single  attempt  at  rescue  for  the  last  five 
or  six  years  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  that  is  the 
case,  I  suppose  it  is  because  the  pre- 
cautions taken  have  been  adequate. 

CASE  OF  MARY  CULLINANE. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  it  is  true,  as  reported  in  the 
local  papers,  that  a  young  woman 
named  Mary  Cullinane  was  sentenced  by 
Colonel  Evansori,  R.M.,  on  Monday  last, 
at  Clonmel,  to  six  months'  imprison- 
ment for  the  alleged  boycotting  of  two 
men  named  Duggan ;  and,  if  so,  what 
explanation  can  be  given  for  the  inflic- 
tion of  such 'a  heavy  sentence  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  informed 
that  the  facts  are  not  accurately  repre- 
sented in  the  question.  The  defendant 
was  charged  with  persistently  following 
and  preventing  a  man  who  occupied  a 
farm  from  which  this  woman  and  her 
brother  had  been  evicted  from  pursuing 


563 


llie  Funeral  of 


{COMMONS} 


Mr.  Harria,  At.  P. 


564 


his  lawful  callings.  Her  conduct  was 
such  as  to  lead  to  a  breach  of  the  peace. 
The  Magistrata  ordered  the  defendant  to 
find  bail.  This  she  refused  to  do,  elect- 
ing to  go  to  prison  in  default. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Mr. 
Flynn, 

Mr  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said :  This  was 
the  third  time  this  woman  was  brought  up 
for  the  same  offence.  If  she  had  found 
security  she  would  have  been  liberated. 

IRISH  MUNICIPAL  VOTERS. 

Mr.  WEBB:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  any  Return  has  been 
presented  to  Parliament  giving  the 
municipal  population  and  number  of 
municipal  voters  in  Ireland ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  there  would  be  any  objection  to 
furnishing  such  Return  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  there  is 
a  Return  of  1885,  giving  this  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  England,  Scotland, 
and  Wales,  and  a  Return  of  1886,  giving 
it  with  regard  to  England.  There  would 
be  no  objection  to  continuing  these 
Returns,  if  the  hon.  Member  wishes  it. 

THE  FUNERAL  OP  MR.  HARRIS,  M.P 
Mr.  SEXTON  :  I. beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  can  now  make  his 
promised  statement  as  to  the  conduct  of 
the  police  at  Ballinasloe  on  the  occasion 
of  the  funeral  of  Mr.  Harris,  M.P.  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Consta- 
bulary Authorities  report  that  the  police 
waited  on  the  leaders  of  the  committee 
organised  to  carry  out  the  public  funeral 
Ol  Mr.  Harris,  and  mentioned  that  if  a 
funeral  oration  were  delivered  a  Govern- 
ment shorthand  writer  would  be  present, 
and  requested  to  know  whether  any 
objection  would  be  raised.  The  police 
were  informed  at  once  that  there  would 
not  be  the  slightest  objection,  and  that, 
on  the  contrary,  every  facility  would  be 
given  to  the  police.  The  police,  accom- 
panied by  a  shorthand  writer  in  plain 
clothes,  simply  walked  into  the  graveyard 
with  the  rest  of  the  concourse  of  about 
2,000  people,  and  paid  as  much  respect 
to  the  dead  as  any  one  present. 

Mr.   SEXTON:   As  there  is  a  direct 
conflict  of  testimony  on  the  subject,  will 
the  Chief  Secretary  give  any  facilities  for 
Mr.  A.  J.  Baljrmr 


inquiring  into  the  truth  of  the  allegations 
against  the  police  1 

Mb.  A.  J.  3ALF0UR  :  Well,  really,  I 
do  not  know  what  further  inquiry  can 
be  made  unless  by  a  Special  Commission. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  had  enough  of  Special 
Commissions  for  the  present.  Did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  approve  of  the 
intrusion  of  the  police  on  the  relatives  of 
the  deceased ;  and,  if  he  approved  of  the 
presence  of  an  armed  force  at  funerals  in 
Ireland,  would  he,  at  least,  undertake 
that  this  should  be  done  on  the  orders 
of  the  Executive,  and  not  at  the  discre- 
tion of  the  local  police  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  misinterpreted  the 
facts.  He  talks  of  an  armed  force  as  if 
there  had  been  an  army  of  police,  with 
swords  drawn,  bayonets  fixed,  and  all  the 
rest  of  it. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  They  had  swords. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOJR:  The  police 
were  not  armed  in  the  manner  suggested. 
There  were  only,  I  think,  eight  police- 
men altogether,  a  far  less  number,  by 
the  way,  than  would  be  present  in  the 
case  of  a  large  public  funeral  in  England 
or  Scotland.  It  seems  to  me  the  Head 
Constable  acted  properly  in  asking  the 
committee  making  the  arrangements  for 
a  public  funeral  whether  they  had  any 
objections  to  the  police  attending  or  not. 
The  request  in  this  case  seems  to  have 
been  made  in  a  respectful  manner. 
With  regard,  however,  to  the  question,  I 
am  distinctly  of  opinion  that  unless  there 
was  some  ground  to  think  that  illegal 
speeches  were  going  to  be  made  there 
was  no  occasion  for  having  police 
reporters  about  the  grave;  and  that  unless 
there  was  some  proof  that  the  funeral 
was  to  be  made  the  excuse  for  illegal 
speeches  the  police  reporters  should  not 
be  present. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  constables  had 
their  side  arms,  and  also  not  merely 
attended  in  the  churchyard,  but  formed 
a  line  immediately  about  the  grave  and 
shut  out  the  mourners  from  the  coffin  \ 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  correct  in  his 
facts.  The  police  had  their  batons  only, 
and  not  their  side  arms.  Of  that  I  am 
not  quite  sure ;  but  I  am  distinctly 
informed  that  no  obstruction  of  any  kind 
was  offered  to  the  mourners  by  the  police. 
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Mb.  T.  M.  HE  ALT :  The  grave  of  the 
late  Mr.  Biggar  was  similarly 
"  moucharded." 

Mb.  HAYDEN :  I  myself  saw  the  side 
arms.  Will  the  Chief  Secretary  make 
farther  inquiries,  there  being  a  great 
deal  of  dissatisfaction  in  the  district  on 
the  subject. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  B.) :  Is  it  the 
custom,  when  men  are  buried  in  West- 
minster Abbey,  to  have  police  notetakers 
to  take  notes  of  speeches  ? 

•Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 

THE    STRAITS    SETTLEMENTS 
MAILS. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether, 
as  the  mails  f  jr  the  Straits  Settlements, 
now  sent  fortnightly  by  French  Packet, 
are  frequently  delayed  in  their  arrival 
till  after  the  departure  of  the  Home 
Mails,  it  would  be  possible  to  send  the 
outgoing  alternata  mails,  now  trans- 
mitted by  the  French  Packet  Service, 
by  Bombay  and  Negapatam,  as  the 
Home  going  mails  are  now  fortnightly 
sent? 

•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raises,  University  of  Cambridge) :  The 
French  Packets  conveying  mails  fort- 
nightly from  this  country  to  Singapore 
are  timed  during  part  of  the  year  to 
arrive  at  that  place  about  five  days  in 
advance  of  the  departure  of  the  mails 
sent  home  by  the  same  line  of  steamers, 
and  I  have  no  official  information  of 
the  delays  referred  to  by  my  hon. 
Friend.  Bat  I  will  make  a  point  of 
inquiring 'of  the  Singapore  Post  Office 
whether  inconvenience  does  not  arise 
from  the  present  Postal  arrangements 
with  the  colony,  and  whether  the  remedy 
which  my  hon.  Friend  suggests  could, 
with  advantage,  be  adopted. 

THE  INDIAN  BUDGET. 

Sib  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the 
Government,  having  taken  for  other 
purposes  the  evening  allotted  by  the 
fortune  of  the  Ballot  to  the  discussion  of 
a  proposal  for  a  return  to  the  ancient 
freedom  of  Debate  on  the  Indian  Budget, 
will,  propose  some  amendment  of  the 
procedure  of  the  House  in  this  respect  ? 


The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  asked 
me  to  answer  this  question.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  is  not  prepared  to  recommend 
the  House  to  make  any  change  in  its 
Rules  in  the  d  irection  suggested  by  my  hon. 
Friend.  The  effect  of  his  proposal  might 
be  to  postpone  the  statement  of  Indian 
finance  and  the  discussion  on  the  most 
important  questions  of  Revenue  and 
Expenditure  for  the  consideration  of  some 
local  or  personal  matter.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men who  take  an  interest  in  India  have 
opportunities,  in  common  with  other  hon. 
Members,  to  put  Motions  on  the  Paper, 
and  there  are  other  occasions  of  Bills 
affecting  India  on  which1  discussions  may 
arise. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
remember  that  in  connection  with  other 
questions  there  is  always  an  opportunity 
of  raising  a  -discussion  when  we  are 
asked  to  vote  money.  But  in  the  case 
of  India  none  of  the  salaries  are  voted 
here. 

Ms.  GOSCHEN:  No  doubt  the  Indian 
salaries  are  not  voted  by  this  House  in 
the  same  way  as  other  salaries  are ;  but 
I  am  afraid  that  any  new  course  of  pro- 
cedure would  only  be  likely  to  land  us  in 
difficulty. 

NAVAL  MANOEUVRES  ON  THE  CHINA 

STATION. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  it  is  correct  that  the  Naval 
Manoeuvres  conducted  by  Admiral  Sir 
Nowell  Salmon  on  the  China  Station,* 
between    the    17th    and    20th   March, 
resulted  in  the  following  casualties :  —  A 
second-class  torpedo  boat  cut  almost  in 
halves  by  one  of  the  boats  of  the  attack-' 
ing  squadron  by  a  blunder  on  the  part 
of  the  engine-room  artificers;  that  the 
Alacrity  despatch  vessel,  with  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief on  board,  ran  ashore  in 
a  fog  whilst  steaming  12  knots  an  hour, 
carrying  away  four  square  feet  of  her 
prow,  and  that  her  repairs  will  oocupy 
at  least  three  weeks,  and  that  all  the 
attacking  boats  were  more  or  less  injured 
by  collisions ;   whether  these   collisions 
were  caused  by  the  boats  being  worked 
by    artificers     in    place    of    certificated 
engineers ;  if  it  is  correct  that  the  /mr 
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perieuse  flagship,  iii  returning  into  Hong 
Kong  Harbour,  collided  with  the  German 
flagship  there  at  anchor  by  not  making 
sufficient  allowance  for  the  tide;  and 
what  inquiry  he  intends  making  with 
regard  to  the  manoeuvres  and  casual- 
ties? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  The  casualties  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  did,  unfortunately,  occur 
during  the  course  of  the  recent  Naval 
Manoeuvres  on  the  China  Station.  The 
Report  of  the  grounding  of  the  Alacrity 
is  now  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Admiralty  ;  but  no  official  Reports  on  the 
other  casualties  have  yet  been  received. 
Until  these  Reports  are  received  the 
Admiralty  will  not  be  in  a  position  to 
come  to  any  decision  with  regard  to  the 
circumstances  in  question. 

SAVING  OF  LIFE  AT  SEA. 
Me.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  it  is  true  that  he 
has  again  postponed  for  several  months 
the  enforcement  of  the  Regulations  drawn 
under  the  Saving  of  Life  at  Sea  Act  of 
1888  by  a  Committee  of  Experts  ;  and  in 
such  case,  what  is  the  reason  for  the 
further  delay,  haying  regard  to  the  three 
years  which  have  nearly  elapsed  since 
the  Select  Committee  reported  the  total 
inadequacy  of  present  arrangements  for 
the  safety  of  passengers  or  sailors,  and  to 
the  fact  that  the  requirements  of  the  Act 
as  to  the  provision  of  life-saving  gear 
have  long  been  in  force  in  the  United 
States  and  elsewhere  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  or  the  BOARD  op 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  The  operation  of  the  Rules 
drawn  under  the  Saving  of  Life 
at  Sea  Act  of  1888  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  Experts  has  been  postponed 
until  the  1st  of  November  next  at  the 
request  of  the  Committee  of  Experts 
which  framed  them,  and  which  was 
appointed  under  the  Merchant  Shipping 
(Life-Saving  Appliances)  Act,  1888. 
The  ground  upon  which  the  postpone- 
ment was  recommended  was  the 
necessity  for  carefully  re-considering  the 
Rules  as  affecting  vessels  in  the  short- 
sea  and  coasting  services.  Some  other 
points  more  generally  affecting  the  regis- 
tration of  the  Rules  are  also  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee. 
Mr.  Gourlvy 


Mr.  EL  VINCENT:  Will  the  Rules 
be  laid  on  the  Table  before  they  are 
finally  adopted  % 

*Sir   M.  HICKS  BEACH :    I  believe 


BO. 


COAL    MINE    FATALITIES    IN    SOUTH 

WALES. 

Mr.  DAVID  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydvil) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  Report 
of  Mr.  Robson,  the  Mines  Inspector  of 
the  South  Wales  District,  for  1887,  in 
which  he  says  that  the  fatalities  from 
falls  of  roof  and  sides  were  4tvery 
excessive,"  and  could  not  be  accounted 
for  by  the  inferiority  of  the  roofs  and 
greater  "squeeze"  in  the  South  Wales 
coalfield,  and  to  the  paragraph  in 
Mr.  Robson 's  last  Report  that — 

"  After  two  years'  experience  in  this  district, 
1  am  convinced  that  the  supervision  of  the 
colliers'  working  places,  where  the  majority  of 
the  fulls  occur,  is  not  all  that  can  be  desired. 
The  tuper  vision  is,  [  believe,  generally  given, 
but  it  is  of  too  cursory  a  nature,  &c.  ;" 

and  whether,  considering  that  the  ratio 
of  fatalities  to  persons  employed  in  South 
Wales  is  double  that  in  the  North  of 
England,  and  that  the  number  of 
collieries  under  the  inspection  of  Mr. 
Robson  is  50  per  cent,  more  than  the 
number  under  the  charge  of  the  Inspectors 
iii  the  Newcastle  and  Durham  districts, 
he  will  consider  the  desirability  of 
appointing  a  few  experienced  workmen 
as  sub-Inspectors,  to  assist  the  Inspectors 
in  South  Wales,  with  a  view  to  securing 
a  more  strict  observance  of  the  21st 
General  Rule  of  "  The  Coal  Mines  Regu- 
lation Act,  1887  "  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  tor  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  Inspectors  are  unmind- 
ful of  the  Rule  providing  that  no  persons 
shall  be  allowed  to  work  alone  as  a  colHei 
in  the  face  of  the  workings  until  he  has 
had  two  years'  experience  of  such  work. 
On  the  contrary,  at  their  last  general 
meeting  it  formed  the  subject  of  dis- 
cussion. No  complaints  have  reached 
me  that  the  Rule  is  disregarded.  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  bring  to  my  notice  any 
instance  of  disregard  I  will  do  all  in  my 
power,  by  issuing  instructions  to  the 
Inspectors,  to  secure,  as  fax  as  possible,  its 
proper  observance. 
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THE  COAL  MINES    REGULATION  ACT. 

Mb.  DAVID  THOMAS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  he  will  direct  the  par- 
ticular attention  of  the  Mines  Inspectors 
to  Rule  39  in  the  General  Rules  under 
"  The  Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  1887," 
which  provides  that  no  person  shall  be 
allowed  to  work  alone  as  a  collier  in  the 
face  of  the  workings  until  he  has  had 
two  years'  experience  of  such  work  under 
the  supervision  of  skilled  workmen,  and 
which  Rule  it  is  alleged  is  not  generally 
observed ;  and  what  steps  have  been 
taken  by  the  Inspectors  of  Mines  to  carry 
out  the  intention  of  the  Rule,  namely, 
that  no  inexperienced  person  is  to  be 
allowed  to  work  in  a  stall  except 
together  with, and  under  the  direction  of, 
a  skilled  workman  ? 

Mr,  MATTHEWS :  I  must  somewhat 
modify  the  hon.  Member's  figures.  The 
number  of  persons  employed  per  life  lost 
was  480  in  South  Wales,  741  in  the 
Durham,  and  757  in  the  Newcastle  Dis- 
trict last  year.  The  lives  lost  from  falls 
of  roof  were  last  year  77  in  South  Wales, 
against  87  in  the  previous  year.  I  am 
informed  by  the  Inspector  that  these  are 
the  accidents  against  which  inspection  is 
of  the  least  avail.  The  timbering  of  the 
working  places  devolves  upon  the 
colliers,  who  resent  interference  or 
advice  from  the  Inspector ;  and  it  would 
be  absolutely  impossible  for  Inspectors 
to  supervise  the  timbering  of  the  shifting 
working  places  of  a  district  where 
upwards  of  70,000  men  are  employed. 

PAINT  FOR  THE  NAVY. 

Sir  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  what  is  the 
present  system  under  which  paints  are 
tested  and  selected  for  use  on  the 
bottoms  of  Her  Majesty's  ships ;  and 
who  is  responsible  for  the  selection  of 
the  compositions  which  are  ordered  from 
time  to  time  to  be  used  for  this  purpose ; 
by  whom  was  he  appointed,  and  for  how 
long ;  and  on  what  principle  does  he 
make  his  selection  ? 

Lobd  G.  HAMILTON:  The  system 
under  which  paints  for  coating  ships' 
bottoms  are  selected  for  use  in  the  Navy 
was  very  carefully  revised,  by  the 
present  Board  of  Admiralty  after  a  Com- 
mittee of  experts  had  reported  on  the, 


whole  subject.  An  officer  who  was  a 
member  of  that  Committee  has  been 
charged  with  the  special  duty  of  watch- 
ing not  only  the  results  of  the  paints 
applied  to  Her  Majesty's  ships,  but  he 
also  reports  upon  the  various  coatings 
used  in  the  Mercantile  Marine.  With 
the  information  thus  obtained,  the 
Admiralty  select  those  paints  which,  so 
far  as  present  experience  goes,  have 
given  the  best  results,  and  they  find  it 
advantageous,  once  a  certain  description 
of  paint  is  applied  to  a  vessel,  to 
continue  the  use  of  the  same  material 
when  the  vessel  requires  subsequent 
coatings.  I  may  add  that  compositions 
for  coating  the  bottoms  of  Her  Majesty's 
ships  are  first  of  all  chemically  tested 
to  ascertain  whether  they  contain  any- 
thing that  might  act  injuriously  upon 
the  plating.  They  are  then  practically 
tested  on  a  ship's  bottom  alongside  other 
compositions  used  in  the  Navy. 

•Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield) :  Will  the  noble  Lord  take 
precautions  to  guard  against  storing 
paints  and  dryers  containing  chemicals 
liable  to  cause  explosion  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  These  things 
are  used  externally  and  not  internally. 

OFFICERS  OF  THE  INLAND  REVENUE. 
Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
what  is  the  number  of  officers  of  the 
outdoor  branch  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
Department  censured,  reduced,  and  dis- 
missed during  the  past  three  years  ;  and 
what  is  the  number  so  censured,  re- 
duced, and  dismissed  in  what  is  called 
the  indoor  branch  of  the  same  Depart- 
ment during  the  same  period  ? 

#Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Comparisons  are 
proverbially  odious.  I  do  not  see  any 
advantage  in  a  public  statement  of 
censure  inflicted  on  two  great  Depart- 
ments, both  of  which,  as  a  rule,  perform 
their  functions  well.  Nor  could  any 
comparison  be  fair  looking  to  the 
different  circumstances  and  size  of  the 
two  branches  in  question. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  May  I  ask  whether 
any  Circular  has  been  recently  issued  in 
connection  with  this  or  the  Customs 
Department  asking  to  be  supplied  with 
a  Return  of  the  nationality  of  the  per- 
sons employed;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the 
object  1 
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•Me.  GOSCHEN:  I  am  not  aware  of 
the  fact;  but  if  it  is  desired  I  will  obtain 
the  information.  It  is  possible  that  it 
may  have  been  the   case. 

•  Mr.  SEXTON :  I  will  put  a  question 
upon  the  subject  again. 

DEPUTATIONS  TO  THE  BOARD  OF 

TRADE. 

Sir  HENRY  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  will  lake 
into  consideration  the  question  of  provid- 
ing reasonable  accommodation  for  the 
numerous  deputations  having  business  at 
the  Board  of  Trade  whilst  kept  waiting 
for  an  audience,  so  as  to  prevent  them 
from  baing  detained  in  ill- ventilated 
passages,  or  on  the  staircase,  as  was  the 
case  with  a  deputation  on  the  2nd  May, 
for  about  20  minutes  after  the  time  ap- 
pointed for  their  reception,  such  deputa- 
tion having  been  composed  of  numsrous 
Members  of  Parliament  and  others, 
assembled  to  discuss  the  question  of  the 
proposed  bankruptcy  legislation  ? 

Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  I  very 
much  regret  any  inconvenience  that 
may  have  been  caused  to  any  members 
of  the  deputation  on  the  occasion  re- 
ferred to.  It  was  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  deputation  which  immediately  pre- 
ceded them  detained  m9  much  longer 
than  had  been  anticipated,  so  that  the 
room  ordinarily  used  for  deputations  to 
assemble  in  was  not  at  their  service. 

THE    THWING  SCHOOL  BOARD. 

Mr.  BRCTNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Edu- 
cation whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  an  advertisement  in  the  School- 
master of  the  26th  ultimo,  issued  by  the 
Th wing  School  Board,  for  a  certificated 
master,  stipulating  that  candidates  must 
be  able  to  play  the  harmonium,  and  will 
be  expected  to  do  so  in  the  parish  church ; 
and  whether  this  requirement,  that  the 
instrumental  music  in  church  shall  be 
provided  at  the  cost  of  the  rates,  is  in 
accord  with  the  law  of  the  land ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  ho  will  take  the  matter  up 
with  this  School  Board  ? 

♦Ihe  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dfkis,  Kent, 
Dartf ord) :  The  Department  have  no 
power  to  prescribe  to  School  Boards  the 
terms  of  their  advertisements  ;  but  if  it 


should  appear  that  any  part  of  the 
master's  salary  is  paid  in  respect  of 
services  tendered  as  organist  in  the 
parish  church,  it  would,  no  doubt,  be 
for  the  auditor  to  disallow  the  amount, 
and  it  would  not  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion by  the  Department  in  estimating  the 
grant  due  under  Article  114. 

THE  RAILWAY  RATES  INQUIRY. 

Mb.  COGHILL  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  it  is  true, 
as  reported  in  the  Birmingham  Daily 
Poet  of  4th  March,  1890,  that  the  cost  of 
the  Railway  Rates  Inquiry  his  been  at 
the  rate  of  £10,000  a  day  ;  what  propor- 
tion of  the  cost  has  been  borne  by  the 
traders,  what  by  the  Railway  Companies, 
and  what  by  the  country  ;  and  whether 
it  was  contemplated  when  the  Railway 
and  Canal  Traffic  Act  of  1888  was  passed, 
that  such  a  long  period  would  elapse 
before  its  provisions  came  into  opera- 
tion? 

•Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  I  have  no 
means  of  knowing  what  is  the  total  cost 
per  diem  of  the  Railway  Rates  Inquiry, 
nor  have  I  any  means  of  ascertaining 
what  cost  is  incurred  by  the  traders  or 
the  Railway  Companies.  But  I  cannot 
suppose  that  it  reaches  anything  like  the 
amount  mentioned.  Tho  charge  which 
falls  upon  the  Public  Funds  is  limited  to 
the  expenses  connected  with  the  hiring 
of  a  room,  shorthand  writers'  notes, 
printing  of  proceedings,  and  the  salaries 
of  a  few  temporary  clerks ;  but  a  por- 
tion, if  not  the  whole,  of  this  charge  will 
be  met  by  the  fees  paid  by  the  Railway 
Companies  on  the  deposit  of  their  respec- 
tive schedules.  As  regards  the  length 
of  the  inquiry,  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 
and  Mr.  Courtenay  Boyle  have  used  their 
best  endeavours  to  shorten  the  pro- 
ceedings as  much  as  possible ;  but  a  large 
number  of  traders  have  desired  to  come 
before  them  whom  they  have  not  thought 
it  compatible  with  their  duty  absolutely 
to  decline  to  hear.  There  have  been  33 
witnesses  for  the  Railway  Companies, 
and  up  to  yesterday,  when  the  evidence 
closed,  178  witnesses  for  the  traders. 

TITHE  REDEMPTION. 

Mb.  GRAY  (Essex,  Maldon)  :    I  beg 

to  ask  the  President  of  the   Board  of 

Trade,    whether  the   Government  will 

consider  the  advisability  of  advancing 
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money,  at  a  low.  rate  of  interest,  from  the 
Treasury  for  the  purpose  of  tithe  re- 
demption ? 
•Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  There  is  a 
good  deal  of  difficulty  involved  in  the 
suggestion  made  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
but  the  matter  is  receiving  very  careful 
consideration  from  the  Government. 

THE  ICARUS. 
Me.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
Naval  and  Military  Record  of  8th  May  ; 
and  whether,  in  view  cf  the  precise  and 
serious  allegations  therein  contained,  he 
will  order  a  Court  of  Inquiry  into  the 
condition  of  the  Icarus  while  under 
Commander  Annesley  1 
.  Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  have  not 
seen  the  report  in  the  newspaper  jn  ques- 
tion. In  view  of  the  serious  nature  of  the 
allegations  that  have  been  made,  which 
have  already  formed  the  subject  of  a 
question  in  the  House,  substantiated  by 
a  letter  written  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
instructions  hwe  been  sent  to  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief at  Plymouth  to  inquire 
into  them,  as  I  felt  that,  in  the  interests 
both  of  the  officer  commanding  and  of 
the  crew,  an  investigation  was  neces- 
sary. 

Mb.  BRADLMJGH:  I  regret  that 
the  notice  should  have  been  so  short,  but 
the  cas3  seemed  tome  to  be  very  urgent. 

POSTAGE  RATES  TO  AUSTRALIA  AND 

INDIA. 

Mb.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield)  post- 
poned until  Monday  a  question  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  what  is  the 
estimated  loss  to  the  Revenue  by  the 
reduction  of  the  postage  rates  to  Australia 
and  to  India  from  6d.  and  5d.  to  2£d.  in 
each  cas9  ;  what  is  the  estimated  addi- 
tional loss  to  the  Revenue  if  the  postage 
rates  to  Australia  and  to  India  were  re- 
duced from  2Jd.  to  Id.  ;  and  what  is  the 
further  estimated  loss  if  the  postage  rates 
to  all  the  Colonies  and  to  India  were 
reduced  to  Id.  ? 

THE  NEW  CODE. 

Mb.  A.  PEASE  (York) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com* 
mittee  of  Council  on  Education  whether 
Article  100  of  the  New  Code  is  intended 
in  its  operation  to  disqualify  and  super- 
sede all  those     uncertificated    assistant 


teachers  and  others  who  are  now  teaching 
separate  infant  classes  under  Article  108 
of  the  Old  Code  with  an  average  attend-' 
ance  of  50  ? 

•Sib  W.  HART  DYKE :  Article  100 
of  the  New  Code  has  been  framed  in 
conformity  with  Article  73,  by  which 
the  staff  requirements  have  been  sensibly 
increased ;  but  nothing  in  the  terms  cf 
the  Article  will  disqualify  or  supersede 
any  teacher  who  is  sup?rintending  an 
infant  class  with  an  average  attendance 
of  50. 

THE  AMERICAN  TARIFF  BILL. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birmingham 
Bordesley):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether,  if  the  American  Tariff  Bill  now 
before  Congress  is  passed  into  law,  the 
Government  intend  to  take  any  steps 
to  encourage  British  manufacturers  to 
exhibit  at  the  "  World's  Fair "  in 
Chicago,  seeing  that  the  Bill  in  question- 
is  prohibitive  as  regards  many  classes  of 
British  manufactures  1 

♦The UNDER  SECRETARYof  STATE 
fob  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
oussox,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  The  ques- 
tion of  any  official  participation  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  an  International 
Exhibition  can  only  be  determined  upon 
a  review  of  the  advantages  to  British 
interests  when  an  invitation  is  received 
from  the  Government  promoting  it.  But 
it  is  only  probable  that  manufacturers  in 
this  country  would  be  to  a  great  extent 
deterred  from  sending  specimens  of  tluir 
goods  for  exhibition  if  the  Customs 
Duties  imposed  in  the  country  of  the 
Exhibition  were  such  as  to  preclude  their 
profitable  sale  there. 

TROPICAL    AFRICA. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I  have 
on  the  Paper  a  question  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whother  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  rumours  which  have 
appeared  in  the  public  prints  regarding 
treaties  or  arrangements  with  Native, 
Chiefs  in  the  interior  of  tropical  Africa 
alleged  to  have  been  recently  made  on 
behalf  of  Her  Majesty  or  of  any  British 
Company ;  and  whether  he  is  now  in  a 
position  to  give  the  House  any  informa- 
tion upon  this  subject?  1  beg  to  postpone 
the  question. 
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FOREIGN  AND  COLONIAL  POSTAL 

SERVICES. 
Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield)  'postponed  until  Monday  a 
question  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  by  far  the  greater  proportion  of 
the  loss  to  the  Revenue  of  £254,000  per 
annum  on  the  Foreign  and  Colonial 
Postal  Services  is  due  to  the  East  and 
West  Indian  Packet  Services;  and 
whether,  down  to  the  year  1858,  this 
portion  of  the  loss  to  the  Revenue  was 
charged  upon  the  Admiralty  Vote? 

THE  LICENSING  PROPOSALS. 

Mr.  ALLISON  (Cumberland,  Eskdale): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  the  effect  'of  the 
licensing  proposals  of  the  Government, 
as  explained  by  him  at  Rawtonstall,  will 
be  to  establish  two  authorities  with  power 
to  diminish  the  number  of  public  houses, 
one  the  Justices  with  powers  to  do  so 
without  giving  compensation,  the  other 
the  County  Council,  who  are  only  em- 
powered to  do  so  on  giving  compensation; 
and  will  h9  explain  in  what  manner  he 
proposes  to  maintain  the  two  systems 
aid  3  by  side  without  weakening  the 
powers  possessed  by  the  present  Licensing 
Authority  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  The  powers  at  pre- 
sent possessed  by  the  Justices  will  not  be 
interfered  with,  and  will  be  exercised 
side  by  side  with  the  employment  of  the 
means  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
County  Councils  for  the  extinction  of 
licences.  The  Government  do  not  antici- 
pate that  their  proposal  will  in  any  way 
weaken    the   powers   possessed  by   the 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.): 
May  I  ask  whether  it  would  not  be 
desirable  to  postpone  the  proposal  in 
question  until  the  Committee  which  is  to 
consider  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord  R. 
Churchill)  has  made  its  Report? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  do  not  think  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  leader  of  the 
•  Hous  j  would  be  disposed  to  assent  to 
that  proposal. 

HONG    KONG -THE    CONTAGIOUS 
DISEASES    ORDINANCE. 

Mr.  ROWNTREE  i  Scarborough) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  the  Ordinance 


directed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  to  be 
introduced  in  the  Hong  Kong  Legislature 
for  amending  the  Contagious  Diseases 
Ordinance  of  1889  has  yet  been  passed  ; 
and,  if  not,  what  is  the  cause  of  the 
delay? 

•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
for  the  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de  Worms, 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  As  the 
Secretary  of  State's  instructions  in  regard 
to  an  amending  Ordinance  were  only 
sent  last  January,  there  has  not  yet  been 
time  for  the  Ordinance  to  be  passed  and 
sent  home,  but  the  officer  administering 
the  Government  will  be  requested  to 
push  the  matter  forward  as  soon  as 
possible. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  the 
Government  has  any  intention  of  improv- 
ing in  any  way  the  present  unsatisfactory 
position  of  the  Civil  Service  Writers, 
many  of  whom  have  already  served  the 
State  continuously  for  a  period  of  20 
years,  and  only  receive,  after  eight-and-a- 
half  years'  service,  an  annual  bonus  of 
30s.,  increasing  annually  at  the  rate  of 
Id.  per  day  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  case  of  the 
registered  copyists  was  examined  into  by 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Civil  Estab- 
lishments, who  stated  in  their  second 
Report  that  they  had  before  them — 

"The  representatives  of  the  copyists,  but 
we  cannot  report  that,  in  our  opinion,  they  have 
established  any  grievance  which  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  State  to  remedy." 

HIRED    DOCKYARD    MEN. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  James  Davies,  at  the 
time  he  was  injured  in  the  execution  of 
his  duty,  had  worked  in  the  hired  depart- 
ment of  the  Pembroke  Dockyard  for 
more  than  25  years,  and  was,  therefore, 
entitled  to  a  gratuity  of  £25  whenever 
he  was  discharged ;  can  he  explain 
why,  although  at  the  time  of  his 
injury,  James  Davies  was  earning 
£1  a  week,  and  would  have  been 
entitled  under  the  rules  to  a  gratuity  of 
£52  as  a  maximum  on  account  of  his 
injury,  or  in  all  to  a  gratuity  of 
£77  as  a  maximum  on  account  of  his 
length    of    service    and   of    his    injury 
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combined,  when  he  was  discharged  (in 
consequence  of  the  injury  to  his  hand) 
he  received  a  gratuity  of  £52  2s.  10d., 
of  which  £25  was  due  to  him  apart  from 
his  injury,  and  the  balance,  £27  2s.  10d., 
only  paid  to  him  on  account  of 
his  injury;  do  the  rules  permit  of 
pensions  D3ing  granted  to  workmen  in 
the  dockyard  who  receive  injuries  in  the 
performance  of  their  duty,  and  is  there 
anything  in  the  rules  which  would  debar 
James  Davies  from  receiving  a  pension ; 
and  is  he  aware  that  the  accident 
entirely  incapacitated  James  Davies 
from  using  the  injured  hand,  inasmuch 
as  he  has  lost  his  thumb  and  middle 
finger  and  is  unable  to  close  the  remain- 
ing fingers  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  James  Davies 
had  completed  25  years'  service  at  the 
time  of  his  injury,  and  could  have 
received  a  gratuity  of  £25  for  his 
services,  if  he  had  been  discharged  on 
account  of  a  reduction  in  the  establish- 
ment, or  through  being  invalided.  In 
the  second  question  there  is  a  misappre- 
hension of  the  regulations  under  which 
gratuities  are  awarded.  The  amount  of 
a  year's  wages  in  full  is  the  maximum 
compensation,  for  service  and  injury 
combined,  which  can  be  awarded  in  a 
case  of  this  kind ;  and  Davies  received 
the  full  award  of  £52  2s.  lOd.  to  which 
he  was  entitled.  Pensions  can  be  granted 
to  workmen  who  are  totally  disabled  by 
accident;  but  the  injuries  Davies 
received  were  of  a  less  severe  nature, 
and  his  capacity  to  earn  a  livelihood  was 
only  materially  impaired  and  not  totally 
destroyed.  The  injury  resulted  in  the 
amputation  of  the  thumb  and  middle 
finger  of  the  loft  hand. 

PRACTICE  FIRING  ON  THE  ISLE  OF 

WIGHT. 

Mr.  ROE  (Derby) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he 
is  aware  of  the  dangerous  character  of 
the  practice  firing  on  the  Isle  of  Wight, 
a  shot  from  Totland  Bay  having  passed 
immediately  over  the  tops  of  the  funnels 
of  the  steamship  Brodrick  Castle  (filled 
with  passengers  on  her  way  from  Bourne- 
mouth to  Ventnor),  and  dropped  into  the 
sea  within  300  yards  of  the  boat  whilst 
rounding,  and  within  two  miles  of,  the 
Needles,  at  about  noon,  in  bright  and 
clear  weather,  on  Tuesday,  the  6th  of 
May ;  and  if  he  will  give  orders  to  pre- 


vent such  firing  in  future  as  may  be 
dangerous  to  passing  ships  ? 

*Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  The  officer  in  -charge  re- 
ports that  before  the  shot  in  question  was 
fired  it  was  estimated  by  the  position- 
finder  on  Headon  Hill  that  it  would  fall 
1,000  yards  from  the  Brodrick  Castle* 
The  shot  fell  exactly  where  it  was  pre- 
dicted, and  the  steamer  was  never  in 
the  slightest  danger. 

THE  COSWAY  MINIATURES. 

Sir  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  announcement  of  the  sale  by  public 
auction  next  month  of  the  most  complete 
collection  in  existence  of  the  famous 
Cosway  Miniatures;  and  whether  any 
arrangement  would  be  sanctioned  by  the 
Treasury,  under  which  these  beautiful 
works  of  art  might  be  preserved  to  the 
nation  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  No  proposals  have 
been  made  to  the  Government  by  any  of 
their  advisers  in  these  matters  with 
respect  to  the  Cosway  Miniaturas.  The 
Government  have  not  been  approached 
in  the  matter  by  the  Trustees  of  the 
National  Gallery  with  a  view  of  placing 
funds  at  their  disposal. 

Mr.  C.  GRAHAM:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  make  further  inquiries 
into  the  matter,  or  some  of  these  valu- 
able historical  miniatures  will  be  taken 
off  to  Texas  or  somewhere  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  think  that  the 
notice  which  has  been  taken  in  the  House 
will  draw  attention  tc  the  matter. 

RAILWAY  BRAKES. 
Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.)  : 
The  Report  of  Colonel  Rich,  in  reference 
to  the  Carlisle  accident,  being  now  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members,  I  wish  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  great 
divergence  of  opinion  as  to  the  nature 
and  character  of  brake  failures  and  the 
urgency  of  the  question,  he  will  consent 
to  refer  it  to  a  Departmental  Committee 
of  scientific  and  practical  experts  ? 

•Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I  have  con- 
sidered the  point ;  but  it  appears  to  me 
that  such  a  Committee  would  have  to  be 
largely  composed  of  persons  who  either  are 
inventors,  or  manufacturers,  or  users,  and 
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who  would  therefore  be  prejudiced  in 
favour  of  particular  forms  of  brakes. 
I  do  not  think  that  the  conclusions  of 
snch  a  Committee  would  be  more 
authoritative  or  usef  al  than  the  advice 
now.  at  my  disposal. 

Mr.  CHANNING :  In  consequence  of 
the  reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  beg  to  give  notice  that,  on  a  favourable 
occasion,  I  will  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  matter. 

6EA  FISHERY  WORKS  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  T.  M.  HE ALY :  I  wish  to  know  from 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant whether  he  intends  to  oppO30  the 
Return  in  reference  to  sea  fishery  works 
in  Ireland,  which  appears  on  the  Paper  in 
my  name  to-day  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  at  present 
inquiring  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Then  I  will  post- 
pone the  Motion  until  this  day  week. 

MOTION. 


MtJXICIPAL  ELECTIONS  (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Thorlmrn,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Municipal  Eloctions  in  certain 
Burghs  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  'ihorburn,  Sir  John  Kinloch,  Mr.  Mark 
Stewart,  Mr.  Shiress  Will,  and  Mr.  Barbour. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  262.] 

OB  DEBS  OF  TIIJS  DAY. 


i  ICI 


MARRIAGE  (ACTIONS  FOR  BREACH 
OF  PROMISE)  BILL.— (No.  207.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  this  day, 
read,  and  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

CONTAGIOUS      DISEASES      (ANIMALS) 
(PLEURO-PNEUMONIA)  BILL.— (No.  168.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

(3.10.)  The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  has  handed  in  Amendments  to 
this  clause  which  will  more  properly 
form  the  subject  of  a  new  clause. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Clause  1  stand  part  of  the  Bill.0 
Sir  M.  Hicks  Bsach 


(3.15.)     Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  notice 

that  all  the  Amendments   to   this  Bill 

which  .appear  on  the  Paper  are  in  the 

names  of  Scotch  Members.  There  is  one, 
however,  which  I  wish  to  move  in  the 
interests  of  the  cowkeepers  and  dairy- 
men. In  Dublin  there  is  a  very  large 
industry  connected  with  the  sale  of  milk, 
and  the  persons  who  are  engaged  in  it 
represent  that  their  business  may  be  en- 
tirely suspended  unless  provision  is  made 
for  the  immediate  slaughter  of  cattle  sus- 
pscted  of  suffering  from  disease.  I 
imagine  that  what  the  Government  desire 
is  that  some  time  should  elapse  for  the 
development  of  the  disease,  so  that  the 
Inspectors  may  know  exactly  what 
a  suspected  animal  is  suffering 
from  —  whether  pleuro- pneumonia  or 
tuberculosis;  but  it  is  rather  a 
strong  order  that  a  man's  business 
should  be  suspended,  and  that  he 
should  be  deprived  of  the  power  of 
selling  milk  for  an  indefinite  period.  If 
it  is  necessary  to  hang  up  a  man's 
business  for  more  than  a  week,  in  order 
to  enable  the  Inspector  to  discover 
what  the  disease  is,  I  maintain  that  the 
dairyman  or  cow-keeper  ought  to  be 
compensated.  It  is  hardly  fair  that  in 
the  Imperial  interests  of  agriculture  a 
vendor  of  milk  should  have  the  whole  of 
his  means  of  livelihood  destroyed.  If 
the  Government  say  that  they  are 
prepared  to  consider  the  point  I  will 
not  press  the  Amendment ;  but,  in  the 
absence  of  such  an  assurance,  I  beg  to 
move  a  proviso  to  this  effect — 

"  Provided  that  the  slaughter  be  carried  out 
within  one  week  from  the  enforcement  of  the 
powers  conferred  by  the  principal  Act." 

Let  me  take  the  case  of  London.  There 
are  in  this  City  4,000,000  of  people  who 
require  to  be  supplied  with  milk  every 
morning,  and  there  are  hundreds  of 
cowkeepers  and  dairymen.  If  the  In- 
spectors are  to  have  the  right  on  mere 
suspicion  of  suspending  the  business  of 
these  men,  the  consequence  will  be  that 
their  means  of  obtaining  a  living  will  be 
broken  and  ruined.  What  ought  to  be 
done  is  to  give  a  week,  and  then  if  the 
cattle  are  not  cured  to  slaughter  them, 
and  compensate  the  owners.  I  fully 
recognise  that  this  is  not  a  contentious 
Bill,  but  that  it  is  one  which  ought  to  be 
passed  for  the  general  benefit  of  the 
community. 
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Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line  1&, 

to  insert — 

"  Provided  the  slaughter  be  carried  out 
within  one  week  from  the  enforcement  of  the 
powers  conferred  by  the  principal  Act." — (Jfr. 
T.  M.  Heaiy.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(3.20.)  The  PRESIDENT  op  the 
BOARD  of  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chap- 
lin, Lincolnshire,  Sieaford)  :  The  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.and  learned  Member  is  one 
which  has  already  been  considered,  and  I 
am  indebted  to  him  for  giving  me  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  the  views  of 
the  Government  on  the  matter.  I  under- 
stand him  to  object  to  the  discretionary 
power  given  to  the  Inspectors  to  suspend 
the  slaughter  of  suspected  animals,  and 
I  admit  that  in  the  case  of  large  towns 
the  interests  of  the  cowkeepers  and 
durymen  might  be  prejudicially  affected. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  I  must  point  out 
that  a  great  many  representations  have 
been  made  to  the  B jard  in  which  the 
complaint  made  was  that  the  power  of 
slaughter  has  not  been  made  imperative 
and  obligatory  in  all  casas.  Now,  I 
strongly  object  to  the  insertion  of  the 
word  "  shall,"  for  the  very  reason  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has  stated. 
I  think  it  would  be  very  hard  for  the 
Government,  or  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
to  go  into  .the  dairies  in  the  large  towns 
and,  without  a  moment's  notice  or  warning, 
slaughter  all  the  animals,  without  having 
any  discretionary  power  whatever.  We 
have  endeavoured  to  guard  against  that 
by  providing  that  there  shall  be  a 
certain  period  of  probation,  with  due 
restrictions  for  the  prevention  of  contact 
with  other  animals. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  What  in  London 
would  be  the  probationary  period  ? 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  That  would  be  left 
entirely  to  the  discretion  of  the  Board. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY:  That  is  my 
principal  objection,  because  the  Inspector 
may  put  under  probation  the  entire 
stock  of  a  man,  and  prevent  him  from 
carrying  on  his  business,  practically, 
for  an  indefinite  period.  What  I  suggest 
is  that  there  should  be  some  limit  to  the 
probationary  period. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN:  During  the  time 
the  cows  were  in  the  dairy  in  a  state  of 
imprisonment,  with  a  view  to  ultimate 
slaughter  if  necessary,  the  dairyman 
would  be  able  to  pursue  his  business,  and 


to  sell  his  milk.  It  was  with  the  view 
of  not  immediately  destroying  his  busi- 
ness that  the  Bill  has  been  drawn  up  in 
this  way.  It  was  drawn  up  expressly  to 
meet  the  difficulty  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  pointed  out. 

(3.25.)  Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Isle  of  Thanet) :  As  I  understand  the 
point  which  has  been  raised,  it  is  that 
the  authorities  should  have  power  \o 
indicate  a  certain  number  of  animals 
which  it  may  be  necessary  to  slaughter 
eventually,  but  to  postpone  the  carrying 
out  of  the  order  for  an  indefinite  time. 
Perhaps  it  may  be  worthy  the  considera- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  it  is  not  desirable  to  give  the 
owner  power  to  call  on  the  authorities 
to  do  one  of  two  things — either  to  with- 
draw the  restriction  or  to  carry  out  the 
power  of  slaughter  at  once.  I  hope  my 
right  hon.  Friend  will  take  that  sugges- 
tion into  consideration.  As  the  Bill  is 
at  present  framed  the  town  cowkeeper 
would  not  know  exactly  where  he  stood. 

Mr.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset,  N.)  : 
It  might  be  of  advantage  to  the  dairy- 
man to  have  the  cash  down  so  as  to 
be  able  to  replace  the  suspected  animals; 
but  it  would  be  of  distinct  advantage  to 
the  farmer  that  the  authorities  should 
not  be  too  hasty  in  destroying  the 
animals. 

Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.): 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  contem- 
plate that  this  discretionary  power 
should  be  exercised  in  the  case  of 
country  dairies  as  well  as  of  town  dairies? 
I  hope  that  h?  does,  and  that  he  does 
not  entirely  exclude  from  consideration 
these  cases  which  must  arise  in  the 
country  as  well  as  in  the  town. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  I  contemplate  no 
exclusion  in  any  case,  either  in  regard 
to  town  or  country  dairies  ;  and  when  I 
prepared  the  Bill,  I  had  in  my  mind 
the  case  of  the  farmers'  fat  beasts, 
which  might  be  kept  for  three  weeks  or 
a  month  until  they  would  reach  their 
full  value.  Before  the  Report  I  will 
consider  the  suggestion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet  (Mr.  J.  Lowther). 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  As  I  under- 
stand  that  the  matter  will  be  duly  con- 
sidered I  will  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Question      again      proposed, 
Clause  1  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  May  I  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture'  to  amplify 
the  answer  which  he  gave  to  me 
recently  in  reference  to  the  movement 
of  cattle  ?  I  regret  to  find  that  no  dis- 
tinct arrangements  have  been  made  to 
regulate  the  movement  of  cattle  after 
an  epidemic.  If  each  Local  Authority 
is  allowed  to  legislate  for  itself,  great 
inconveninco  may  arise.  No  county 
has  suffered  more  than  my  own  from  the 
fact  that,  although  they  have  been  able 
to  frame  efficient  regulations  for  them- 
selves, the  Local  Authorities  of  other 
counties  have  not  discharged  their  duties 
so  efficiently,  and  diseased  animals  have 
found  their  way  into  Aberdeenshire. 
I  trust  that  in  future  the  Central 
Authorities  will  frame  stringent  rules, 
and  that  the  Local  Authorities  will  not 
be  left  to  make  their  own  regulations. 
Unless  something  of  that  kind  is  done  I 
am  afraid  the  Bill  will  be  of  very  little 
use. 

(3.30.)  Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  think  my 
hon.  Friend  misunderstood  my  answer. 
The  execution  of  the  orders  will  be 
carried  out,  as  usual,  by  the  Local 
Authorities  who,  of  course,  will  be  sub- 
ject to  the  inspection  of  the  officers  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture,  and  in  any  case 
of  default  in  adhering  most  strictly  to 
the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  the  Board  itself  will  step  in 
and  carry  out  the  orders. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT :  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  met  the  difficulty  by 
saying  that  the  rules  will  be  uniform, 
and  will  be  uniformly  enforced  through- 
out the  country. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  :  I  am  much 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  information  he  has  given  us. 

(3.31.)  Mr.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.) :  I 
trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give 
such  an  answer  to  the  appeal  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Longford  as 
will  render  it  unnecessary  for  me  to 
propose  the  new  clause  which  stands  in 
my  name.  I  quite  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Thanet 
that  as  the  Bill  now  stands  the  owners 
of  cattle  in  towns  will  not  know  their 
exact   position.      My    hon.    Friend  has 
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be  slaughtered  within  a  definite  period — 
say,  seven  days.  The  owners  of  cattle 
in  Dublin  desire  to  have  some  finality  in 
this  respect,  and  if  the  Bill  passes,  as 
framed,  it  will  be  perfectly  optional  for 
the  officers  employed  under  the  Act  to 
do  as  they  like ;  the  owners  of  dairies  will 
be  entirely  at  the  mercy  of  their  whims 
and  fancies.  Again,  the  Bill  provides 
that  the  authorities  may  declare  a 
place  free  from  infection  after 
56  days.  They  may  not  do  it 
sooner,  but  the  declaration  that  the 
place  is  free  from  pleuro-pneumonia  may 
be  delayed  for  months,  owing  to  the 
caprice  or  the  laziness  of  the  officers 
appointed  under  the  Bill.  We  think 
the  Bill  should  be  more  definite  on  this 
point.  I  know  of  one  case  in  which  the 
declaration  of  freedom  from  infection 
was  delayed  for  three  months,  and  all 
that  time,  although  it  was  winter,  the 
cattle  had  to  be  kept  in  the  field  instead 
of  being  properly  housed,  and  the  owner 
sustained  considerable  loss.  The  owner 
ought  to  know  his  exact  position.  I  trust 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  consider 
this  point. 

(3.35.)  Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  will  with 
pleasure.  I  want  clearly  to  understand 
one  thing.  I  assume  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman contemplates  a  condition  of  things 
where  all  the  cattle  have  been  slaugh- 
tered. In  such  a  case  a  specific  time 
might  be  mentioned  for  declaring  the 
place  free  from  infection.  But  if  any  of 
the  cattle  are  left  alive  it  will  be  quite 
impossible  to  fix  a  specific  time. 

Sir  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow,  Bridgeton):  I  think  it  would 
be  interesting  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  would  give  the  Committee  some 
information  as  to  the  officers  to  be  ap- 
pointed under  the  Bill.  What  will  be 
the  relations  between  the  staff  at  head- 
quarters and  the  Local  Authorities,  and 
what,  approximately,  will  be  the  expense 
to  be  incurred  ?  Of  course,  I  am  aware 
we  cannot  expect  to  have  details,  but  I 
should  like,  if  possible,  a  rough  outline. 

(3.36.)  Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  will  with 
pleasure  give  what  information  I  can. 
According  to  the  estimates  made  by  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  the  additional 
sum  required  will  be  about  £\ 0,000  a 
year.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  take 
any  steps  for  the  creation  of  the  staff 
until  the  Bill  is  passed  ;  and  it  will  be  a 
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comes  law  before  everything  can  be 
satisfactorily  arranged.  I  have  in  con- 
templation a  staff  that  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  carry  out  the  instructions  of  the 
Board,  as  a  reasonable  forecast  would 
estimate  tbem  to  be.  It  is  expected 
that  the  benefits  to  localities  from  the 
Bill  will  be  so  great  that  the  cordial 
assistance  and  support  of  the  Local 
Authorities  will  be  given.  We  hope 
that  our  officers  will  work  in  perfect  har- 
mony and  co-operation  with  the  Local 
Authorities,  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  will 
be  necessary  to  be  preparad  for  any 
opposite  result;  and  in  any  case  the 
work  of  inspection  must  be  heavy. 

*(3.38.)  Mr.  WHARTON  (York,  W.R., 
Ripon) ;  1  should  like  to  ask  whether 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  intend  to 
employ  the  existing  County  Inspectors, 
as  by  doing  so  a  considerable  economy 
might  be  effected,  and  their  local 
knowledge  would  be  of  great  value.  I 
think  the  Board  of  Agriculture  will 
lose  a  great  deal  if  they  pass  over  these 
gentlemen  in  their  appointments. 

(3.39.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT :  I  agree 
•with  the  hon.  Member  who  last  spoke, 
but  I  should  like  to  add  that  it  is 
necessary  that  the  Inspectors  should  be 
men  in  whom  the  counties  have  the 
greatest  possible  confidence.  It  would 
be  a  very  unwise  economy  to  appoint 
local  Inspectors  merely  because  they 
are  such. 

(3.40.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Might  I  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
consider,  when  the  slaughtered  animal 
has  been  found  not  to  be  infected  with 
pleuro-pneumonia,  the  possibility  of 
declaring  the  place  free  within  two  days  ? 
In  such  a  case  surely  56  days  is  too  long 
a  period  to  elapse  before  making  the 
declaration. 

*(3.41.)  Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  :  I  think  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  quite  right  in  saying  he 
wishes  to  consult  the  views  of  the  Local 
Authorities.  I  believe  if  he  takes  that 
course  he  would  get  from  them  valuable 
information  as  to  who  are  the  men 
likely  to  be  most  trusted  by  the  county. 
I  know  that  in  my  own  county  we  have 
often  wished  for  the  opinion  of  a 
Oovernment  Inspector,  because,  however 
excellent  a  man  the  local  officer  may 
be,  he  is  liable,  like  other  people,  to  make 
mistakes.  In  all  counties,  however,  there 
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are  men  pre-eminently  qualified  to  carry 
out  these  duties,  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  gets  his  information  locally 
from  the  best  men  I  hold  it  will  be  of 
great  advantage,  not  only  to  his  Depart- 
ment, but  also  to  the  country. 

(3.43.)  Mr.  CHAPLIN :  1  hope  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  will  not 
ask  me  to  bind  myself  at  present  to  a 
specific  number  of  days  for  the  cases 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  mentioned. 
I  certainly  think,  however,  that  where 
all  the  animals  have  been  slaughtered  a 
place  might  be  declared  free  within  a 
much  shorter  period  than  56  days.  The 
Board  will  certainly  endeavour  to  consult 
Local  Authorities,  whose  local  knowledge 
will  be  essential  to  the  effective  working 
of  the  Act,  but  I  recognise  the  importance 
of  having  men  upon  whom  the  Board  can 
thoroughly  rely.  Every  endeavour  shall 
be  made  on  the  part  of  the  Board  to  see 
that  this  is  done.  We  are  already  taking 
measures  to  ascertain  every  centre  of 
the  country  in  which  pleuro-pneumonia 
exists,  and  where  we  are  likely  to 
get  the  most  effectual  assistance. 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

(3.46.)  Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow, 
St.  Rollox)  :  The  Amendment  I  have  to 
move  raises  a  very  important  question. 
The  amount  to  be  paid  out  of  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  is  £140,000,  but,  in  the  event 
of  there  being  a  deficiency,  it  is  to  be 
supplied  out  of  the  local  taxation 
accounts  of  England  and  Scotland.  Now, 
there  is  a  very  important  principle  in- 
volved in  this.  The  local  taxation 
funds  are  already  the  property  of  the 
ratepayers,  and  it  has  always  been  held 
that  the  expenditure  of  such  funds  should 
be  managed  by  the  representatives  of  the 
locality.  But,  according  to  this  Bill,  the 
money  required  to  make  up  the  deficit 
will  be  taken  from  the  rates  by  the  Board 
of  Agriculture,  a  Board  over  which  the 
ratepayers  will  have  no  control.  The 
result  will  be  that  as  there  is  no  limit 
placed  on  the  expenditure  of  the  Board, 
it  may  spend  £300,000,  of  which 
£160,000  will  be  taken  out  of  local 
taxation.  Grants  were  eiven  to  locali- 
ties  on  condition  that  they  should  be 
hypothecated  by  Parliament  to  purposes 
that  were  new.  It  is  contrary  to  the 
principles  of  representative  Government 
that  localities  should  be  assessed   by  the 
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Imperial  Government  for  Imperial 
purposes,  and  that  they  should  be  called 
upon  to  pay  sums  out  of  local  taxation 
by  a  Board  which  they  have  no  right  to 
call  to  account.  Hitherto  the  money  has 
been  found  by  the  Local  Bodies,  but  then 
those  bodies  had  control  over  its  expen- 
diture, and,  as  a  result  of  their  good 
management,  the  expense  was  small.  In 
Glasgow,  for  instance,  we  have  during 
the  past  five  years  spent  only  £400  a 
year  under  the  Contagious  Diseases 
Animals  Act.  Now,  if  you  are  going  to 
take  the  management  out  of  the  hands  of 
Local  Bodies,  it  is  only  reasonable  that 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  should  bear  all 
the  cost.  Under  the  Bill  the  assessment 
to  make  up  the  deficiency  will  mil 
equally  upon  the  boroughs  and  counties : 
but  in  the  past  only  one-fourth  of  the 
cost  has  fallen  upon  the  boroughs,  while 
the  counties  have  had  to  bear  three- 
fourths,  which  shows  that  this  is  a 
matter  which  affects  the  counties  much 
more  than  it  does  the  boroughs.  In 
Scotland  the  rental  •  of  the  burghs  is 
exactly  equal  to  the  rental  of  the  counties, 
so  that  the  proposed  arrangement  will 
give  three  times  as  much  to  the  counties 
as  to  the  burghs.  We,  wm?  represent 
the  burghs  in  Scotland,  know  very  well 
that-  nearly  all  the  Conservative  Members 
represent  counties  in  Scotland,  and  we  can 
understand  a  Conservative  Government 
granting  more  relief  to  the  counties 
than  to  the  burghs.  Indeed,  one  of  our 
great  complaints  in  regard  to  Scotch 
legislation  is  that  the  burgh  ratepayer 
is  always  worse  treated  than  the  county 
ratepayer.  I,  therefore,  move  to  omit 
Sub-section  4,  on  the  ground  that  the 
whole  expense  of  the  working  of  the 
Act  should  be  paid  out  of  Imperial  funds, 
and  that  tho  sub-section  imposes  the 
burden  to  an  unfair  extent  on  the 
boroughs. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
13,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (4). — (Mr. 
Caldwell.) 

Question  proposed, 

41  That  the  words, « if  in  any  financial  year 
the  money  standing  to  that  account  is  in£uffi-< 
oient  to  defray  the  execution  of  this  Act  in 
Great  Britain,'  stand  part  of  the  Clause.  " 

(3.53.)    Dr.     CAMERON   (Glasgow, 

College)  :  I  have  a  suggestion  to  make 

which,  1  think,  if  adopted,  will  facilitate 

•  the  progress  of  this  measure.     This  is 

Mr.  Caldwell 


the  clause  which  raises  the  question  of 
the  mode  of  payment.  So  far  as  Scot* 
land  is  concerned,. the  Government  is  not 
satisfied  with  the  mode  of*  payment  pro* 
vided  in  the  clause,  and  the  .Lord  Advo- 
cate proposed  that,  instead  of  the  de- 
ficiency being  made  up  out  of  the  funds, 
for  pauper  lunatics,  it  should  be  made  up 
out  of  the  new  taxes  on  beer  and  whisky* 
The  House  has  not  agreed  to  that  yet ; 
and  on  the  very  sound  principle  affirmed 
last  night,  that  until  the  House  has  had 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  pur-, 
pose  for  which  a  tax  is  to  be  levied,  it 
should  not  be  imposed,  it  is  obvious  that 
it  is  premature  to  apply  to  the  expenses 
to  be  incurred  under  this  Act  taxes- 
which  have  not  yet  been  agreed  to.  I, 
therefore,  suggest,  that  the  House  should 
defer  the  consideration  of  the  machinery 
for  the  payment  of  the  expenses,  for 
which,  if  necessary,  the  Bill  can  be  re- 
committed before  the  Third  Beading. 
This  would  probably  save  time,  because 
there  are  a  number  of  Amendments  on 
the  Paper,  and  if  the  Government 
persist  in  pressing  this  clause,  we  shall 
be  obliged  to  discuss  those  Amendments. 

*(3.58.)  Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark, 
N.E.) :  I  think  there  is  a  good  deal  of 
reason  in  the  suggestion  .of  my  hon. 
Friend  As  the  Government  are  well 
aware,  the  proposal  to  supply  the 
deficiency  in  Scotland  out  of  the 
grant  for  pauper  lunatics  has  caused 
a  great  outcry,  and  it  is  now  ad- 
mitted to  be  indefensible.  The  Govern- 
ment have,  consequently,  made  a  fresh 
proposal  to  -set  apart '  certain  Customs 
and  Excise  Duties  for  the  purpose. 
But  the  Bill  appropriating  these  duties- 
to  the  purpose  is  not  before  the  House, 
and,  that  being  bo,  I  submit  that  the 
position  to-day  is  analogous  to  the 
position  yesterday,  when  the  Govern- 
ment postponed  the  consideration  of 
certain  clauses. 

*(3.59.)  Me.  MABJORIBANKS  (Ber- 
wickshire) :  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
St.  Bollox  Division  6eems  to  think  that 
there  are  no  Liberal  Members  for  Scotch 
counties.  Whatever  may  be  the  case  in 
the  West  of  Scotland,  it  certainly  is  not 
so  in  the  East.  If  the  proportions  in 
which  the  counties  and  burghs  have  con- 
tributed in  the  past  has  been  correctly 
stated,  my  contention  is  that  the  burghs 
have  paid  too  little,  for  they  are  directly 
benefited,  and    they  are  the  points  *  of 
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"entry  through  which  the  cattle 
reach  the  districts  in  the  counties. 
Therefore,  I  say  the  counties  have  aright 
to  expect  that  the  boroughs  shall  bear 
their  share  in  securing  that  the  cattle 
shall  be  introduced  in  a  good,  sound,  and 
healthy  condition.  The  boroughs  derive 
almost  the  entire  benefit  of  the  trade 
carried  on  in  foreign  cattle,  inasmuch  as 
the  middleman  and  the  consumer,  as 
well  as  the  Dock  Companies  and  the  ship* 
pins?  trade,  that  obtain  the  advantage  de- 
rived from  that  traffic.  Therefore,  if  the 
counties  pay  three-fourths  of  the  cost  of 
slaughtering  deceased  cattle  they  pay 
too  much ,  and  have  a  right  to  demand 
that  the  boroughs  shall  have  a  fair  charge 
laid  upon  them  in  connection  with  the 
enforcement  of  the  Act.  I  have  no 
objection  to  foreign  cattle  coming  to  this 
country ;  but  we  know  it  is  the  foreign 
competition  that  has  brought  down  the 
price  of  home-grown  cattle.  This  is  a 
very  good  thing  for  the  consumers,  the 
bulk  of  whom  reside  in  the  boroughs, 
and  who,  therefore,  ought  to  pay  the 
greater  portion  of  the  charge. 

*(4.2.)  Me.  HOZIER  (Lanark,  S.) :  I 
wish  to  emphasiza  the  arguments  which 
have  been  put  forward  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Marjoribanks).  Wer 
in  the  County  of  Lanark,  have  suffered 
more  than  any  other  part  of  Scotland 
from  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  we  attribute 
that  to  a  great  extent  to  the  fart  that 
deceased  cattle  are  landed  in  Glasgow, 
whence  the  infection  is  distributed 
through  Lanarkshire  and  the  rest  of  the 
kingdom. 

(4.4.)  Me.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) : 
In  my  opinion,  the  whole  cost  should  be 
thrown  upon  the  counties ;  but  before  en- 
tering on  that  question  I  wish  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  position  in  which  we  are 
placed.  1  hope  the  Government  will  tell 
us  what  course  they  are  going  to  pursue. 
We  are  in  this  difficulty,  that  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Caldwell)  has  completely  changed  the 
original  character  of  the  Amendment  of 
which  the  Lord  Advocate*gave  notice  at 
Subsection  6.  The  Amendment  put 
down  at  Sub-section  4  of  this  clause  is, 
in  some  degree,  met  by  the  Amendment 
of  the  Lord  Advocate  to  Subsection  6. 
The  difficulty  is  that  we  cannot  dis- 
cuss Sub-section  4  without  also  discuss- 
ing the  Lord  Advccate's  Amendment, 
which  comes  at  a  later  stage  of  the  Bill.  I 


I  think  it  would  be  an  advantage  if 
that  part  of  the  question  could  bo  pcstr 
poned.  The  matter  is  one  of  great  im- 
portance to  Scotland.  We  have  four 
proposals  before  us ;  one  proposal  is  to 
take  the  expenses  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund ;  another  is  to  take  it  out  of 
the  rates  altogether ;  another  to  take  it 
from  the  county  rates ;  and  the  fourth, 
that  the  Government  is  to  take  it  out  of 
the  new  tax  which  is  to  be  created  by  a  Bill 
which  has  not  yet  been  read  a  second 
time,  and  powibly  may  never  be  passed. 
I  think  it  would  be  highly  inconvenient 
that  the  proposal  we  are  discussing 
should  be  carried,  and  then  left  in  the  air 
because  it  is  entirely  dependent  on  the 
passing  of  another  Bill.  If  this  Bill  is 
passed,  which  is  very  likely,  inasmuch 
as  it  is  supported  by  the  Government,  it 
would  leave  this  Committee  proposing  to 
supplement  any  deficiency  out  of  moneys 
to  be  levied  by  a  tax  not  yet  imposed ; 
and  if  that  tax  be  not  imposed  this 
Bill  will  have  no  effect  as  regards 
Scotland,  or  could  only  be  made  effectual 
by  throwing  the  whole  amount  on  the 
General  Fund.  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  that  could  be  done  ;  and  I  sup- 
pose it  would  be  necessary  at  the  last 
moment  to  re -commit  the  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  dealing  with  the  matter,  or 
else  to  insert  a  provision  when  .the  Bill 
reaches  the  House  of  Lords,  I  should 
like  to  hear  from  the  Government  how. 
they  propose  to  obtain  the  money,  and 
whether  they  do  not  think  'the  best 
course  would  be  to  leave  the  question  of 
Scotland  out  of  the  Bill  altogether,  or  to 
postpone  this  clausa  until  the  money 
can  be  found  under  the  Lord  Advocate's 
BUI. 

(4.8.)  Mb.  BSSLEMONT:  I  must 
join  issue  with  my  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Caldwell).  It 
ill  becomes  him  to  taunt  counties  for 
representing  Conservatism,  seeing  that 
Glasgow,  with  her  seven-  Members,  send 
three  to  vote  with  the  Government.  I 
must  also  join  issue  with  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Bryce),  in  respect  to  the  apportionment. 
It  would  be  easy  to  show  that  the  burghs 
are  equally  if  not  more  benefited  than 
the  counties. 

(4.9.)  Me.  JEFFREYS  (Basingstoke)  : 

I  trust  the  Government  will  not  give  way 

on  this  clause*     Hitherto  the  counties 

have  paid  more  than  their  fair  share  cf 
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the  cost  of  the  Act,  and  it  appears  to  me 
to  be  a  matter  in  which  the  boronghs 
are  much  more  interested  than  the 
counties.  We  in  the  counties  have  to 
supply  the  boroughs  with  milk,  which  is 
a  very  important  article  of  consumption, 
and  cannot  be  imported  from  abroad. 
If  pleuro-  pneumonia  once  gets  into  the 
dairies  it  stops  the  supply  of  milk,  to  the 
great  detriment  of  the  town  consumers. 
The  counties  already  have  spent  enor- 
mous sums  in  endeavouring  to  stamp  out 
this  disease,  and  I  think  it  quite  time 
that  the  boroughs  should  be  called  upon 
to  pay  their  fair  share. 

(4.10.)  Mr.  J.  MACDONALD 
CAMERON  (Wick):  I  think  there 
is  a  great  deal  in  what  has 
been  said  by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Bryce)  in  regard  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  Lord  Advocate  for  providing 
the  money.  I  have  an  Amendment  of 
my  own  upon  the  Paper,  but  I  do  not 
propose  to  move  it  now.  I  hope,  how- 
ever, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
concur  in  the  proposal  that  the  clause 
should  be  postponed,  so  that  it  may  be 
brought  up  for  subsequent  discussion.  If 
it  be  true  that  the  counties  have  hitherto 
paid  three-fourths,  and  the  boroughs  only 
one-fourth  of  the  cost  of  enforcing  the  Act, 
the  difference  is  exceedingly  unfair  to  the 
counties ;  and  I  hope  the  Government 
will  persist  in  their  endeavour  to  make 
the  burden  as  equable  as  possible.  In 
Gloucestershire  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  9-10ths  of  the  disease  amongst  our 
cattle  is  disseminated  through  the  Port 
of  Bristol.  That  being  so,  it  is  mon- 
strous that  the  Gloucestershire  dairies 
should  have  to  bear  the  whole  of  the 
burden.  This  is  not,  and  must  ,not,  be 
allowed  to  be  a  Party  question. 

Mr.  C1JAPLIN  :  I  must  express  my 
surprise  that  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Bryce)  should  have  suggested  that 
Scotland  should  be  omitted  altogether 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  only  meant  that  that 
part  of  the  Bill  which  relates  to  Scotland 
should  be  postponed. 

(4.12.)  MR.CHAPLIN:  Every  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  refers  to  Scotland,  and 
to  Scotland  alone,  and  in  making  such  a 
proposition  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  prac- 
tically asking  us  to  postpone  the  whole 
Bill.  I  admit  that  it  is  something  of  an 
anomaly  that  we  should  be  looking  for 
a  portion  of  our  funds  to  a  Bill  which 
J/r.  Jeffreys 


has  not  yet  been  read  a  second  time.    I 
must  decline  to  contemplate  the  possi- 
bility  of    that    Bill   not   being  carried 
during  the  Session,  but  I  admit  the  force 
of  the  objection  taken  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men.    My  alternative  will  lie  either  in 
limiting  my  expenses,  or  in  taking  some 
measures  before  the  final  stages  which 
would    admit    of    the    introduction    of 
another  Bill.     The  explanation  which  I 
have  to  give  will,  I  hope,  be  satisfactory. 
I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  any  con- 
troversy between  the  boroughs  and  the 
counties,     further     than    to    say    that, 
although  in  times  past  it  might  be  the 
case  that  the  boroughs  had  to  pay  only 
only  one-fourth  Mid  the  counties  three- 
fourths  for  all  the  animals  slaughtered 
in  consequence  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  that 
was  no  guarantee  of  what  their  relative 
position   might  become  under  the  Bill. 
The  information  which  I  received  from 
those    gentlemen  who  assist    me,   and 
whose  opinions  are  more  to  be  relied  on 
than  those  of  any  others,  is  that  the  cost 
to  the  boroughs  might,  in  the  future,  be 
very     heavy,     because     in     the     large 
boroughs  pleuro-pneumonia  undoubtedly 
prevailed    more     than    anywhere    else. 
Whatever  may  be  the  case  with  regard 
to  the  past,  the  boroughs  will  find  that 
they  will  no   longer   occupy   the    same 
advantageous  position  with   respect    to 
the    counties.     But    the   whole   of   the 
additional  cost  to  be  raised  from   local 
resources  is  so  comparatively  small  and 
trivial   that   it   is   not   worth   while  to 
discuss  the  matter  at  any  great  length. 
I  stated  on  the  Second  Reading  that  this' 
was  a  question  upon  which  it  was  impos- 
sible, from  the  nature  of    the   case,  to 
obtain  an  accurate  estimate.    But  I  have 
had  a  great  many  estimates  made  with 
great    care,  and   the   most  extravagant, 
estimate  is  from  £200,000  to  £250,000, 
at   the    outside.     I    am  provided   with 
£160,000,  to  begin  with,   by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and,  in  addition, 
I  shall  have  all  the  money  derived  from 
the  sale  of  the  carcases  of  the  animals 
slaughtered.     I  cannot   say  how    much 
will  be  derived  from  that  source,  but  I 
shall  be  greatly  disappointed  if  I  do  not 
receive   a  considerable   sum.     I  cannot 
conceive,  even  at  the  worst,  that  I  shall 
have  to  ask    for    more    than  £50,000 
from    local    resources;    and  I    believe 
that   sum   to    be   an    extravagant    one. 
Supposing  we  are  called  upon  to  provide 
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that  sum,  how  could  it  fall  upon  Scot- 
land ?  It  is  to  be  provided  at  the  rate  of 
18  per  cent,  by  England,  and  12  per  cent, 
by  Scotland.  So  that,  really  assuming 
the  worst,  I  estimate  that  the  sum  Scot- 
land will  be  called  upon  to  pay  will 
range  from  £5,000  to  £7,000,  and  that 
would  have  to  be  distributed  among  the 
whole  of  the  Local  Authorities  of  the 
country.  Really  and  truly,  regarded  in 
that  way,  the  cost  which  is  to  fall  upon 
the  counties  and  the  boroughs  becomes  in- 
appreciable. I  hope,  and  still  think,  the 
small  call  will  not  be  required,  and  under 
the  circumstances  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  allow  the  Bill  to  proceed.  This  Bill  is 
accepted  by  all  sides  of  the  House,  and 
hon.  Members  are  anxious  to  see  it  pass; 
but,  knowing  the  state  of  public  busi- 
ness, suppose  it  was  not  possible  to  find  a 
further  opportunity  of  discussing  this 
measure,  do  you  think  that  the  constituen- 
cies, which  have  been  so  ably  represented 
by  the  Members  for  Scotland,  would  be 
very  well  pleased  at  the  loss  of  the  Bill  ?  I 
would  remind  the  House  that  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  has  power  at  the  present 
moment  to  insist  on  the  Local  Authori- 
ties carrying  out  the  Act  with  regard  to 
slaughter ;  and  if  they  do  not  do  it,  then 
the  Central  Authority  can  do  it  at  their 
expense.  I  thought  that  was  a  position 
which  ought  to  be  remedied,  and,  there- 
fore, I  introduced  this  Bill,  which, 
accepted  by  all  who  are  specially  inter- 
ested, will  be  a  great  gain  to  the  country, 
and  1  think,  therefore,  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  proceed. 

De.    CAMERON:    I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  misapprehends  the  posi- 
tion we  take   up.      Nothing  is  further 
from  our  thoughts  than  to  prevent  the 
Bill  proceeding.      When  the   Bill  was 
drafted  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  pro- 
posed to  deal  with  a  small  surplus  in  a 
manner  which  may   be   satisfactory   to 
English  Members;    but  in  the  case  of 
Scotland  he  proposes  that  a  deficit,  which 
may  possibly  amount  to  £7,000,  should  be 
taken  out  of  the  sum  at  present  allocated 
to  the  maintenance    of  pauper  lunatics. 
That  was  so  very  questionable  a  proposal 
that  an  outcry  was  raised  in  Scotland, 
and  it  was  abandoned.     I  do  not  enter 
into  any  discussion  about  counties  and 
boroughs.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
they  should  bear  the  expense  equally, 
and  upon  that  point  we  are  at  one.     But 
the   Government  have  been  obliged  to 


make  another  proposal  for  obtaining  thtj 
residue  of  the  money  required  for  carrying- 
out   the  Act,   and  the  Lord    Advocate 
proposes  to  allocate  a  sum  from  the  new 
duty  on   spirits   and    beer.     I    believe, 
almost  every  Scotch  Member  is  opposed 
to  the  imposition  of  the  new  Whisky 
Duty.    But  we  protest,  from  independent 
and  Constitutional  considerations,  so  far 
as  Scotland  is  concerned,  against  being 
committed  to  the  expenditure  of  a  tax 
which  we  consider  to  be  most  unjustly 
levied  upon  Scotland.     The  injustice  of  it 
has  only  become  apparent  since  yesterday, 
when  the  Government  issued  a  Return 
intended  to  show  the  equity  of   their 
proposal.      We    were    told    on    Friday 
night     that     Scotland     was     receiving 
£18,000    more     than    she     contributed 
as     her    share    to    the    Probate   Duty, 
but    the     Government    Return    issued 
yesterday    shows    that  she    will    have 
to  pay  £52,000  more   than  her  share 
in     connection     with    this    new     tax. 
Now,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is  a  fair-minded  man,  and  when  these 
figures  are  pointed  out  to  him  he  will 
incontinently  abandon  his  proposal    as 
indefensible.     Then  what  becomes  of  the 
financial  provisions  of  this  Bill,  so  far  as 
any  deficit  is  concerned,  if  the  Govern- 
ment have  to  rely  upon  the  Amendment 
of  the  Lord  Advocate,  which  would  then 
not  be  worth  the  paper  it  is  written  on  I 
The  proposal  I  make  does  not  mean  the 
discussion  of  the  whole  question  again. 
My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Caldwell)  might 
object  to  the  incidence  as  between  the 
counties  and  boroughs,  but  that  is  the 
only  point  that  would  be  left  for  discus- 
sion.    But  if  you  proceed  with  this  now, 
we    shall    be    obliged    to    discuss    the 
whole  of  the  Amendments,  which  will 
be  absolutely  useless,  and  we  shall    be 
obliged  to  discuss  the  Lord  Advocate's 
Amendment,  and  certainly  in  nine  cases 
out  of  10  it  will  simply  be  a  waste  of 
time.     On    these    grounds  I  urge    the 
postponement  of  this  sub-section. 

(4.26.)  Mb.  LLEWELLYN :  The  # 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Rollox  has  used 
the  argument  that  the  money  has  not 
been  voted,  and  last  night  the  argu- 
ment was  used  that  the  money  could 
not  be  voted  until  we  had  the  details. 
Looking  at  the  Amendments  on  the 
Paper,  it  is  clear  that,  the  opposition  is 
from  the  Borough  Members.  If  we  are 
to  vote  on  this  Amendment,  I  see  no 
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fteason  why  we  should  not  at  once  go  to 
a  Division. 

*(4.28.)  Mr.  J.  WILSON*  (Govan) : 
I  find  by  the  Returns  that  the  expense 
connected     with    plenro-pneumonia    in 

Scotland,  in  1887-8 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  :  As  far  as  the  expen- 
diture of  the  money  is  concerned, 
England  and  Scotland  share  alike  in  all 
cases  in  the  Common  Fund.  Scotland,  in 
the  event  of  a  deficiency,  is  only  called 
upon  to  subscribe  12  per  cent.,  and 
England  18  per  cent. 

♦Mr.  WILSON :  So  far  as  Scotland  is 
concerned,  the  cost  of  stamping  out  this 
disease  was  £38,707  in  1887-8,  but  the 
actual  amount  spant  in  that  year  was 
£54,756.  The  proportion  of  the  grant 
referring  to  Scotland  under  the  new 
arrangement  would  have  been  £16,800, 
the  difference  being,  in  round  figures, 
the  sum  of  £37,000.  Therefore,  the  esti- 
mate of  £7,000  as  tlie  whole  of  the 
amount  that  we  would  be  called  upon  to 
pay  out  of  the  rates,  is,  I  am  afraid,  rather 
fallacious.  However,  it  is  a  good  Bill ; 
and  I  am  sure  the  people  will  welcome 
it,  but  we  really  ought  to  see  where  the 
money  is  to  come  from,  and  the  burden 
should  not  be  laid  upon  the  boroughs 
more  than  in  the  past.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  requires  more  than  the 
£140,000,  it  should  be  obtained  from  the 
rates  as  heretofore. 

(4.30.)  Mr.  C.  GRAY  (Maldon) : 
There  would  be  no  difficulty  as  to  the 
money.  I  respectfully  submit  that  you 
may  meet  the  case  by  a  Is.  poll  tax  on 
all  foreign  cattle. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  233  ; 
Noes  102.— (Div.  List,  No.  79.) 

•(4.42.)  Mr  D.  CRAWFORD :  I  beg 
to  move  to  insert  in  line  15,  after  "  Great 
Britain,"  the  words  "(a)  in  England/' 
The  object  of  this  Amendment  is  to  give 
a  different  method  of  providing  against 
any  possible  deficiency  instead  of  that  in 
the  Bill.  It  is  provided  in  the  Bill  that 
any  deficiency  that  may  occur  is  to  be 
made  good  both  in  England  and  Scotland 
out  of  the  local  taxation  accounts. 
That  may  be  a  very  good  plan  in  England, 
and  I  propose  to  distinguish  the  case  of 
England  by  inserting  these  words.  But 
it  is  not  a  good  plan  in  Scotland,  and 
accordingly,  by  consequential  Amend- 
ments, I  propose  to  provide  the  funds  in 
another  way.  In  the  discussion  it  has 
Mr.  Llewellyn 


been  said  that  the  Government  are  J*ot 
adhering  to  the  plan  for  providing  for 
this  deficiency  which  they  themselves 
suggest  in  the  Bill.  They  first  suggest 
that  the  money  should  be  taken  from 
the  local  grant  in  aid,  conferred  only 
last  year  on  the  Local  Authorities  for 
the  benefit  of  pauper  lunatics,  and  now 
they  have  departed  from  that  and 
propose  that  the  deficiency  should 
continue  to  come  out  of  the  Local 
Taxation  Account,  but  that  instead  of 
being  derived  from  the  grant  for  pauper 
lunatics  it  is  to  be  derived  from  the 
proceeds  of  the  Spirit  Tax  which  the 
House  has  not  yet  assented  to.  Though 
that  plan  is  free  from  the  objections 
which  might  have  been  urged  against 
the  ;  proposal  to  take  the  money  from 
the  grant  for  pauper  lunatics,  it  is 
open  to  other  objections  of  its  own. 
What  I  would  suggest  is  that  the  defi- 
ciency might  very  well  continue  to  be 
levied  both  in  counties  and  in  burghs  in 
the  same  way  as  the  assessment  under 
the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture says,  the  sum  required  will  be  ex- 
ceedingly small,  and  I  hope  his  estimate 
will  turn  out  to  be  correct.  The  machinery 
is  there,  and  I  think  that  would  be  the 
simplest  way  of  making  up  any  deficiency. 
I  would  not  be  a  party  to  laying  a  new 
burden  on  the  counties — as  a  County 
Member  myself.  This  is  not  laying  a  new 
burden  on  the  counties.  From  the  enor- 
mous proportion  of  the  tax  the  counties 
will  be  relieved  by  this  Bill  which  we 
welcome  and  desire  to  see  passed.  The 
objections  to  the  method  of  supplying 
the  deficiency  proposed  by  '  the  Govern- 
ment are  much  greatar  than  those 
to  the  method  I  now  propose.  The  objec- 
tions to  the  Government  plan  are  these : 
We  object  to  meeting  the  deficiency  by 
a  Bill  which  has  not  yet  passed — and 
however  inconvenient  it  may  be,  I  find  it 
necessary  to  make  some  reference  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  itself.  A  share  of 
the  Spirit  Tax  will  be  granted  under 
it  to  the  Local  Authorities  in  Scotland, 
and  that  money  will  be  apportioned  in  a 
particular  way.  It  will  give  so  much 
for  the  superannuation  of  the  police  and 
so  much  for  compensation  to  be  paid  to 
holders  of  licences  which  are  to  be 
abolished ;  and,  finally,  it  will  say  that 
the  rest  of  the  Spirit  Tax  is  to  be  charge* 
able  with  the   deficiency  we  are  dealing- 
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with  in  this  Bill;  There  id  a  great  deal 
in  that  Bill  which  almost  all  of  us  object 
to  in  Urto  ;  therefore,  we  do  not  want  to 
make  it  a  vehicle  for  enacting  the  neces- 
sary provision  required  under  the  present 
Bill  But  we  have  a  more  specific  objection 
than  that.  It  says  that  a  sum. of  £40,000 
is  to  be  given  for  the  completion  of 
the  free  education  system  in  Scotland. 
We  know  that  that  sum  is  not  sufficient, 
and  we  are  at  a  loss  to  know  why 
the  Government — after  having,  as  we 
thought,  given  us  free  education  in 
Scotland  last  year — should  tinker  with 
the  question  by  giving  us  another 
driblet  instead  of  completing  the  edifice. 
We  are  exceedingly  anxious  that  suffi- 
cient money  should  be  got  for  the  pur- 
pose now  that  we  have  entered  upon  the 
policy  of  freeing  education  in  Scotland. 
On  that  ground  I  object  to  the  proceeds 
of  the  Spirit  Tax  being  diminished  for 
an  unnecessary  purpose,  such  as  is  con- 
tained in  this  Bill.'  I  should  think  that 
nearer  £70,000  than  £40,000  will  be 
required  for  freeing  Scotch  education, 
and  I  object  to  any  deduction  for  other 
purposes  from  sums  which  can  be  made 
available  to  complete  the  system  of  free 
education. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
line  15,  after  "  Britain,"  insert  u(a)  In 
England." — (Mr.  Donald  Crawford.) 

(4,53.)  The  LORD  ADVOCATE 
{Mr,  J.  P.  B.  Robertson,  Bute) :  I 
must  say  the  hon.  Member  has  intro- 
duced into  the  Debate  very  various  and 
very  controversial  subjects,  and  I  must 
deprecate  the  tone  of  his  remarks.  I 
have  noticed  that  several  speeches 
which  have  come  from  the  opposite 
•side  have  been  characterised  by  the 
warmth  of  their  controversial  tone.  The 
-object  which  I  have  in  view  is  to  facilitate 
4he  Committee  in  coming  to  a  decision  on 
what  is,  after  all,  a  very  small  practical 
question.  It  should  be  borne  in  •  mind 
that  the  amount  that  has  to  be  provided 
•for  is  contingent, .» and  is  almost  certain 
to  be  very  small.  It  will  probably  be 
£4,000  or  £5,000  at  the  outside.  The 
amount  is  to  be  distributed  over  the 
whole  of  Scotland,  and  what  we  have  to 
do  is  to  find  a  ready  means  of  enabling 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  put  his  hands  on  the  money 
without  delay  or  embarrassment.  That 
points  toaCentral  Fund.  Thefiratobjection 


I  have  to  the  Amendment  is  that  it  will, 
for  this  wretched  sum  of  £4,000  or 
£5,000,  make  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  creditor  for  all  the 
counties  and  burghs  in  Scotland,  and 
will  require  him  to  go  down  and  pick  up 
the  wretched  fragments  pertaining  to 
each  community.  That  is  altogether 
inconsistent  with  the  scheme  of  the  Bill, 
which  is  approved  by  both  sides  of  the 
House — that  scheme  being  that  the 
question  should  be  dealt  with  as  a  matter 
of  administration  in  which  the   whole 

* 

community  is  intarested.  It  is  true 
that  the  proposal  of  the  Government  is 
to  attach  a  fund  which  has  not  yet  come 
into  existence,  and  I  admit  that  the 
objection  to  the  proposal  on  that  ground 
is  plausible.  It  is  said  that  it  is  proble- 
matical whether  the  Whisky  Duty  will 
really  be  imposed ;  but,  to  say  the  least, 
there  is  certainly  an  even  chance  that 
the  duty  will  be  imposed  and  that  the 
fund  will  be  available.  However,  to 
meet  the  objection  of  the  hon.  Member 
opposite,  I  am  willing,  if  the  Committee 
will  now  agree  to  the  proposal  to  attach 
liability  to  the  proceeds  of  the  Whisky 
Tax,  to  undertake  that  the  Bill  shall  not 
be  passed  until  a  decision  shall  have  been 
come  to  upon  the  question  of  the  imposi- 
tion of  the  tax. 

(4.56.)  Sir  G.  TREVELYAN:  I 
think  there  is  a  great  deal  in  the  con- 
tention of  the  Lord  Advocate.  I  am 
one  of  those  who  hold  in  the  strongest 
manner  that  the  liability  for  any 
deficiency  ought  to  fail  on  the  counties 
where  diseased  animals  are  killed ;  but, 
as  the  principle  of  local  liability  has  been 
abandoned,  it  is  useless  to  attempt  to 
revive  it  when  only  such  small  sums  as 
will  be  required  to  make  good  deficiencies 
are  in  question.  If  they  have  recourse 
to  the  county  and  burgh  rates  in  order 
to  make  good  the  deficiency  of  £5,000  or 
£7,000  in  Scotland,  the  work  of  collection 
will  be  quite  disproportionate  to  the  sum 
collected.  The  Government,  I  under- 
stand, having  undertaken  the  duty  of 
suppressing  pleuro- pneumonia,  are  pre- 
pared, in  the  last  resort,  to  throw  the 
whole  expense  on  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  That  is  an 
unwarranted  inference  to  draw  from 
anything  which  I  have  said. 

Sib  G.  TREVELYAN:  Nevertheless 
it  must  be  the  inevitable  result  of 
the  course  which  the  Government  6re 
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pursuing.  Supposing  that  the  Spirit 
Duty  proposal  is  not  agreed  to,  there 
will  be  very  good  grounds  for  urging  the 
Government  to  supply  the  deficiencies  in 
respect  of  the  slaughter  of  diseased  cattle 
from  other  Imperial  sources.  I  should 
myself  strongly  oppose  the  additional 
duty  on  spirits ;  but  pending  the  decision 
of  the  House  upon  that  question,  I  think 
we  might  well  leave  the  matter  under 
consideration  as  it  stands  at  present. 

(5.0.)  Mr.  MARJORIBANKS :  I 
think  it  is  utterly  unreasonable  that 
we  should  go  on  wrangling  about 
a  small  remnant  which  is  mere  sur- 
plusage. If  this  is  going  to  be  a  large 
amount,  the  more  reason  why  it 
should  be  borne  by  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer. All  these  new  proposals  should 
be  charged  upon  Imperial  Funds,  and 
this  is  recognised  by  the  proposal  for  the 
new  Whisky  Tax.  It  is  useless  to  dis- 
cuss now  whether  that  proposal  will  pass 
the  House  or  not.  If  it  does  not  pass, 
then  the  Government  must  find  some 
other  means  of  meeting  this  remnant. 
County  Members  cannot  submit  to  the 
proposal  that  this  remnant,  be  it  big  or 
small,  should  be  charged  on  the  county 
rates.  I  shall  certainly  give  most  deter- 
mined opposition  to  any  proposal  to 
charge  the  deficit  on  county  or  borough 
rates. 

(5.1.)  Mr.  BRYCB:  I  do  not  think 
my  right  hon.  Friend  quite  appreciates 
the  position  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lanark  (Mr.  Crawford).  This  is 
not  a  question  as  between  burghs  and 
counties.  This  Amendment  is  the  first 
of  a  series  leading  up  to  the  proposal 
to  provide  this  compensation  from  local 
taxation  accounts. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  should  here 
mention  that  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  upon  the 
Amendment  now  before  us  will  decide 
all  the  other  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
involving  the  question  of  differential 
treatment. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  I  thank  you,  Sir,  for 
explaining  that.  I  was  going  to  point  out 
what  I  conceive  to  be  the  effect  of  the 
Amendment.  It  is  really  a  question 
as  to  taking  the  money  as  regards 
Scotland  as  well  as  England  out  of  local 
taxation  accounts,  and  not  whether  we 
should  treat  it  differently  in  England 
and  Scotland.  The  Lord  Advocate  antici- 
pates that  the  deficiency  will  be  small  in 
Sir  O.  Irevelyan 


amount,  and  he  has  suggested  that  the 
House   should  reserve   its  control  over 
the  Bill  until  the  question  of  the  impo- 
sition of.  the  new  Spirit  Duty  is  decided, 
and  that,  .1  think,  is  a  fair  offer.     There 
is,  however,  one  difficulty.     After   ihe 
allocation  of   the   proposed  tax  to  the 
purposes  set  out,  the    "residue"   is  to 
be    applied     for     purpcsss   of     pleuro- 
pneumonia, in  conformity  with  an  Amend- 
ment which  the  Lord  Advocate  has  yet 
to  move  to  the  Bill.     But  suppose,  for 
the  sake  of  argument,  we  withdraw  our 
Amendments,  that  we  agree  the  money 
shall  come  from  local  taxation,  that  the 
proposal  of  the  Lord  Advocate  is  accepted, 
and  that  the  Customs  and  Excise  Bill  is 
read  a  second  time ;  and  we  on  this  side 
of  the  House — I  think  I  may  say  univer- 
sally— are  prepared  to  urge  in  Committed 
that  the  sum  allotted  for  the  relief  of 
school  fees  is  inadequate ;  if  we   have 
assented     to     taking     the     "  residue u 
for  pleuropneumonia  purposes,  are  we 
thereby  precluded  from  insisting  that  all 
the  money  that  can  possibly  be  taken 
shall  be  devoted  to  freeing  school  feest 
Either  we  must  oppose  the  proposal  of 
the  Lord  Advocate  now  with  a  view  to 
the  contention  we  intend  to  raise  on  the 
Customs  and  Excise  Bill  for  the  purpose 
of   free  education,  or  we  must  have    a 
complete  and  explicit  declaration   that 
the  question  shall  be  considered  entirely 
res  integra,  and  that  we  shall  not  be  met 
with    the     objection    that    we    cannot 
increase  the  sum  for  free  education,  the 
residue     having    already    been    appro- 
priated. 

(5.6.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT  :  I  hope  the 
question  of  differential  rates  will  not  be 
pressed  now  upon  such  a  small  sum,  but 
I  would  ask  the  Lord  Advocate,  with 
whose  opinion  and  remarks  I  agree  so 
far,  whether  it  is  worth  while  to  ask  the 
Committee  to  commit  itself  to  his  pro- 
position now?  If  we  understand  that 
the  deficit  shall  be  raised  from  some 
Imperial  rate,  we  shall  be  quite  content 
to  leave  the  matter  open,  and  the  passing 
of  this  Bill  will  be  facilitated. 

(5.7.)  Dr.  CAMERON :  That,  I  think, 
is  a  sensible  suggestion  ;  it  is,  in  met, 
the  suggestion  I  made  before  the  last 
Division,  and  which,  if  the  Government 
had  accepted  it,  we  might  have  been 
fairly  through  the  Bill  by  this  time. 
Let  the  Lord  Advocate  leave  the  Bill,  as 
regards  Scotland,  in  the  position  in  which 
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it  now  stands  for  the  present,  deferring 
the  proposition  he  is  pledged  to  make  to 
a  later  stage. 

•(5.8.)  Mb.  D.  CRAWFORD:  I  am 
anxious  to  take  the  course  suggested  by  my 
hon.  Friends,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  press 
my  Amendment,  but  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  give  an  assurance  that  our 
position  on  the  question  of  payments  in 
relief  of  school  fees  under  the  Customs 
and  Excise  Bill  shall  be  considered  as 
intact. 

(5.9.)  Mb.  CHAPLIN :  There  is  one 
consideration  that  presses  in  this  matter, 
and  which,  perhaps,  I  should  have  men- 
tioned before.  As  a  matter  of  fact  this 
disease  is  spreading  rapidly ;  the  Com- 
mittee will  regret  to  learn  that  the  last 
Returns  are  most  unfavourable.  This 
means  that  every  day  I  am  denied  the 
power  of  dealing  with  this  disease  the 
loss  becomes  greater.  If  the  Bill  is 
held  over,  as  hon.  Members  desire,  I 
trust  it  may  not  be  for  any  considerable 
period,  for  ultimately  it  means  greatly 
increased  cost  to  Scotland  as  well  as 
England;  the  loss  will  certainly  be 
greater  than  anything  you  can  hope  to 
gain.  I  am,  therefore,  anxious  to  come 
to  an  understanding  which  would  facili- 
tate the  passing  of  the  measure.  The 
utmost  limit  to  which  I  feel  disposed  to 
go  is  this — that  while  I  decline  to  admit 
the  possibility  of  the  other  Bill  not 
passing,  I  would  undertake  that  until 
that  Bill  does  pass,  or  other  means 
are  provided,  I  will  not  exceed  the 
amount  to  be  received  from  Imperial 
sources. 

(5.11.)  Db.  CAMERON:  But  what 
are  we  to  understand  ?  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate gave  us  an  assurance  that  the  Bill 
should  not  leave  our  control  until  the 
principle  of  the  other  Bill  was  affirmed, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  throws 
over  his  Colleague,  and  says,  "  I  must 
make  progress  with  the  Bill."  Are  we 
to  place  upon  the  words  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  that  reliance  which  on  Scotch 
matters  we  usually  attach  to  anything  he 
says  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  or  are  we 
to  consider  him  as  subordinate  in  this 
matter  to  the  decision  of  a  Cabinet 
Minster?  I  certainly  think  the  pro- 
posal for  meeting  the  residue  should  be 
left  in  skeleton,  as  it  stands,  to  be  filled 
in  afterwards  by  the  Lord  Advocate's 
•proposal,  or  in  some  other  way  that  may 


suggest  itself.     If  that  is  done  we  are 
ready  to  forego  contention  now. 

(5.13.)  Mb.  CHANN1NG  (North- 
ampton, E.) :  As  an  English  county 
member  I  would  just  say  a  word  in 
support  of  the  suggestion  of  the 
Minister  for  Agriculture.  This  is  a  Bill 
for  the  prevention  of  a  disease  that  does 
infinite  injury,  and  it  is  very  important 
that  it  should  be  carried  into  law,  and  1 
think  that  the  offer  of  the  Government 
ought  to  be  accepted. 

(5.14.)  Mb.  ESSLEMONT :  I  must 
say  the  discussion  is  being  carried  on  at 
needless  length.  Now,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Chaplin)  has  said  thai 
if  the  worst  comes  to  the  worst  he  will 
do  without  more  money,  and,  under 
these  circumstances,  I  again  appeal  to  the 
Lord  Advocate  not  to  press  his  proposal 
with  regard  to  the  Spirit  Duties  now,  but 
to  leave  it  open,  and  the  Bill  will  proceed 
fairly  and  smoothly. 

(5.15.)  Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN  (Stirling,  <fcc.)  :  I  quite  agree  that 
would  facilitate  matters,  but  unfortunately 
some  sort  of  Amendment  of  the  kind  is 
absolutely  necessary,  unless  we  are  to 
fall  back  upon  the  Pauper  Lunatic  Fund. 
All  that  we  want  on  this  side  of  the 
House  is  that  it  shall  be  explicitly  under- 
stood that  we  are  not,  either  technically, 
or,  as  I  might  say,  morally  disqualified 
from  discussing  this  matter  fully  when 
we  come  to  deal  with  it  later. 

(5.17.)  Mb.  CHAPLIN:  I  think  we 
have  made  every  effort  to  meet  hon.  Gen* 
tlemen  opposite.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Lord  Advocate  made  a  proposal  which,  I 
understood,  was  not  accepted  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite, and  I  then  made  another.  As 
I  said  before,  I  decline  to  admit  the  possi- 
bility of  the  Licensing  Bill  not  passing, 
but  I  have  no  hesitation  in  repeating  my 
undertaking  to  confine  the  money  spent 
for  the  purpose  of  the  BUI  to  £160,000, 
until  that  Bill  is  passed  or  some  other 
way  settled. 

(5.19.)  Db.  CAMERON:  In  that 
case  I  do  not  see  that  we  want  the 
Amendment  of  the  Lord  Advocate  to 
Sub-section  5  of  Clause  6,  and  the  sim- 
plest plan  will  be  to  strike  out  the  Sub- 
section, leaving  the  matter  practically 
open.  I  do  not  think  that  the  proposal 
of  the  Lord  Advocate  that  we  should  re- 
tain control  of  this  Bill,  pending  the  de* 
cision  of  the  House  on  the  other  Bill, 
was  objected  to  except  by  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  (Mr.  ChapHn)  himself  who 
seemed  determined  to  push  his  Bill 
through.  [Interruptions.]  I  have  no  wish 
to  impede  the  Bill,  and  did  not  impede 
the  Second  Beading;  but  there  are 
matters  of  detail  which  closely  affect  our 
constituencies.  Our  best  plan,  I  think, 
will  be  to  drop  the  Amendments  relating. 
to  Scotland  until  we  come  to  Clause  5, 
and  then  take  a  Division  on  Sub-section  5 
of  that  clause. 

(5.25.)  Mb.  BARCLAY  (Forfershire): 
Delay  in  passing  this  Bill  will  be  a  public 
misfortune,  and  1  hope  the  Government 
will  not  agree  to  indefinitely  postpone 
its  discussion.  A  few  days'  delay  will 
cause  a  greater  expenditure  than  the 
whole  of  the  sum  which  is  now  being  dis- 
cussed, which  only  amounts  to  some 
£4,000  to  £7,000.  I  hope  and  believe 
that,  if  the  Act  is  vigorously  carried  out, 
the  sum  required  next  year  will  be  much 
smaller. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Claus3  agreed  to. 

Clause  5. 

.  (5.30.)  Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone, 
Mid) :  I  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  this  clause.  There  is 
nothing  in  the  Bill  which  would  prevent 
the  expenditure  of  £140,000  in  England, 
but  I  notice  that  the  contribution  from 
the  Treasury  to  Ireland  is  restricted  to 
£20,000.  That  is  not  equality  of  treatr 
ment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
may  be  aware  that  in  March  an  enor- 
mous number  of  cattle  were  slaughtered 
in  Dublin  with  the  object  of  stamping 
put  the  cattle  disease.  If  the  compensa- 
tion for  these  cattle  is  to  come  out  of 
ihe  £20,000,  the  sum  may  be  ex- 
hausted, and  any  further  amount  required 
would  have  to  come  out  of  the  rates.  I 
would  suggest  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  make  some  provision  in 
this  clause  for  an  additional  grant  to 
cover  the  amount  that  has  already  been 
expended. 

(5.32.)  Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) : 
As  the  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land has  entered  the  House  I  wish  to 
press  on  his  attention  the  point  raised 
by  my  hon.  Friend.  The  slaughter  of 
cattle  for  disease  in  Ireland  takes  place 
almost  exclusively  in  Dublin,  and  the 
xesult  is  that  a  very  oppressive  burden 
Dr.  Cameron 


has  fallen  on  the  North  ;  and  South 
Dublin  Unions.  I  wish  to  ask  whether 
those  Unions  will  be  compensated  out 
of  the  £20,000  for  the  special  burden 
that  has  fallen  on  them  in  this  respect ; 
and  I  desire  also  to  know  what  security 
wo  have  that  those  Unions  will  in  the 
future  be  saved  from  loss  ? 

(5.34.)  Ma.  CHAPLIN:  The  £20,000 
will  go  on  from  year  to  year,  and,  if  it 
be  not  all  spent  in  the  first  year,  it  will 
mount  up.  It  is  quite  true  that  a  large 
number  of  cattle  have  been  slaughtered 
in  Ireland,  but  I  apprehend  that  the 
expenditure  next  year  is  not  likely  to  be 
as  great  as  it  has  been  recently.  The 
£20,000,  therefore,  will  not  probably  be 
all  spent 

(5.37.)  Mb.  SEXTON:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  seem  to  have 
understood  our  contention.  What  we 
desire  to  know  is  whether  any  special 
step  will  be  taken  by  which  the  amount 
spent  by  these  two  Unions  out  of  the 
rates  will  be  made  cfood  to  them  ? 
*(5.37.)  Mk.  MADDEN :  No  doubt 
the  greater  amount  of  the  cost  of 
stamping  out  pleuro-pneumonia  has 
fallen  on  Dublin.  I  think  I  can  pro- 
mise that  my  right  hon.  Friend  *  the 
Chief  Secretary  will  give  his  attention 
to  the  subject  and  will  consider  whether 
the  clause  in  the  Bill  is  adequate  and 
gives  the  necessary  relief. 

(5.38.)  Me.  MAHONY  (Meath, 
N.) :  May  I  point  out  that,  as  the 
clause  is  drawn  at  present,  the  first  year 
is  unfairly  burdened?  The  £20,000 
to  be  given  for  the  first  year  will  really 
be  required  to  meet  the  debts  of  pre* 
the  clause  in  the  Bill  is  adequate  to 
join  the  necessary  relief. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  6. 

(5.39.)    Dr.   CAMERON:   I  beg  to 
move  the  omission  from  this  clause  of 
Sub-sections  4  and  5.    If  my  Amend- 
ment be  accepted,  the  result  will  be  to 
enable  the  BUI  to  come  into  operation, 
at  once.     The    right  hon.    Gentleman/ 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  has  told  us  that  he  doe^s 
not  propose  to  exceed  the  expenditure 
of  £160,000,  and  that  it  is  of  the  verjy 
first  importance  that  he  should  be  ablo 
to  incur  that  expenditure.    There  is  nvo 
reason  why,  if   these  two  sub-seotkmfc 
were  omitted  from  the  Bill,  the  measi 
should  not  come  into  force  to-morrow. 
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The  Government  propose  to  provide  for 
the  deficit  in  a  manner  that  must  neces- 
sarily give  risa  to  a  considerable  amount 
of  controversy.  They  proposa  to 
levy  a  tax  to  which  a  large  number 
of  the  Scottish  Members  are  opposed. 
The  Lord  Advocate  proposes  to  divert 
from  free  education  a  sum  of  money  with 
which  to  pay  compensation  to  landowners 
for  the  slaughtering  of  their  cattle 
arising  from  pleuropneumonia.  It  is 
all  very  well  to  say  the  Government  fully 
agrees  to  the  understanding  that  nothing 
contained  in  this  Bill  is  to  be  held  as 
prejudicing  us  when  we  come  to  discuss 
the  provisions  of  the  Licensing  Bill.  But 
if  we  have  spent  the  money  here  we 
may  discuss  until  we  are  black  in  the 
face  and  we  will  not  be  able  to  get  it 
back.  The  obvious  cause  to  prevent  any 
complication  is  to  oppose  now  the 
application  of  this  money.  I  beg  to 
move  the  omission  of  Sub-s actions  4 
and  5. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  4,  line  14, 
leave  out  sub-secfcions  4  and  5. — (Dr. 
Cameron.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  I   think  the   Go- 

vernment     might     readily    accept   this 

Amendment,  which  is  really  proposed  with 

the  view  of  carrying  out  their  intentions. 

The   deficiency  is  to  be  debited  to  the 

.    Local  Taxation  (Scotland)  Account,  and 

these  sub-sections  state  what  accounts  are 

to  be  debited  with  the  deficiency — one  is 

the  Probate  Duty,  and  the  other  is  the 

sum  paid  to  Parochial  Boards  in  respect 

to  lunatics.  The  Lord  Advocate's  pro- 
posal is  that  neither  of  these  two  accounts 
are  to  be  debited  with  the  deficiency. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute) :  Sub-section  4  has 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  Scotland. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  :    With  regard  to 

Sub-section    5,   the    Government   have 

pledged  themselves  to  find  the  money  in 

another   way.       Certainly,    the    Scotch 

Members  have  only  one  course  to  adopt, 
and  that  is,  to  resist  the  taking  of  the 
money  from  pauper  lunatics. 


Dr.  CAMERON :  I  will  only  more 
the  omision  of  Sub-section  5. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  sub- 
section (5). — (Dr.  Cameron.) 

Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  words  '  All  moneys  paid  under 
this  Act  out  of  or  into  the  Local  Taxation  (Scot- 
laud)  Account  shall  in  account  be  charged 
against '  stand  part  of  the  Clause.11 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
asrree  to  the  omission  of  Sub-section  5. 
Personally,  I  look  forward  to  the  passing 
of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
Bill. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  The  matter  is  left  in  a 
very  unsatisfactory  position.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to  retain  the  sub- 
section   because    he    is    convinced  the 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  will 
pass.  We  intend  to  oppose  that  Bill,  and 
we  think  it  is  very  likely  we  shall  defeat 
it,  or,  at  any  rate,  very  largely  modify 
the  application  of  funds  under  it.  By 
accepting  the  Lord  Advocate's  Amend- 
ment we  put  ourselves  in  the  position  of 
assenting  to  a  provision  which-  we  do  not 
intend  to  carry  oufc  and  which  we  intend 
to  oppose.  Tiie  best  suggestion  made  so 
far  is  that  we  should  pass  the  Report 
stage  of  this  Bill  until  after  the  'other 
Bill  has  been  disposed  of. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  will  undertake  to 
consider  very  carefully  all  the  sugges- 
tions which  have  been  made. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  a  young  Minister,  but  he  is 
already  an  adept  in  the  phraseology  of 
office.  I  am  an  old  Parliamentary  hand, 
and  have  heard  too  many  vague  declara- 
tions by  Ministers  to  be  satisfied  with 
the  promise  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS :  We  want  to 
bind  the  Government  to  find  the  money 
by  a  particular  method  of  taxation  of 
some  sort  or  other,  and,  therefore,  I  shall 
support  them  on  this  occasion. 

(5.50.)  The  Committee  divided : — 
Ayes  261;  Noes  110.— (Div.  List, 
No.  80.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  4,  line  18,  to  leave  ont  from  the 
word  "  against "  to  the  end  of  sab-section  (5), 
and  insert  the  words  "  or  credited  in  manner 
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provided  by  any  Aot  hereafter  parsed  respect- 
ing the  apulioation  of  any  Customs  or  Excise 
Da  ties  paid  to  the  Local  Taxation  (Scotland) 
Account. — (Tfre  Lord  Advocate.) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  put, 
and  negatived. 

%  Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

(6.10.)  The  Committee  divided  : — 
Ayes  253;  Noes  108.— (Di v.  List,  No.  81.) 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Friday  next,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

ALLOTMENTS  ACT  (1887)  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  147.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  25,  to  leave  oat,  after  the 
word  "  acquired,"  to  the  end  of  the  Clause, 
and  add  the  words  '*  shall  pass  a  resolution  to 
that  effect,  and  thereupon  the  pjwers  and 
duties  of  the  Sanitary  Authority  under  the 
principal  Act,  to  far  as  regarcs  that  district  or 
parish,  shall  be  transferred  from  the  Sanitary 
Authority  to  the  County  Council,  and  the 
County  Council,  in  substitution  for  the  Sani- 
tary Authority,  shall  proceed  to  acquire  land 
in  accordance  with  the  principal  Act,  and 
otherwise  execute  that  Act  in  the  said  district 
or  parish. 

"  Provided  that  this  section  shall  not  affect 
the  property  in,  or  any  powei  s  or  duties  of  the 
Sanitary  Authority  in  relation  to,  any  land 
which,  before  the  passing  of  the  said  resolu- 
tion, was  acquired  by  the  Sanitary  Authority 
under  the  principal  Aot." — (Mr.  Ritchie.) 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

*  (6.25.)  Mr.  F.  A.  CHANNING 
(Northampton,  E.)  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  I  wish  to  ask  whether,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  after  the  rejection  of  the  Amend- 
ment I  moved  on  the  last  occasion  this 
Bill  was  before  the  Housa,  the  words 
"  Sanitary  Authority  "  in  the  third  line 
were  not  passed,  but  that  the  remaining 
words  were  not  put  by  you  to  the 
Committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  words  were 
not  added.     The  question  put  was  that 


the  words  stand  part  of  the  Amendment. 
Now  the  question  is  that  the  Amendment 
be  added. 

(6.26.)  Me.  F.  S.  STEVENSON 
(Suffolk,  Fye) :  I  have  an  Amendment, 
to  move  to  the  Amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  That  cannot  be 
done.  The  sjle  question  is  "That  the 
words  be  there  inserted." 

(6.27.)  Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON :  I 
wish  to  add,  at  the  end  of  the  Amend- 
ment, the  words  "  or  by  the  compulsory 
hiring  of  land."  The  effect  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  to  enable  County 
Councils  not  merely  to  acquire  land  in 
accordance   with   the  provisions   of  the 

Act,  but  also  by  a  compulsory  hiring.  I 
move  these  words  because,  in  the  first 
place,  a  sort  of  challenge  is  thrown  out 
by  the  Amendment,  which  goes  out  of 
its  way  to  specify  that  the  acquisition  of 
land  shail  be  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  and  therefore  a 
quostion  is  raised  whether  the  methods 
of  the  acquisition  cannot  be,  to  some  ex- 
tent, enlarged. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  Amendment  cannot  be  entertained. 
The  question  was  put  to  the  Committee  at 
the  last  Sitting,  "  That  those  words  stand 
part  of  the  Amendment,'1  and  that  having 
been  decided  in  the  affirmative  it  is  im- 
possible to  alter  the  words. 

(6.28.)  Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  :  And 
if  that  is  carried,  shall  I  be  in  order  in 
moving  the  addition  of  these  words  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  They  would  not 
make  sense,  as  a  matter  of  fact 

>Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON :  Shall  I  be 
in  order  in  adding  words  to  a  similar 
effect  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  If  sense  can  be 
made  of  them. 

•v6.29.)  Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N): 
I  wish  to  address  the  Committee  in 
opposition  to  the  Amendment.  At  the  last 
sitting  on  this  Bill,  I  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  would  accept 
my  statement  that  if  his  Amend- 
ment were  carried  no  spade  could 
be  put  into  allotments,  provided  under 
the  Bill,  until  next  Michaelmas  two 
years.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  dis- 
sented, and  1  now  propose  to  ask  the 
Committee  to  follow  me  through  every 


609       Allotments  Act  (1887)         {May  9,  1890} 


Amendment  BUI. 


610 


stage  from  now  until  next  Michaelmas 
two  years,  and  I  will  show  what  will  be 
the  effect  of  this  Amendment.  I  have 
here  a  list  of  all  the  different  steps  that 
will  have  to  be  taken  in  order  to  secure 
allotments.  The  first  date  is  the  20th 
May,  the  day  on  which  the  next  meeting 
of  the  Rural  Sanitary  Authority  will  be 
held.  If,  instead  of  the  Rural  Sanitary 
Authority,  the  matter  is  taken  over  by 
the  County  Councils,  they  would  be  in 
the  same  position.  Notice  should  be 
given  on  the  10th  of  May.  On  the  7th  of 
June  it  m^y*  be  adopted  unanimously, 
and  on  the  12th  of  July  the  Report  may 
be  received  and  adopted,  and  the  clerk 
may  be  directed  to  give  the  necessary 
notice.  What  I  want  the  Committee  to 
observe  is  that,  whatever  else  may  take 
place  between  now  and  next  Septem- 
ber, September  is  the  earliest  date 
when  under  the  Public  Health  Act  a 
notice  can  be  put  in  the  newspapers, 
and  it  then  has  to  be  advertised  for  three 
weeks  consecutively.  On  the  27th  of 
September  the  authority  can  petition 
the  County  Council,  and  in  October  the 
owner  can  receive  his  notice  that  certain 
land  is  to  be  applied  for.  In  November 
the  County  Council  will  receive  the 
petition,  and  the  earliest  day  on  which 
an  inquiry  can  be  held  under  the  Act  is 
the  first  of  December,  if  the  result  of 
the  application  be  favourable,  but  other- 
wise it  cannot  take  place  till  January. 
In  January,  1891,  the  County  Council 
can  receive  the  Report,  on  which  to 
found  a  Provisional  Order,  but  this  can 
have  no  force  until  it  has  been  confirmed 
by  Parliament,  which  would  be  in  the 
Session  of  1891.  But  the  Bill  may  be 
opposed  before  a  Select  Committee, 
and  involve  the  county  in  consider- 
able expense.  Aftsr  this,  notice  must 
be  given  to  the  tenant,  and  this  could  not 
take  effect  until  Michaelmas,  1891, 
unless  it  should  happen  that  the  tenant 
is  under  special  contract  with  the  land- 
owner, when  notice  might  be  given  at 
Lady  Day.  But  it  is  not  likely  that  the 
Provisional  Order  could  be  confirmed  by 
Lady  Day,  1891,  and  even  then,  if  the 
tenant  has  no  special  contract  with  the 
landlord,  the  notice  to  be  given  to  the 
tenant  would  be  for  12  months  from 
Michaelmas,  1891,  which  carries  us  on  to 
Michaelmas,  1892.  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee will  agree  that  this  is  not  to  be 
made  a  Party  question.     Why  should  it 


be  ?  These  are  notices  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment and  are  not  Party  matters.  The 
Act  fixes  certain  hard  and  fast  dates 
from  which  there  is  no  escape.  I  do  not 
believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes 
to  keep  everybody  waiting  till  Michael- 
mas, 1892,  and  although  the  process  has 
been  termed  "short,  sharp,  and  sum- 
mary," I  submit  that  that  is  a 
misnomer,  because  no  spade  can  be 
put  into  the  soil  until  Michaelmas, 
1892.  Would  it  not  be  better  that 
he  should  move  to  report  Progress,  and, 
in  the  meantime,  devise  some  provision 
more  in  accordance  with  his  wishes,  for 
I  venture  to  think  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  do  not 
want  to  strengthen  my  hands  by  en- 
abling me  to  go  down  to  my  constituents 
and  say,  "  This  is  the  best  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  have  to  offer. you. "  lam 
sure  it  must  be  the  wish  of  both  sides  of 
the  House  to  give  the  people  something 
better  than  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  It  is  possible  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  so  much  to 
occupy  him  that  the  fact  has  escaped 
him  that  the  dates  in  the  Act  of 
Parliament  are  all  hard  and  fast;  it 
is  possible  that  if  he  can  see  his 
way  to  offer  something  more  to  the 
point  he  will  be  glad  to  do  so.  I  do  not 
want  to  propose  a  hostile  Amendment 
that  may  be  regarded  as  of  a  Party 
nature  ;  nor  do  I  see  why  it  should  be  so 
regarded.  The  Bill,  as  I  sent  it  down  to 
Twyford,  as  originally  drawn  would  have 
involved  a  period  of  three  years'  delay  ; 
now  we  have  got  down  to  next  Michaelmas 
two  years,  which,  I  think  the  Committee 
will  agree,  is  not  a  satisfactory  solution 
of  this  question  to  either  side  of  the 
House.  I  am  sure  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  must  desire  that  something 
better  should  be  devised.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  move  an  Amendment,  because  I 
must  confess  I  have  nothing  to  sug- 
gest. My  desire  is  to  make  the  Bill 
operate  more  quickly,  but  I  can  see  no 
way  of  doing  so,  because  we  are  tied  in 
this  matter  by  the  hard  and  fast  dates  of 
the  Public  Health  Act.  I  think,  however, 
it  would  be  better  not  to  proceed  further 
with  the  Bill  to-day.  I  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  take  the  trouble 
to  look  into  this  matter  some  weeks 
ago.  I  am  not  aware  whether  he  has 
done  so,  but,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
do  not  think  we  can  amend  the  clause  at 
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present  in  view  of  the  wording  of  the 
existing  Public  Health  Act.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  show  that  mj 
dates  on  this  subject  have  no  foundation 
I  trust  he  will  do  so.  If  not,  I  hope  he 
will  consent  to  the  postponement  of  this 
question. 
•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  The 
hon.  Member  has  taken  up  a  con- 
siderable part  of  the  very  small  amount 
of  time  that  remained  before  10 
minutes  to  7  arrived.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  not  been  speaking  upon  the 
Amendment,  but  has  been  endeavouring 
to  show  that  the  processes  required  to  be 
taken  under  the  Lands  Clauses  Consoli- 
dation Act  occupy  a  considerable  time  to 
be  carried  into  effect  The  Committee 
will  hardly  believe  that  the  Amendment 
they  are  discussing  transfers,  in  case  of 
default  by  the  Local  Authorities,  all  the 
powers  under  the  original  Act  to  the 
Committee  of  the  County  Council.  If 
there  is  to  be  an  appeal  at  all,  the  one 
now  proposed  may  fairly  be  regarded  as 
satisfactory.  The  hon.  Member  admits 
that  no  Amendment  to  the  proposal  can 
be  made  which  would  shorten  the  period 
of  which  he  spoke.  The  hon.  Member, 
therefore,  has  been  speaking  against  an 
Amendment  which  is  intended  to  give  a 
right  of  appeal  where  the  Local  Authority 
refuses  to  act.  I  quite  admit  that  the 
processes  under  the  Lands  Clauses  Con- 
solidation Act  are  not  speedy,  but  I 
hope  that  where  the  Sanitary  Authority 
does  not  fulfil  its  duty  the  Committee  of 
the  County  Council  will,  in  nine  cases 
out  of  ten,  be  able  to  acquire  land  volun- 
tarily, and  that  thus  there  will  be  no 
necessity  for  the  County  Council  to 
resort  to  the  cumbersome  process  of 
obtaining  a  Provisional  Order.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  that  the  whole  system 
of  Provisional  Orders  does  not  require 
revision,  but  such  a  reform  as  that  can- 
not be  attempted  by  means  of  a  Bill  of 
this  kind.  I  hope  the  Committee  will 
agree  to  the  Amendment. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  thought  it  necessary  to 
find  fault  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
behind  me  for  having  made  a  very  able 
and  instructive  statement,  the  accuracy 
of  which,  as  I  understand,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  does  not  dispute. 
The  hon.  Member  has  a  peculiar  right 
Captain  Verney 


to  speak  upon  the  point,  he  having  been 
elected  on  the  platform  of  the  Twyford 
Allotments.  The  subject  is  one  of  great 
interest  to  county  Members  and  their 
constituents,  and  the  hon.  Member  was 
quite  right  in  pointing  out  that  nothing- 
could  be  done  under  this  clause  for  more 
than  two  years.  One  of  the  great  diffi- 
culties of  the  Bill  is  that  it  is  so  framed 
as  to  render  it  impossible  to  introduce 
into  it  provisions  which  would  make  it 
effectual.  I  propose  that  we  should 
now  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  add  any  provisions 
which  we  can  introduce  into  the  four 
corners  of  it.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  not  be  impatient  of 
these  Amendments.  I  believe  there  is 
only  one  hon.  Gentleman  who  really  is 
impatient,  and  that  is  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bordesley  (Mr.  J.  Collings),  who 
cannot  bear  to  see  any  Bill  objected  to 
that  is  introduced  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  would  suggest  the  one 
fact  for  the  consideration  of  those  who 
say  that  we  on  this  side  are  overloading- 
the  Paper  with  Amendments.  I  have 
counted  the  Amendments,  and  I  find  that 
there  are  25  on  the  Paper,  of  which  14 
have  been  put.  down  by  Unionist 
Members  and  11  by  the  unfortunate 
Separatists.  Inasmuch  as  the  majority 
come  from  the  Unionist  Party,  I  hope 
there  will  be  some  toleration  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  our  Amendments,  the  object 
of  which  is  to  give  greater  effect  to  the 
working  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CHANNING:  I  do  not  rise  to 
object  to  this  Amendment,  but  I  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  I 
myself  made  a  more  practical  suggestion, 
namely,  that  the  powers  of  the  Bill 
should  be  transferred  to  the  County 
Council ;  that  would  make  an  important 
difference. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  3  omitted. 

Clause  4. 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON :  I  beg  to 
move  the  Amendment  which  stands  in 
my  name,  namely — 

"Clause  4,  page  2,  line  27,  after  *boly/ 
insert  *  not  more  than  one-fourth  of  whom-  shall 
be  aldermen.' " 
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•Mr.  RITCHIE  :  In  declining  to  accept 
this  Amendment,  my  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  is  this,  that  the  County  Council 
is  a  thoroughly  Representative  Body,  elect- 
ing  their  own  aldermen,  aod  it  would  be 
invidious  to  restrict  them  as  to  the  com- 
position of  the  Committee..  • 

Mb.  CHANGING  :  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  quite 
justified  in  moving  this  Amendment, 
which  I  hope  he  will  press  to  a  Division. 

Amendment  put,  and  negatived. 

It  being  after  ten  minutes  to  Seven 
of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair 
to  make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  this  day. 


WESTERN  AUSTRALIA  CONSTITUTION 
BILL  —  SELECT  COMMITTEE  —  PER- 
SONAL EXPLANATION-SIR  G.  CAMP- 
BELL. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  Sir,  I  desire  to 
make  a  personal  explanation.  I  under- 
stand that  just  and  reasonable  offence 
has  been  given  by  a  paragraph  in  an 
evening  newspaper  attributing  to  me 
certain  remarks  about  the  proceedings  of 
the  Western  Australia  Committee,  of 
which  I  was  a  member.  :  I  had  no  idea 
of  communicating  anything  to  the  Press, 
and  I  desire  distinctly  to  state  that  to  the 
best  of  my  belief  I  did  not  use  the 
words  which  are  attributed  to  me.  If 
any  expressions  used  by  me  in  private 
conversation  have  given  rise  to  such  a 
report  I  very  much  regret  it,  and  I  un- 
reservedly withdraw  any  imputation 
either  upon  the  constitution  of  the  Com- 
mittee, or  upon  the  conscientious  execu- 
tion of  their  duty  by  any  of  its  members. 
•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Sir,  I  am  sure 
the  House  will  have  heard  the  personal 
explanation  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  with 
great  satisfaction.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  an  old  Member  of  this  House,  and  I 
am  confident  that  it  would  have  been 
with  the  very  greatest  Tegret  •  that  any 
of  us  would  have  learned  that  he  had 
sought  to  impugn  the  perfect  fairness  of 
any  Committee  of  which  he  was  a  mem- 
ber. •  The  House  regards  the  honour  of 
its  Committees  with  great  jealousy,  and 
we  have  reason  to  know  that  the  qpuntry 
is  confident  that  the  Committees  of  this 
House  discharge  their  duties  uniformly, 
with  the  greatest  possible  conscientious 


ness,  with  a  due  regard  to  the  important 
trusts  which  are  confided  to  them,  and 
with  a  most  earnest  desire  to  arrive  at  a 
just  conclusion. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to  thank 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  what  he 
has  just  said,  and  to  express  my  entire 
concurrence  in  every  word  he  has 
spoken. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  understand, 
Sir,  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  undertook  that  I 
should  state  this  evening  the  business  to 
be  taken  next  week.  It  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  ask  the  House  to 
read  the  Local  Taxation  Bill  a  second 
time  on  Monday,  and  after  that  Bill  has 
been  read  a  second  time  to  take  the  re* 
maining  clauses  of  the  Budget  BilL 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  In  case  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Local  Taxation  Bill  should 
not  be  completed  on  Monday  night,  will 
it  be  resumed  on  Tuesday  ¥ 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  should  hardly 
consider  that  probable;  but  if  the  dis- 
cussion on  that  Bill  is  not  concluded  on 
Monday  night  it  will  certainly  be  re* 
sumed  on  Tuesday  morning. 

ARMY  AND  NAVY   EXPENDITURE 

(1890-91). 

Return  ordered — 

■•  Showing  the  Estimated  Expenditure  for 
the  year  1890-91  on  the  Army  and  Navy,  and 
the  provision  to  be  made  for  it,  under  the 
following  heads : — 

I.  Estimated  Expenditure.        £. 

1.  Army  Estimates  ••  . . 

2.  Navy  Estimates  •  •  •  • 

«  • 

Total  Ordinary  Expenditure 


3.  Estimated  Expenditure  on  New 
Ships  and  Armaments  under  the 
Naval  Defence  Act,  1889-90,  other 
than  contained  in  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates .  •  •  •  •  • 

4.  Estimated  Expenditure  on  Ships 
and  Armaments  for  the  Australian 
Squadron  under  the  Imperial 
Defence  Act    ..  ..  •• 

o.  Expenditure  on  Fortifications 
under  the  Imperial  Defence  Act 

6.  Expenditure  on  Armaments 
under  the  Imperial  Defence  Act 

7.  Estimate  on  Mew  Barracks  out  of 
Budget  Surplus  •• 

8.  Grant  to  Volunteers  out  of 
Budget  Surplus 
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Estimate  of  total  Extraordinary 
Expenditure 

Estimated  total  Expenditure . . 

II.   Provision  made  for  Military 
Expenditure. 

Total  Estimated  Expenditure  for 
the  year  181 0-91 


1.  To  be  voted  on  Army  and  Navy 
Estimates       •  •  •  •  •  • 

2.  Charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund 
bv  the  Naval  Defence  Act 

• 

3.  To  be  paid  for  out  of  Unexpended 
Balance  of  the  Ship -building  Vote 
of  the  Navy  Estimates,  1889-90, 
as  provided  by  the  Naval  Defence 
A.ct  •  •  •  •  •  • 

4.  Provided  for  out  of  Budget  Sur- 
plus . .  .  •  •  • 


Total    provided    for   out    of 
Kevenue  of  the  year  1 890-9 1 


£.  Balance  to  bo  provided  for  out  of 
Loans  raised  under  the  Imperial 
Defence  Act  and  the  Naval 
Defence  Act 

— [Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre.) 


GA8    UNDERTAKINGS    (LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES.) 

Return  ordered — 

"  Relating  to  all  authorised  Gas  Under- 
takings in  the  United  Kingdom  belonging  to 
Local  Authorities  for  the  vear  ended  the  25th 
day  of  Maich,  1890."—  [Sir  Michael  Hick* 
Beach  ) 

Return  presented  accordingly  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  167.] 

GAS  UNDERTAKINGS    (OTHER    THAN 
THOSE  OF  LOCAL  AUTHORITIES). 

Return  ordered — 

"  Relating  to  all  authorised  Gas  Undertakings 
in  the  United  Kingdom  other  than  those  of 
Local  Authorities  for  the  year  ended  the  3 1st 
day  of  December,  1889."—  (Sir  M ichael  Sicks 
Beach.) 

Return  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
168.] 

VOLUNTEER  FIRE  BRIGADES  (EXEMP- 
TION FROH  JURIES)  BILL.— {No.  65). 
Order    for     Second     Reading     upon 
Wednesday,    21st   May,   read,   and  dis- 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 


The   House   suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 


(9.3.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
were  not  present ;  House  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
u  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

EDUCATION  (PAYMENT  BY  RE3ULT3). 
*(9.5.)  Sib  R.  TEMPLE   (Worcester, 
Evesham)  :  I  rise  to  move  the  Resolu- 
tion that  stands  in  my  name — 

"That  the  present  system  of  payment  by 
results  is  injurious  to  Education  and  should 
therefore  be  abolished,  and  that  the  condition 
of  a  school  should  be  tested  not  by  the  indivi- 
dual examination  of  every  scholar  but  by  the 
general  inspection  of  the  institution  as  a  whole, 
the  grant  being  distributed  as  a  capitation 
allowance  on  the  average  attendance,  freedom 
being  allowed  to  the  teachers  in  classifying  each 
scholar  according  to  his  aptitude  and  pro- 
ficiency." 

I  desire  to  introduce  to  the  House  an 
abstract  principle  which  is  of  vital  impor- 
tance to  a  great  body  of  teachers,  40,000  in 
number,  to  tens  of  thousands  of  school 
managers,  and  to  millions  of  young 
children  of  the  rising  generation. 
Sir,  having  the  fear  of  your  ruling 
before  my  eyes,  I  shall  make  no 
allusion  to  the  New  Code,  which  seems 
to  be  giving  much   satisfaction  to  this 

House  and  to  the  country.  And  I  shall 
make  no  appeal  to  my  right  hon 
Friend  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke),  ex- 
cept to  ask  him  if  he  approves  of  the 
principle  and  believes  it  to  be  embodied 
in  the  New  Code,  to  say  so  and  earn  the 
gratitude  of  the  educational  world.  I 
and  those  who  act  with  me  are  not  so 
vain  and  over-confident  as  to  expect  that 
such  a  principle  as  this  can  be  carried  at 
once.  It  is  a  great  deal  too  good  to  be 
given  effect  to  all  at  once.      But  if   it 
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turn  out  that  he  has  embodied  even  a 
part  of  oar  principle  in  the  Code  we 
shall  accept  that  as  a  step  in  the  right 
direction  and  as  an  instalment.  We  shall 
•  be  thankful  for  any  part  of  it  that  can 
be  realised,  although  our  sense  of 
gratitude  will  be  mixed  with  the  ex- 
pectation of  favours  to  come  in  future 
Codes.  My  Resolution  is  divided  into 
two  parts — first,  the  abolition  of  the  pre- 
sent system  of  payment  by  results; 
and,  second,  the  perfect  freedom  of 
classification.  Payment  by  results  is 
inevitable ;  indeed,  the  State  will  never 
pay  without  knowing  what  it  is  paying 
for.  But  I  object  to  the  present 
system  of  payment,  which  ta 'tes  for  its 
basis  a  wrong  result,  and  tests  that 
result  in  a  manner  equally  wrong.  I 
must  explain  briefly  what  that  system  is. 
There  is  a  small  fixed  grant  and  a  Merit 
Grant,  which  are  given  upon  general 
considerations.  But  more  than  two- 
thirds  of  the  existing  Government 
grant  are  distributed  after  individual 
examination  of  the  scholars,  in  all  the 
subjects  of  instruction.  Upon  that 
examination,  as  a  whole,  a  scholar  is 
either  passed  or  not  passed.  The  grant 
is  allowed  only  on  those  who  pass.  It 
operates  in  this  way.  If  a  school 
having  every  possible  .  advantage  suc- 
ceeds in  passing,  say,  95  or  99  per 
cent,  of  its  scholars  it  gets  a  high 
grant.  If  a  school  that  is  poor  and  that 
has  every  possible  disadvantage  passes 
only  75  or  85  per  cent,  it  gets  a  poor 
grant.  The  Merit  Grant  ought  to  be 
given,  no  doubt,  upon  general  considera- 
tions ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  Her 
Majesty's  Inspectors  are  so  much  occupied 
with  the  results  of  the  examinations  that, 
generally  speaking,  the  Merit  Grant  follows 
the  examination  grant.  It  often  acts 
as  a  sort  of  cap  upon  the  examina- 
tion grant.  Now,  what  are  the 
examinations?  This  individual  exami- 
nation of  every  scholar  is  conducted  in 
every  one  of  the  school  subjects,  which 
on  the  average  are  five  or  six  in  number. 
There  are  about  5,000,000  scholars 
in  the  country,  and  this,  multiplied 
by  five  or  six,  gives  no  less  than 
from  25,000,000  to  30,000,000  examina- 
tions conducted  within  the. year.  Sir, 
the  imagination  staggers  under  this  load 
of  figures !  Such  a  mass  of  examina- 
tions cannot  possibly  be    properly  con- 
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ducted,  though  the  Inspectors  un- 
doubtedly do  all  that  can  be  done  by 
able  and  skilful  men.  The  staff  of  Chief 
Inspectors,  Deputy  and  Assistant  Inspec- 
tors, serving  under  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
all  told,  only  numbers  350  persons* 
How  can  they  properly  conduct 
30,000,000  of  examinations  each  year  ? 
Now,  several  evils  arise  from  this 
system.  The  examinations  are  neces- 
sarily rapid,  mechanical,  perfunctory, 
and  suparficial.  In  saying  thalb,  I  cast  no 
blame  on  anyone.  I  only  say  these  are 
the  necessary  consequences  of  the  present 
system.  Then  there  is  great  uncertainty 
with  regard  to  the  examinations,  owing 
to  the  different  times  at  which  they  are 
held.  A  school  examined  when  snow  is 
on  the  ground  will  be  in  a  much  more 
unfavourable  position  than  a  school 
examined  in  May.  Again,  there  are 
constant  and  large  migrations  of  chil- 
dren from  one  school  to  another,  so  that 
when  the  examination  comes  round  half 
the  best  scholars  of  a  school  may  have 
gone  elsewhere,  their  places  being  taken 
by  new-comers,  like  raw  recruits,  who 
must  yet  be  presented  for  examination, 
the  result  being  very  injurious  to  the 
grant.  The  true  outcome  of  the  joint 
labour  of  teacher  and  scholars  is  never 
tested.  The  school  is  judged,  not  as  it 
is  all  the  year  round,  but  as  it  may 
happen  to  look  on  the  examination  day. 
The  House  would  be  surprised  if  it  knew 
the  extent  to  which  this  migration  goes 
on  in  London.  Moreover,  the  examina- 
tion refers  only  to  instruction  of  the 
intellect,  and  that  is  only  a  part,  and 
not  the  most  important  part,  of  education. 
There  is  an  education  beyond  that  which 
refers  mainly  to  the  development  of  the 
moral  qualities,  the  strengthening  of  the 
mental  fibre,  and  the  formation  of 
character.  This  part  is  wholly  un- 
touched by  the  examination.  Then  this 
system  tends,  of  course,-  to  cramming 
the  scholars,  not  with  knowledge  that 
can  be  digested  and  assimilated,  but  just 
enough  learning  to  show  on  the  surface 
before  the  Inspector.  The  whole  attention 
of  teachers  is  concentrated  upon  the 
matters  which  are  tested  by  examination, 
and  the  consequence  is  that  the  weaker 
children  are  neglected.  The  teacher* 
himself  necessarily  looks  to  those  who 
can  earn  grants.  The  prosperity  of  the 
school  and  the  character  of  the  teacher 
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depend  upon  the  grants.  Of  course, 
being  human,  the  poor  teacher  concen- 
trates his  attention  upon  the  grant- 
winners,  leaving  the  non-grant  winners 
in  the  lurch  almost  unavoidably.  I  am 
sure  the  House  will  see  that  this 
system  is  very  hard  upon  the  poor. 
For  instance,  schools  in  Whitechapel, 
where  the  children  are  ill-fed  and 
ill-cared  for,  and  came  from  squalid 
homes,  in  which  they  are  often  obliged 
to  stay  for 'domestic  duties,  thus  making 
their  attendance  irregular,  are  placed  in 
the  same  category  with  schools  in  Pim- 
lico  which  have  every  possible  advantage, 
where  the  children's  brains  are  fed  with 
good  nutrition,  and  where  nothing  diverts 
them  from  attending  well.  The  White- 
chapel School  may  work  as  hard,  or 
harder,  but  can  never  earn  as  much  as 
the  Pimlico  School.  The  effect  of 
the  system  is  that  the  grants  are 
given  to  those  who  can  get  on  without 
them,  and  are  withheld  from  those 
who  cannot.  The  bounty  is  bestowed 
largely  on  thoso  who  need  it  least, 
and  grudgingly  on  those  who  need  it  most. 
Surely  this  system  is  a  misapplication, 
almost  a  perversion,  of  the  scriptural 
text — 

*'  To  him  that  bath  shall  be  given,  and  from 
him  that  hath  not  shall  be  taken  away  even 
that  which  he  hath." 

Lastly,  it  yokes  together  children  of  un- 
equal capacity  in  the  same  class.  I  will 
explain  this  latter  point  more  particularly 
when  I  come  to  the  second  part  of  my 
subject.  With  all  these  evils,  I  say  that 
the  system  fails  to  test  the  results  properly. 
Its  failure  is  utter  and  complete.  It  is 
administrative  only,  and  not  educational 
at  all.  It  exists  only  for  the  distribution 
of  the  Government  grants.  It  involves 
a  fundamental  misconception  of  the 
purpose  and  nature  of  the  Govern- 
ment grant.  The  principle  on  which 
the  grant  was  intended  to  be  given  was  not 
detur  meliori,  or  detur  digniori.  It 
was  not  to  be  a  prize  giving.  The 
grants  were  intended  to  help  the  halt, 
the  maimed,  and  the  poor,  and  to 
enable  them  to  level  themselves  up 
and  elevate  themselves  in  the  social  scale. 
They  were  intended  essentially  to  give  help 
not  to  those  who  can  help  themselves, 
but  to  those  who  really  need  assistance 
in  order  that  they  may  have  a  chance  in 
the  struggle  of  our  national  life.  If  that 
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is  the  principle  of  our  grants,  then  I  say 
that  the  existing  system  of  payment  by 
results  ought  to  be  abolished  absolutely 
— that  is  to  say,  there  should  be  no  more 
individual  examination.  For  them  there 
should  be  substituted  a  Report  from  Her 
Majesty's  Inspector,  which  would  furnish 
a  true  test  of  the  educational  result.  I 
submit  that  this  Report  ought  to  be  made 
as  the  result  not  of  a  visit  at  a  stated 
time,  of  which  due  notice  has  been 
given,  so  that  everything  is  dressed 
and  marshalled  in  review  order, 
but  of  several  casual  visits  without 
notice,  so  that  the  teacher  may  be  taken 
unawares,  and  the  school  be  seen  in  its 
working  dress.  There  would  then  be  a 
proper  Report ;  the  Inspector  would  look 
at  the  building  and  the  apparatus ;  he 
would  see  whether  discipline  was  main- 
tained, and  whether  the  teacher  had 
the  faculty  of  command  ;  whether  with 
nervous  force  he  made  the  children  follow 
his  voice  and  eye;  he  would  observe 
whether  the  children  were  smart,  clean, 
and  well-mannered,  and  he  would  see  the 
teacher  instructing  and  examining  them, 
which  is  the  way  to  discover  what  the 
character  of  the  instruction  is.  Again,  the 
Inspector  could  see  whether  the  teacher 
was  acquainted  with  the  social  condition 
of  all  the  children  and  in  touch  with  the 
parents,  in  order  to  secure  their  co-opera- 
tion for  regular  attendance,  and  he  would 
note  whether  any  of  the  children  were 
famished,  or  came  breakfastless  to  school, 
so  that,  if  this  were  the  case,  it  might 
be  remedied  by  some  private  agency. 
He  need  not  examine  the  children  in- 
dividually. Why  should  he,  if  he  sees 
the  instruction  given,  if  he  hears  the 
children  being  questioned  by  their 
teacher?  Thus  relieved  from  the  pre- 
sent fearful  drudgery  of  examination 
the  Inspector  would  be  able  to  visit 
the  school  more  than  once  in  the  year, 
and  the  Report  would  be  worth  a  hun- 
dred times  more  than  the  result  of  the 
present  examination.  The  Inspector 
then  would  declare  whether  the  school 
was  efficient  or  not  efficient.  If  it  was 
not  it  would  get  no  grant ;  if  it  was  it 
would  get  a  grant,  distributed  by  a 
capitation  allowance  on  the  average 
attendance,  and  there  would  be  the 
same  capitation  allowance  for  all  schools 
that  were  efficient.  Undoubtedly  this 
recommendation  favours  the  poor  schools. 
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It  is  for  the  poor,  indeed,  that  I 
am  pleading  to-night.  My  scheme 
would  give  assistance  where  it  is  most 
needed;  it  applies  the  State  resources 
just  where  they  would  be  most  useful. 
If  a  school  was  not  efficient  it  would  re- 
ceive warning.  Notice  would  be  served 
upon  the  school  that  unless  it  rendered 
itsdlf  efficient  within  a  certain  time  it 
would  lose  the  grant  altogether.  That  is 
the  right  system.  A  Report  of  this 
character  would  have  great  importance, 
and  the  managers  of  a  school  that  re- 
ceived Buch  a  warning  must  have  an 
opportunity  of  showing  cause  against 
the  Report  by  means  of  an  appeal  from 
it  to  another  authority.  If  an  Assistant 
Inspector  made  the  unfavourable  Raport 
there  should  be  an  appeal  to  the  Chief 
Inspector;  and  if  the  managers  were 
still  dissatisfied  they  should  have  an 
appeal  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Sir  W.  Hart 
Dyke),  who  would  send  down  a  special 
official  to  verify  the  Report,  The  Report 
will  be  a  very  real  and  serious  affair,  and 
that  ought  to  be  the  case,  because  it  will 
be  based  on  fall  and  complete  infor- 
mation. I  am  aware  that  those 
who  differ  from  me  will  say  that 
under  the  system  I  propose  there  would 
be  no  incentive  to  the  teacher  to  excel, 
because  his  school  receives  the  capitation 
grant  upon  efficiency,  without  variation, 
according  to  the  degrees  of  that  efficiency. 
I  maintain,  on  the  contrary,  that 
the  teacher  would  have  more  incentive 
than  he  ever  has  had  yet,  because  his 
professional  prospects  will  depend  upon 
this  Report,  which  embracas  not  the  in- 
struction only,  but  everything  relating 
to  the  institution.  The  anxiety  of  teachers 
with  regard  to  the  Inspector's  Report  is 
already  intense,  and  this  anxiety  would 
be  still  further  intensified  when  the 
Report  is  wider  and  more  searching 
than  heretofore.  Nothing  can  be  more 
vain  than  to  say  that  the  teachers  will 
have  no  incentive.  Under  our  plan  they 
will  be  spurred  on  to  greater  efforts.  It 
might  be  said,  perhaps,  that  if  a  school  finds 
that  it  can  get  a  good  grant  without 
coming  up  to  more  than  average  efficiency 
it  will  have  no  motive  for  improvement. 
If,  however,  the  Inspector  has  allowed  a 
poor  struggling  school  to  be  classed  as 
efficient  and  to  receive  the  grant,  in 
order  that  it  may  have   the  means  of 


improving  itself,  and  yet  the  school  does 
not  improve,  the  Inspector  will  make  an 
unfavourable  Report,  and  will  give  it  to 
understand  that  if  it  does  not  improve 
within  a  certain  time  the  grant  will  be 
withdrawn.  I  admit  that  this  throws 
the  onus  on  the  Inspectors.  That  is  as  it 
should  be.  I  have  great  confidence  in 
the  Inspectors.  I  know  their  worth,  and 
I  think  the  proper  plan  is  to  put  the 
responsibility  upon  them.  The  existing 
plan  keeps  in  a  bad  state  schools  that  are 
poor  by  virtually  withholding  from  them 
the  grant  which  they  need  for  rendering 
themselves  efficient.  It  is  not  too  much 
to  say  that  the  present  system  establishes 
inefficiency.  Our  plan  would  alter  that 
altogether.  It  would  give  those  schools 
that  are  poor  such  a  good  grant  as  would 
enable  them  to  improve,  and,  by  means 
of  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors,  we  should 
take  care  they  did  improve,  and  that 
they  made  good  use  of  the  bounty  of  the 
State.  I  have  only  to  deal  with  one 
point  more  in  this  part  of  my  subject. 
I  propose  to  abolish  the  system  of 
individual  examination  as  regards  the 
elementary  subjects  and  the  class  sub- 
jects. The  elementary  subjects  are  the 
three  R's ;  the  class  subjects  are  those 
which  are  taught  to  a  whole  class  at  once, 
such  as  geography  and  simple  English 
literature ;  hence  its  name,  "  class  sub- 
ject." There  is  a  third  set  of  subjects, 
called  specific,  which  relate  to  certain 
sections  of  science,  certain  departments 
of  foreign  literature,  and  certain  branches 
of  art.  These  are  subjects  undertaken 
only  by  a  few  selected  from  the  school 
classes,  and  with  respect  to  them  I  pro- 
pose to  keep  up  the  system  of  individual 
examination.  Upon  these  the  examiners, 
may  work  their  will  to  their  hearts' 
content.  I  now  come,  Sir,  to  the 
second  part  of  my  subject,  which  is. 
absolute  freedom  of  classification.  The 
present  rigid  system  of  classification  is 
a  direct  consequence  of  the  system 
of  individual  examination.  If  we 
have  the  present  system  of  payment 
by  results,  we  must  have  a  corresponding 
system  of  classification.  If  we  have  a 
system  of  individual  examination,  the 
tendency  must  be  that  the  children  will 
go  on  yearly  from  standard  to  standard. 
It  does  not  necessarily  follow  that  the 
children  are  classed  according  to  age. 
But  the  tc  ndency  runs  strongly  in  that 
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direction.  Now,  nothing  can  be  more 
fallacious  than  to  pnt  children  seven 
or  eight  years  old  from  Whitechapel 
in  the  same  category  with  children 
of  the  same  age  from  Pimlico.  Children 
having  been  put  at  seven  years  of  age  to 
Standard  I.  must,  whether  fit  to  do  so  or 
not,  go  on  to  the  Second  Standard  the 
following  year,  because  the  grant  cannot 
be  obtained  two  years  running  in  the 
same  standard.  In  fact,  he  had  better 
stay  in  the  First  for  a  while.  Perhaps 
a  child  gets  from  the  First  to  the 
Second  Standard  with  difficulty,  and  with 
still  greater  difficulty  in  to  the  Third; 
and  the  difficulty  increases  with  every 
standard  to  which  he  passes.  Thus 
he  lags  behind,  or  is  over-pressed 
throughout  his  career.  Bat  if  there 
were  not  individual  examination  the 
teacher  would  keep  the  child  in  the 
same  standard  as  long  as  it  was  good  for 
him.  I  admit  that  if  a  scholar  shows 
marked  ability  it  is  possible  for  him  to 
advance  from  the  First  Standard  to  the 
Third  at  once,  skipping  over  the  Second ; 
but  in  practice  it  rarely,  or  never, 
happens.  Supposing  a  teacher  has  pro- 
moted a  scholar  over  ono  standard  and 
that  he  fails  to  pass  in  the  next  or 
higher  standard,  the  grant  is  lost.  Then 
the  teacher  will  be  blamed  for  having 
incurred  the  responsibility  of  putting 
the  scholar  forward,  and  the  consequence 
is  that  no  teacher  will  undertake  to  do  it. 
Furthermore,  as  the  six  Standards  are 
arranged  according  to  the  years  between 
the  ages  of  six  and  seven,  the  skipping 
over  one  standard  is  apt  to  disarrange 
the  career  for  the  remaining  years.  The 
consequence  of  the  present  system  is 
that  children  are  pushed  on  year  after 
year  without  any  regard  to  their  fitness 
or  capacity,  and  that  while  some  children 
are  backward  and  overpressed,  others 
are  forward,  and  yet  have  to  be  kept  back 
in  company  with  their  fellows,  as  the 
teachers  say  "simply  to  mart  time." 
What  is  the  result  upon  the  classes? 
There  is  evidence  of  the  result  in  the 
Library  of  this  House.  In  any  particu- 
lar class  about  25  per  cent,  of  the 
children  are  too  good  for  it,  another  25 
per  cent,  are  not  good  enough,  the 
remaining  50  per  cent,  being  on  the  level 
of  the  class.  That  is  not  as  it  should 
be.  That,  too,  is  what  I  meant  when,  in  j 
the  earlier  part  of  my  speech  I,  said  that 
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the  system  yokes  unequal  scholars  to- 
gether. The  teacher  in  such  a  class  has 
to  adopt  thrae  methods  of  teaching  in 
each  class.  He  must  have  one  plan 
for  %  thos3  who  are  not  up  to  the 
mark,  another  for  those  who  are  above 
the  mark,  and  a  third  for  those  who 
are  equal  to  the  average.  The  House 
will  see  that  this  greatly  prejudices 
the*  system  of  instruction.  Further, 
it  is  manifest  that  a  particular  scholar 
may  be  bettar  in  one  subject  and 
worse  in  another.  Suppose  he  is  very 
clever  at  figures,  rather  clumsy  in  hand- 
writing, and  with  no  taste  for  reading. 
Under  a  proper  system  *  of  classification 
he  would  rise  to  a  high  standard  in 
arithmetic,  and  be  placed  in  a  much 
inferior  standard  in  handwriting  and 
reading.  Under  the  present  system  he 
must  be  kept  back  in  his  arithmetic 
because  his  writing  is  bad  and  his 
reading  defective ;  or  if  he  be  put  into 
a  superior  class  owing  to  his  proficiency 
in  arithmetic,  he  must  struggle  on 
as  he  best  can  in  the  other  two  subjects. 
And  the  same  remark  applies  equally 
to  the  class  subjects  which  I  have 
already  described.  What  can  possibly 
be  the  use  in  any  rational  sjstem 
of  instruction  of  such  regulations  as 
these  ?  Yet  this  is  the  state  of  things 
that  inevitably  prevails,  and  the 
authorities  say  there  is  no  remedy 
under  the  present  system  of  a  grant  on 
a  pass  by  each  individual  scholar  in  an 
examination  in  the  three  subjects.  The 
whole  affair  comes  to  be  regarded  in  a  mer- 
cenary light — so  many  shillings  for  this, 
so  many  for  that,  and  so  forth — all  which 
is  unworthy  of  the  causa  of  education. 
According  to  the  existing  rules  that  course 
cannot  be  altered,  but  if  payment  upon 
individual  examination  is  abolished,  that 
defective  system  of  classification  will  be 
abolished  with  it,  and  the  two  evils  will 
vanish  simultaneously.  Every  scholar 
will  be  placed  according  to  his  aptitude 
in  the  class  where  he  can  get  the  teach- 
ing suitable  for  him,  and  there  will  be 
uniformity  according  to  the  Tightness 
and  fitness  of  things.  Generally  the 
rcholars  will  be  rightly  classed,  and  not 
wrongly,  as  at  present.  They  will  be 
much  of  a  muchness  in  each  class,  and 
therj  will  be  one  method  only  in  that 
class  (instead  of  three  plans)  suited  to 
all    alike.      Th9    instruction    then  will 
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be  greatly  facilitated.  I  beg  the  Hous9 
to  remember  that  our  teachers  are 
worthy  of  confidence,  and  may  be  de- 
pended upon  to  classify  their  scholars 
rightly.  We  have  trained  and  certifi- 
cated them  to  be  what  they  are.  We 
may  be  proud  of  what  we  have  made 
them  to  be.  I  believe  that  no  country 
in  the  world  is  better  served  than  Eng- 
land is  by  her  schoolmasters  and  school- 
mistresses. If  it  be  said  that  the 
motive  or  incentive  for  pushing  the 
teachers,  with  all  this  freedom,  will  lack  a 
scholars  on — I  reply  that  the  parents 
will  see  to  that !  Every  parent 
knows  that  unless  his  son  or  daughter 
can  be  pressed  on,  he  or  she  will 
have  to  stay  at  school  till  the  age  of  12 
or  13 ;  whereas,  if  the  child  is  well  ad- 
vanced and  passes  a  superior  standard, 
he  or  she  can  get  away  at  10  or  11  and 
at  once  become  a  wage-earner.  Besides 
other  and  better  motives  the  prospects  of 
wage-earning  makes  the  parent  anxious 
about  his  child's  progress.  By  in- 
trusting greater  freedom  of  classification 
of  the  children  to  a  body  of  ladies  and 
gentlemen  who  are  thoroughly  worthy 
of  the  national  confidence,'  there  is  no 
danger  of  want  of  pressure  being  pat 
upon  the  children.  The  parents  put 
pressure  upon  the  teacher,  and  that 
pressure  we  may  be  quite  sure 
will  l>9  communicated  from  the 
teacher  to  the  scholar.  Then,  lastly,  it 
is  desirable  that  this  abolition  of  indivi- 
dual examination  and  this  freedom  of 
classification  should  be  absolutely  uncon- 
ditional and  unreserved.  There  should 
be  a  full  and  frank  admission  of  the 
principle,  and  that  admission  should 
not  be  whittled  away  by  various  con- 
ditions, caveats,  and  reservations  in  the 
Code.  I  am  not  alluding  to  the  New 
Code,  but  such  limitations  have  hap- 
pened, and  may  happen  again.  .  I  ought 
to  know  the  official  mind,  and  I  am  sure 
that  it  is  slow  to  part  with  control.  When 
it  has  had  for  a  series  of  years  vast  in- 
terests under  its  shackles,  it  is  very  un- 
willing that  these  fetters  should  be  struck 
off.  A  despotism  of  this  sort  dies  hard  ! 
Unless  we  have  the  thing  as  clear  as 
noonday,  so  that  all  who  run  may  read — 
master,  scholar,  and  parent — tben  this 
House  will  not  have  done  all  that  is 
desirable.  Therefore,  I  am  anxious 
to  obtain  the    sanction  of    the    House 


to    an     abstract    principle     which,    is , 
clear  and  definite  and  which   may  be  , 
considered     as     not     the    abolition    of 
payment  by  results,  but  as  an  improved 
system    of    payment    by    real    results. 
Whether  he  sees  his  way  to  fully  carry  , 
out  the  principle  or  not,  I  am  sure  my 
right  hon.  Friend  will  not  dispute  its  jus-  . 
tice.     I  hope  he  will  carry  it  out  unrc-  . 
servedly.     He    will    thereby  earn   the  . 
gratitude  of  the  educational  world,  and 
the    blessing  of  tens    of  thousands  of. 
families  all  over  the  country.   The  recog- 
nition of    this  principle  by  the  House  ; 
to-night    will    gladden    the    hearts    of , 
multitudes ;   will  bring  peace   to   their 
minds,  lighten    their    labours,  sweeten 
their  existence.      Still  more,  it  will  help 
the  schools   of  England  to  realise  the. 
ideal  of  what  they  ought  to  be — that  is 
to  say,  the  homes  of  national  virtue,  the 
abodes    of    practical    culture,   and   the 
centres  of  honest  effort.     I  beg  to  move  , 
the  Motion  standing  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  * 
"  the  present  system  by  results  is  injurious  to  > 
Education  and  should  therefore  be  abolished, 
and  that  the  condition  of  a  school  should  be 
tested  not  by  the  individual  examination  of 
every  scholar,  but  by  the  general  inspection  of 
the  institution  as  a  whole,  the  grant  being  dis-  . 
tributed   as  a    capitation    allowance    on    the  , 
average  attendance,  freedom  being  allowed  to 
the  teachers  in  classifying;  each  scholar  accord-  ' 
ing  to  his  aptitude    and  proficiency/'—  {Sir 
Me  hard  Tempi*,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the    words' 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

•Mr.    SYDNEY     BUXTON     (Tower 
Hamlets,   Poplar) :  I     am     very    glad 
I    have    the  honour  of    seconding   the 
Motion,  if  only  to  show  that  there  is  no 
Party    feeling  upon    this    question.     I 
cannot  refrain  from  regretting,  however, ' 
that  it  should  have   been  necessary  to* 
bring  it  forward  at  this  particular  time,  . 
because  to  acertain  extent  it  interferes 
with  the  discussion  of  the  Code,  which  we 
understand  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  u 
man  will  come  on  before  Whitsuntide.'. 
Bnt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will,  I . 
f  del  sure,  understand  this,  that  those  who , 
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take  part  in  this  Debate  do  so  in  no  sense 
antagonistic  to  this  Code.  On  the  con- 
trary, we  congratulate  him  and  thank 
him  for  the  new  departure  he  has  taken. 
The  term  "payment  by  results"  is 
usually  applied  to  the  Bystem  under 
which  the  individual  examination  of  each 
child  is  taken  as  the  basis  of  the  payment 
of  the  grant ;  but  it  has  come  to  include 
also  the  system  of  payment  by  the  piece. 
Now,  Sir,  I  am  not  ashamed  to  confess 
that,  as  a  Member  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Education,  my  views  on  this 
subject  were  very  much  modified  by  the 
overwhelming  and  almost  unanimous 
nature  of  the  evidence  placed  before  us, 
not  only  by  teachers  and  managers,  but 
by  all  interested  in  elementary  education. 
But  in  condemning  the  system  of  "  pay- 
ment by  results"  I  am  not  prepared 
necessarily  to  condemn  its  original  intro- 
duction thirty  years  ago.  At  that  time 
the  system  of  national  education  was  so 
gross  and  so  bad  that  it  was  necessary 
for  the  Stats,  in  extending  its  grants,  to 
take  care  that  it  had  some  guarantee 
of  good  results  for  its  money.  At 
the  same  time,  1  blame  thosd  who 
succeeded  Mr.  Lowe  as  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council,  for  not  having 
been  able  to  distinguish  between  the 
use  and  the  abuse  of  such  a  system, 
and  for  not  having  sooner  appreciated 
the  evils  which  followed  its  vast  ex- 
tension. It  is  highly  probable,  indeed,  that 
the  very  name  itself — "  payment  by  re- 
sults " — has  had  something  to  do  with  the 
long  period  during  which  the  system  has 
existed.  Everyone  desires  payment  by 
results;  but,  unfortunately,  under  the 
present  system,  we  get  results  we  do  not 
want,  and  pay  for  results  we  do  not  get. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  dwelt  at  length  on 
the  evils  which  have  followed  from  the 
existing  system.  It  leads  to  over- 
pressure and  underpressure.  It  leads 
to  cram  instead  of  to  thoroughness  ;  and 
education  that  is  not  thorough  does 
not  last.  I  think  we  all  feel  that 
one  of  the  great  evils  of  our  system 
is  that  children  leave  school  at  too  early 
an  age  and  soon  forget  all  the  instruction 
they  have  received.  The  whole  system 
of  education  has  become  mechanical, 
uniform,  and  inelastic.  One  of  its  chief 
blots,  moreover,  is  that,  under  it, 
the  grant  practically  depends  on  one 
day's  work  instead  of  on  the  work  of 
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the  whole  year.  The  earning  power  of  that 
day  depends,  moreover,  on  two  variable 
quantities,  the  temper  of  the  Inspector, 
and  the  temper  of  the  clerk  of  the 
weather.  The  examination  is  neces- 
sarily somewhat  perfunctory ;  and  causes 
a  vast  variation  in  the  amount  of 
grant  for  exactly  the  same  amount 
and  goodness  of  work.  The  system  is 
demoralising  to  the  teachers  and  to  the 
parents,  as  well  as  to  the  Department 
itself.  The  question  is,  How  are  we  to 
replace  this  system  ?  What  other 
system  can  we  put  in  its  place,  that 
will  still  give  to  the  State  a  guarantee 
that  its  money  was  being  properly  ex- 
pended 1  If  we  could  start  afresh  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  the  ideal  system  of 
national  education  would  be  that  we 
should  have  strong  representative  Local 
Authorities,  who  should  have  the  fullest 
possible  power  over  the  elementary 
schools  in  the  districts,  and  should  be 
responsible  for  the  sufficiency  and  effi- 
ciency of  those  schools.  The  State, 
instead  of  dealing  with  individual 
schools,  should  distribute  the  grant  not 
according  to  the  needs  or  the  results  of 
the  individual  schools,  but  according  to 
the  needs  and  circumstances  of  each 
particular  district.  It  should  pay  its 
grant  direct  to  those  Local  Bodies,  and 
make  them  fully  responsible  for  the 
mode  in  wliich  the  money  was  expended. 
But  that  time  was  not  yet.  And,  mean- 
while, it  is  idle  to  compare  what  is 
going  on  abroad,  or  in  our  colonies, 
with  our  system  at  home,  because,  as 
my  hon.  Friend  knows — for  he  is  one 
of  the  chief  props  and  ornaments  of  the 
voluntaryists — we  have  a  dual  system 
of  School  Board  and  voluntary  educa- 
tion. The  position  is  this.  Three  out 
of  every  five  of  our  elementary  schools 
are  under  practically  irresponsible 
managers.  This  state  of  things  was 
due,  on  the  one  hand,  to  the  gross 
neglect  of  the  State  in  the  past;  on 
the  other,  to  the  self-sacrifice  and  zealous 
endeavours  of  those  who,  when  the  State 
neglected  its  duty,  took  a  part  of 
that  duty  upon  themselves.  The 
result  was  that,  when  the  State  did 
at  last  realise  its  responsibility,  it 
found  the  ground  very  much  covered; 
and,  ever  since,  in  consequence  of 
this  dual  system,  the  nation  has  been 
hampered  on  all  questions  of  national  edu- 
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cation,  because,  unfortunately,  both  in  and 
out  of  the  House,  they  have  to  be  looked  at 
not  only,  or  perhaps  chiefly,   from  an 
educational,  but  from  a  political,  an  econo- 
mical, and  a  sectarian  point   of    view. 
The  result  of  this  state  of  things  is  that 
the  Department  pays  every  year  some- 
thing like  £2,000,000  to  these  irrespon- 
sible  managers,  and  that  for  every  £1 
these  managers  provide  the  State  pro- 
Tides  j£3.  Further,  if  we  are  going  to  have 
abolition  of  fees,  upon  which  the  House, 
I  think,  it»  pretty  generally  agreed,  the 
proportion  that  these  managers  will  pro- 
vide will  then  be  but  as  1  to  4£  contri- 
buted by  the  State.  This  is  a  very  serious 
point     in    the     consideration     of    how 
far    we  can  relax  the  present  system. 
The     Resolution   moved    by    my    hon. 
Friend   seems    to   me   to    involve  two 
principles  with  which  I  cordially  agree. 
In  the  first  place,  it  proposes  to  abolish 
altogether  any  system  under  which  a 
grant  paid  to  any  school  shall  have  as 
its   basis  the  individual  examination  of 
erery  child  in  the  school.      Secondly,  it 
proposes  that  the  grant  shall  be,  as  far 
as  possible,   a    fixed  grant,  to  be   pairi, 
not  in  small  pieces,  but  in  one    sum 
aa  a  general  fixed  grant,  dependent  on 
the  general  efficiency  of  the  school.   With 
this  principle  I  cordially  concur.     But  I 
do  not  know  that  I  quite  go  so  far  as  my 
hon.  Friend  when  he  says  that,   in  the 
practical  carrying  out  of  his  proposition, 
this  fixed  grant  should  depend  on  the 
ascertained    pecuniary    needs      of    the 
school,  and  not  on  examination  results. 
If  that  means  that  the  educational  re- 
sults in  the  school  are  not  to  be  taken 
into  account  in  assessing  the  grant,  I  am 
afraid  I  can  hardly  agree  with  him ;  but 
if  it  means  that  educational  results  are 
not  to  be  the  only  results  that  are  to  be 
taken  into  account  in  assessing  the  grant, 
then  I  cordially  agree  with  him.  I  confess  I 
could    not    quite    go*   with    my  hon. 
Friend  as  to  the  system  of  inspection  he 
proposes  to  substitute.  He  said  that,  under 
the  ideal  system,  it  would  not  be  neces- 
sary for  the  Inspector  to  examine  the 
children  at  all;  but  that  he  would  be 
able  to  see  how  the  children  were  taught, 
and  ascertain  the  general  efficiency  of 
the  school,  by  a  series   of  visits.      As 
regards  the  saries  of  visits,  I  am  entirely 
with  my  hon.  Friend ;   but,  I  confess, 
that,  in  my  opinion,  under  any  system 
by     which     the     State     gives    grants 


to  these  schools,  certainly  so  long 
as  Voluntary  and  Board  schools  -  exist 
side  by- side,  we  must  have  a  thorough 
inspection  and  examination,  not  only  of 
the  moral  tone  of  the  school  and  the 
intelligence  of  the  teachers,  but  also  of 
the  efficiency  of  the  education  which  is 
given,  especially  as  regards  the  three  R's. 
But  this  does  not  in  the  least  imply  that 
a  particular  portion  of  the  grant  is  to 
depend  on  a  particular  examination,  or 
that  the  Inspectors  are  to  examine  indi- 
vidually all  the  children  in  the  school  in 
order  to  base  the  grant  in  any  shape  or 
form  on  a  system  of  percentages — a 
system  which  we  agree  in  condemning. 
But  I  do  not  see  that  we  can  entirely 
get  rid  of  inspection  and  examination. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  right  principle 
— and  there  I  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend 
— would  be  to  get  rid,  as  far  as  possible, 
of  the  whole  system  of  percentages,  and  to 
give  the  largest  possible  fixed  grant. 
In  my  opinion,  it  is  better  to  have 
one  large  fixed  grant  rather  than, 
as  proposed  in  the  Code  of  this  and 
of  last  year,  in  the  one  case  three 
and  in  the  other  two  fixed  grants. 
This  grant  should  depend  upon  the 
general  efLciency  cf  the  school,  the 
suitability  of  the  building,  the  sufficiency 
and  efficiency  of  the  teaching  staff,  and  the 
suitability  and  character  of  the  instruction 
given.  Outside  this  grant,  there  must 
doubtless  be  certain  special  grants  in 
addition.  It  is  generally  agreed  that  the 
specific  subjects  should  be  taught,  and 
paid  for  separately.  I  am  bound  to 
say  I  think  it  might  be  expedient  and 
necessary  to  give  besides  additional 
grants  to  schools  teaching  efficiently 
drawing  and  cookery,  and  giving  manual 
instruction.  I  draw  a  very  clear  distinc- 
tion between  such  subjects  as  these,  and 
the  three  R's,  together  with  the  ordinary 
class  subjects  which  should  be  placed 
entirely  under  the  fixed  grant.  I  would 
go  further,  and  would  cordially  sup- 
port the  recommendation  in  the  Minority 
Report  of  the  Rryal  Commission,  in 
desiring  that,  in  addition,  further  special 
grants  should  be  given  to  improve  the 
efficiency  of  .schools  where  the  managers 
went  to  the  expense  of  organising 
teachers,  utilising  drawing  instructors,  or 
science  demonstrators ;  and,  again,  where 
they  made  special  arrangements  for 
the  instruction  of  pupil  teachers  at  centres 
other  wis  3.     I  think  in  all  these  matters 
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there  might  be  special  grants  outside  and 
above  the  large  fixed  grant;  they 
would  have  none  of  the  evils  of 
the  old  system  by  leading  to  cram,  and 
over-pressure  in  special  subjects,  while 
they  would  do  a  great  deal  to  encourage 
schools  to  improve  and  bring  themselves 
up  to  the  highest  point  of  efficiency. 
One  other  point  I  would  suggest  in 
relation  to  the  fixed  grant,  that  it  should 
be  variable  in  one  sense — if  the  bull 
may  be  allowed — so  as  to  give 
encouragement  to  the  schools  at  which 
the  poorer  class  of  children  attend,  and 
be  an  inducement  to  schools  in  a  better 
position  to  reduce  their  fees,  namely,  by 
an  addition  to  the  fixed  grant  where 
the  fees  were  below  the  average,  and 
by  a  reduction  form  the  fixed  grant 
where  the  fees  were  high.  I  cordially 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  that  along 
with  this  fixed  grant  the  fullest  possible 
liberty  should  be  given  to  teachers  in 
the  classification  of  children,  the  choice 
of  subjects,  and  the  methods  of  teaching. 
Aa  Mr.  Alderson,  late  one  of  our 
Inspectors,  has  well  said,  in  the  attempt 
to  classify  children  we  take  whit  may 
be  called  an  "average  abstract  child," 
and  try  to  classify  all  other  children 
on  the  Procrustean  basis  of  that  particular 
abstract  child.  The  whole  system 
of  classification  has  turned,  as  my  hon. 
Friend  says,,  on  the  matter  of  age, 
whereas  the  matter  of  age  in  elementary 
schools  is,  perhaps,  the  last  factor  that 
should  be  taken  into  account  when  we 
desire  to  classify  children  for  instruction 
according  to  their  abilities  and  attainments. 
I  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  that  we  have 
reached,  and,  indeed,  I  think  we  have 
long  past,  the  time  when  we  may  place 
the  fullest  possible  trust  in  the  loyalty 
honour,  and  discretion  of  our  'teachers. 
They  are  very  different  now  as  a  class  to 
what  they  were  when  the  Duke  of  New- 
castle's Commission  reported.  The  whole 
nation  has  been  educated  to  a  higher  stan- 
dard, and  our  teachers  are  much  better 
educated,  better  trained,  and  far  better 
fitted  to  carry  on  school  work  than  they 
were  thirty  or  forty  years  ago.  .1  agree 
with  my  hon.  Friend,  and  speak  frtan  con- 
siderable personal  experience,  when  I  say 
that  there  is  no  class  of  men  or  women 
in  the  kingdom  more  entitled  to  our 
thanks  and  praise  for  the  way  in  which 
they  have  conducted  their  work.  Very 
arduous  and  difficult  their  work  is,  and 
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the  influence  and  exertions  of-  our 
teachers,  often  to  their  own  personal 
detriment,  have  done  much  to  mitigate 
and  diminish  the  evils  of  our  present 
cast-iron  system  of  payments  by  results. 
To  them  is  due,  in  very  great 
measure,  the  improvement  in  the  condition 
of  our  schools.  Just  one  other  point  in 
connection  with .  the  fixed  grant,  and  it 
is  one  upon  which  I  lay  very  great 
stress  indeed,  namely,  that  it  is  essen- 
tial, if  we  are  going  to  pay  this  fixed 
grant  for  the  "  efficiency'.'  of  a  school  that 
the  minimum  requirement  of  efficiency 
should  be  increased,  and  that  we  should 
have  a  more  liberal  idea  as  to  what  should 
constitute  a  suitable  school  for  the 
elementary  education  of  our  children. 
I  regret  that  in  the  New  Code-— I  am  not 
going  to  discuss  it  now,  but  I  can- 
not refrain  from  expressing  a 
passing  regret — the  minimum  require- 
ments for  our  elementary  schools  have 
not  been  largely  raised.  We  ought  to 
have  a  higher  ideal  of  structural  suit- 
ability, and  I  do  not  think  the  minimum 
scale  of  accommodation  on  the  basis  of 
eight  square  feet,  laid  down  by  the 
Department,  is  anything  like  sufficient. 
We  ought  to  have  a  much  more  liberal 
idea  of  what  the  staffing  in  our  schools 
should  be.  The  present  minimum,  and, 
indeed,  the  minimum  laid  down  in  the 
New  Code,  is  ludicrously  inadequate. 
Generally,  too,  we  ought  to  have  a 
higher  ideal  of  what  should  constitute 
the  minimum  curriculum  in  our  schools. 
Here,  again,  the  New  Code  is  most 
disappointingly  inadequate.  In  short, 
if  we  are  going  to  improve  our 
system  by  substituting  a  fixed  grant 
for  payment  by  results,  we  must 
take  a  broader  view  of  what  should 
constitute  suitability  of  building,  staff, 
and  curriculum  than  we  have  been 
content  with  in  the  past.  One  matter 
further,  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
has  alluded.  It  will  be  essential, 
if  we  are  to  to  introduce  the  one  grant 
system,  that  the  Inspectors  should  visit 
the  schools  far  oftener  than  they  do  at 
present.  The  system  is  perfectly  absurd 
under  which  an  Inspector  judges  the 
school  upon  one  visit.  By  the  introduction 
of  the  fixed  grant,  while  the  individual 
power  of  the  Inspector  would  be  dimi- 
nished, his  responsibility  would  be 
largely  increased.  He  will  be  less  of 
A  machine,  and  more  of  a  rational  and 
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responsible  being.  His  responsibility 
•would  be  increased,  because  upon  the 
Report  of  the  Inspector  the  Department 
must  rely  to  keep  the  efficiency  of 
a  school  up  to  the  standard,  and  they 
must  be  strong  enough  to  absolutely 
withdraw  the  grant  if  the  school  is  at  all 
non-efficient.  A  great  deal,  both  under 
the  New  Code  as  well  as  under  the  pro- 
posals now  made,  will*  depend  on  how 
the  Department  put  their  powers  into 
force.  But  I  believe  we  may  trust  the 
Department,  under  the  pressure  of  public 
opinion,  to  carry  out  such  a  system  ;  we 
may  trust,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
said,  that  they  will  keep  the  schools  up  to  a 
state  of  efficiency,  and  that  they  will 
have  strength  of  mind  enough  to  refuse 
the  grant  if  that  state  of  efficiency  is  not 
maintained.  I  believe  public  opinion 
will  support  them  in  that  respect,  and  that 
the  pressure  of  the  parents  will  do  much 
also  to  bring  about  the  consummation 
we  desire.  One  point  more,  and  it  is 
the  last.  I  must  touoh  on  the  question 
of  attendance.  This  fixed  grant  must 
depend  on  the  average  attendance,  and  I 
think  our  teachers  have  a  great  and 
material  grievance  in  the  manner  in 
which  compulsory  attendance  is  carried 
out,  or  rather  not  carried  out,  in  many 
parts  of  the  kingdom.  It  is  very  dis- 
heartening to  them  when  children  do 
not  properly  attend  school,  and  still 
more  so  when  their  efforts  to  sec  are 
attendance  are  not  properly  supported  by 
the  Local  Authority.  While  I  am  quite 
sure  that  no  one  desires  to  carry  oat 
the  system  of  compulsory  attendance 
harshly,  I  believe  that  the  parents,  as 
a  class,  and  the  country  at  large,  do 
desire  that,  when  a  school  is  provided, 
the  children  should  be  found  in  their 
places  there.  But,  unfortunately,  not 
only  in  too  many  cases  are  the  School 
Board  Authorities,  or  the  School  Attend- 
ance Committees,  too  lax  in  enforcing 
attendance,  but  also,  and  especially  in 
London,  as  my  hon.  Friend  knows  very 
well,  Magistratas  are  too  fond  of  con- 
nidering  the  interests  of  the  parents  rather 
than  the  interests  of  the  children.  They 
forget  that,  after  all,  the  "  child  is  father 
to  the  man,"  and  let  off  many  parents  who 
ought  to  be  convicted  for  gross  neglect 
of  their  children's  welfare,  because  it 
seems  hard  upon  the  parents  to  inflict  a 
fine.  The  abolition  of  the  fees  will,  doubt- 
less, do   much   to  improve   attendance. 


Regularity  of  attendance  will  be  greatly 
assisted  by  the  system  we  propose,  under 
which  teachers  will  have  more  freedom, 
greater  power  and  inducement  to  intro- 
duce a  more  reasonable  and  more  elastic 
methodsof  instruction, and  to  make  school 
more  attractive.  I  believe  the  House  does 
desire  to  take  a  new  departure,  and  I  am 
sare  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Dapartment  is  entirely  of 
that  opinion.  Our  only  desire  is  to  carry 
on  past  progress  with  greater  rapidity,  and 
by  improving  the  condition  and  the  posi- 
tion of  teachers  in  the  schools  to  benefit 
the  children,  and,  through  the  children, 
to  benefit  the  nation  at  large. 

•(10.20.)  The  VICE  PRESIDENT  or 
the  COUNCIL  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke, 
Kent,  Dartf ord)  :  I  very  much  fear  that, 
in  spite  of  the  grave  importance  of  the 
matter  now  under  the  cognisance  of  the 
House,  my  contribution  to  the  Debate 
must  be  but  small,  and  it  will  be  obvious 
to  the  House  why  my  observations  are 
restricted.  It  is  only  some  few  weeks 
since  I  placed  upon  the  Table  a  docu- 
ment dealing  upon  an  entirely  new  basis 
with  our  elementary  educational  system, 
aud  although  it  is  perfectly  trae,  and  I 
gladly  accept  your  ruling,  Sir,  that  this 
Motion  is  perfectly  in  order,  because  this 
new  Code  which  it  has  been  my  duty  to 
place  before  Parliament  is  not,  strictly 
speaking,  a  legislative  enactment,  yet 
my  position  is,  practically  speaking, 
analogous  to  that  of  a  Member  who, 
within  a  short  ti  ne  of  the  occasion  when 
he  will  have  to  move  the  Second  Reading 
of  a  Bill,  finds  himself  suddenly  face  to 
face  with  a  Debate  dealing  not  only  with 
the  principle,  but  absolutely  the  details, 
of  his  measure.  I  can  assure  the 
House,  and  I  assure  my  hon.  Friend, 
that  I .  mention  this  not  from  any 
feeling  in  the  nature  of  personal 
complaint— indeed,  in  political  matters 
nowadays  there  is  no  greater  mistake  than 
to  complain  of  anything — I  make  these 
remarks  not  in  a  spirit  of  complaint,  but 
simply  as  a  reason,  and  I  hope  the  House 
will  accept  it  as  an  adequate  reason,  why 
I  am  practically  precluded  from  taking 
that  part  in  an  educational  discussion  I 
should  desire,  and  which  the  nature  of  the 
subject  would  seem  to  require.  Having 
said  so  much,  I  at  once  come  to  the 
point  of  what  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  prepared  to  do  in  regard  to  this 
Motion.     I  say  at  once  that,  having  laid 
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on  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Code,  which, 
in  a  concrete  form,  embraces  almost  en- 
tirely the  principle  of  the  Motion  now 
before  us,  I  am  prepared  gladly  to  accept 
and  endorse  this  Motion,  but  I  must 
urge  one  or  two  points  by  way  of  quali- 
fication. First,  I  should  like  to  mention 
a  point  dealt  with  by  my  hon.  Friend 
who  seconded  the  Motion  in  an  excellent 
speech.  He  referred  to  the  form  of  the 
Motion,  and  I  will  read  the  terms, 
because,  although  we  may  accept  the 
broad  principle,  I  am  anxious  to  take  a 
fair  view  of  the  situation,  and  that  we 
should  not  commit  ourselves  to  any 
dangerous  consequence  which  may  be  in- 
volved. My  hon.  Friend  (Sir  R.  Temple) 
suggests  "That  the  present  systsm  of  pay- 
ment by  results  is  injurious  to  education, 
and  should,  therefore,  be  abolished."  Now, 
I  think  that  in  the  Housa  generally,  and 
among  those  outside  who  take  an  interest 
in  educational  matters,  the  system  of 
payment  by  results  has  been  condemned, 
and,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  not  only 
in  the  Houss,  but  on  more  than  one 
occasion  outside,  I  have  spoken  in 
condemnation  of  the  system,  and  can, 
therefore,  accept  the  proposition  without 
reserve.  Then  comes  a  further  impor- 
tant point  in  the  Motion — 

"  And  that  the  condition  of  a  school  should 
be  tested  not  by  the  individual  examination  of 
every  scholar,  hut  by  the  general  inspection 
of  the  institution  as  a  whole/' 

That,  also,  I  accept,  and  I  believe  hon. 
Members  who  read  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  will  find  that  is 
accepted  in  principle  by  the  Majority  and 
Minority  Report.  But  now  I  come  to  a 
point  where  I  find  a  discrepancy  in  the 
speeches  of  my  hon.  Friends  who  moved 
and  seconded  this  Resolution,  and  that  is 
in  regard  to  the  question  whether  the 
Motion  involves  the  utter  and  complete 
abolition  of  individual  examination  of 
scholars.  The  hon.  Baronet  who  moved 
the  Resolution  alluded  to  a  system  he 
would  support  of  a  kind  of  second-hand 
individual  examination,  but  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  who  seconded  demanded 
that  the  Inspector  should  hear  the 
children  examined,  and  he,  while  second- 
ing the  Motion  without  reserve,  would 
so  far  preserve  the  system  of  individual 
examination  that  it  should  be  applicable 
in  certain  cases.  Now,  this  is  important, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  within  a  few 
weeks  I  shall  have  to  submit  to  the 
Sir  William  Hart  Dyke 


House  a  Vote  for  £3,750,000  for  pur- 
poses  of  elementary  education.  I  think, 
therefore,  it  is  most  important  that 
in  voting  for  this  Resolution  the  House 
of  Commons  should  know  the  precise 
position  in  which  it  is  placed.  For 
myself,  I  support  the  Motion  in  the  light 
of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
seconded  it,  who  demands  that  a  certain 
system — not  the  present  system — of 
individual  examination  should  be  pre- 
served. Here  I  am  supported  by  the 
authority  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oxford  University,  who  was 
also  a  Member  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission. My  hou.  Friend  is,  I  believe, 
one  of  several  Members  who  signed  one 
of  these  documents  we  find  on  our 
breakfast  table  in  the  morning,  putting 
in  the  most  alluring  and  enticing  form  a 
suggestion  that  we  should  put  the  closure 
upon  our  dinners  and  hasten  down  to 
make  a  House  at  9  o'clock.  He,  J 
believe,  is  a  supporter  of  this  Motion  ;  bat 
I  notice  also  that  he  signed  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  containing  this  sen- 
tence— 

"  The  distribution  of  the  Parliamentary 
Grant  cannot  be  wholly  free  from  the  present 
dependence  on  the  results  of  examination 
without  the  risk  of  greater  evils  than  those  it 
is  sought  to  cure." 

The  point,  then,  I  would  earnestly  press 
on  the  House  is  this :  that  I  accept  the 
Motion  in  the  spirit  of  the  seconder  of  it, 
and  in  the  sense  in  which  I  understand 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford 
University  gives  his  support,  with  the 
reservation  that  I  am  in  favour  of  a 
sufficient  test  of  the  efficiency  of  a  school 
by  individual  examination  being  pre- 
served up  to  a  certain  point. 

•Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXtON:  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me 
to  explain  that  what  I  said,  or  what  I 
meant  to  say,  was  that  the  Department 
should  retain  the  power  to  examine 
individually,  if  necessary,  in  order  to  test 
efficiency  ;  but  that  the  grant  should  not 
depend  on  this  examination.  That  I 
take  to  be  the  effect  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  words. 

•Sir  W.  HART  DYKE:  No  doubt 
this  explanation  is  Remanded  on  account 
of  the  difficulty  in  which  I  am  placed, 
that  I  cannot  go  further  into  this  discus- 
sion. What  I  understand  the  hon. 
Member  really  wishes  is  to  substitute 
for    the  present    system    of    grants   a 
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fixed  grant  assessed  and  paid  according 
to  the  efficiency  of  the  school  as  a  whole, 
and  one  important  item  to  be  taken  into 
account  in  considering  the  grant  will  be 
the  knowledge  of  the  children  in  elemen- 
tary subjects  such  as  can  only  be  tested  by  a 
certain  amount  of  individual  examination. 
There  is  one  other  point  I  should  like 
to  mention.  I  cordially  adopt  the  last 
clause  in  the  Motion  which  refers  to  the 
freedom  to  be  allowed  to  teachers  to 
classify  scholars  according  to  their 
aptitude.  I  wish  to  sae  that  this  freedom 
is  liberally  and  properly  administered  ; 
but  there  must  be  a  reservation  that 
where  the  Inspactor  finds  it  is  abused  by 
those  in  charge  of  a  school,  he  shall 
have  power  to  step  in.  I  have  no 
further  observations  to  add  with  regard 
to  this  Motion.  I  accept  it  with  the 
reservations  I  have  made.  I  hope  the 
Debate  will  be  conducted  on  fair  and  just 
lines.  I  am  sure  that  no  hon.  Members 
wish  to  do  me  any  injustice  by  prema- 
turely discussing  my  proposals.  Since  I 
have  had  the  honour  of  holding  office  I 
have  received  fair-play  from  all  quarters, 
and  I  am  sure  that  now  I  shall  not  appeal 
in  vain  for  similar  treatment.  It  will 
shortly  be  my  duty  to  explain  the  pro- 
posals which  the  Government  have  to 
make,  and  till  then  I  trust  hon.  Gentle- 
men will  not  attempt  to  discuss  them.  I 
regret  that  this  very  position  of  affairs 
has  prevented  me  from  doing  justice  to 
the  Motion,  which  has  not  only  my 
hearty  sympathy,  but  my  very  best 
support. 

(10.35.)  Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  I  quite  sympathise  with 
the  closing  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  for  I  hold  that  when  a  good 
thing  has  to  be  said,  the  sooner  it  is  said 
the  better.  I  thank  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Evesham  for  having 
brought  this  Motion  forward  and  for  thus 
having  exploded  the  vicious  system  of 
payment  by  results.  I  believe  that  the 
system  of  education  which  has,  for  the 
last  15  years,  been  fostered  in  this 
country  and  in  Ireland  has  been  injurious 
to  the  children  and  dishonouring  to  the 
teachers.  It  has  been  a  system  calcu- 
lated to  bring  the  teachers  and  parents 
into  conflict.  Now,  I  have  not  read  the 
proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  on 
Education  ;  but  I  must  say  I  do  not  think 
that,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  which 
affects  the  education  of  the  children  of 


the  community,  the  question  of  courtesy 
to  the  Minister  ought  to  be  made  subser- 
vient to  the  necessities  of  the  State.  I 
have  been  glad  to  see  a  practical  unani- 
mity among  hon.  Members  on  this  ques- 
tion. I  have  myself  been  looked  upon 
as  a  strong  politician,  but  still  I  have 
been  pleased  to  see  this  subject  ap- 
proached from  both  sides  of  the  House 
with  an  evident  desire  to  eschew  politics. 
I  hope  I  shall  not  be  understood  as  com- 
plaining of  the  spirit  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  met  us.  I  agree  with 
him  as  to  the  importance  of  retaining 
the  individual  examination  of  children 
If  there  is  not  an  individual  examination 
of  the  children  in  the  schools  for  some 
purpose  or  other,  the  visitation  of  the 
Inspector  will  be  of  no  use.  I  speak 
with  practical  experience,  for,  during 
13  years  of  my  life,  I  was  connected 
with  the  primary  education  of  children. 
It  is  very  easy  to  dress  up  a  school  and 
to  present  a  class  to  an  Inspector,  and 
above  all,  for  a  teacher  to  undertake  th& 
examination  in  the  presence  of  the 
Inspector  and  to  make  a  show  class. 
These  periodical  examinations  we  all 
know  of.  I  am  strongly  against  the 
system  of  payment  by  results,  and  I 
want  the  Inspector  to  be  brought  more 
into  individual  contact  with  the  indivi- 
dual children  of  the  school.  There  is 
another  thing.  In  all  Departments 
under  the  control  of  the  State,  and  which 
may  be  paid  for  by  public  money,  I 
would  have  unexpected  visits  to  be 
the  rule  rather  than  the  exception* 
Now,  it  is  all  very  well  to  talk  of  cour- 
tesy. It  is  a  very  nice  thing  for  a  De- 
partmental gentleman  to  wire  down  to 
his  friend  and  say,  "  I  may  possibly  be 
found  in  such  a  place  on  such  a  day  ;" 
but  the  primary  thing  is  for  a  school  to 
be  always  in  such  a  state  that  the  In- 
spector will  find  it  in  order  at  any  hour 
or  moment  he  may  drop  into  it.  I  am 
talking  of  Irish  experience  principally. 
There  any  gentleman  can  come  in  and 
inspect  the  schools,  but  he  has  no  privi- 
lege of  examination  without  the  permis 
sion  of  the  teachers.  I  would  have  the 
Inspector  in  a  position  that  he  may  drop 
in  at  any  moment  and  claim  the  privi- 
lege of  examining  any  class.  That  is 
really  essential.  The  reason  I  am 
against  the  result  system  is  this :  I 
believe  if  you  have  a  good,  honest,  in- 
telligent teacher,  he  can  do  more 
for      the     children     if     he      is      un- 
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fettered  than  if  he  is  crashed  by 
this  system,  which  is  gradually  driving 
up  the  standards.  And  then  with  regard 
to  the  standard  of  age.  I  do  not  follow 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  comparison 
between  Whitechapel  and  Pimlico,  bnt 
there  are  numbers  of  things  to  be  taken 
into  consideration.  If  he  takes  either 
Whitechapel  or  Pimlico,  or  if  he  takes  a 
district  in  which  Irish  was  the  language 
of  the  children  before  they  went  to 
school,  it  would  be  very  unfair  to  treat 
the  latter  children  on  the  same  standard 
as  regards  age  as  he  would  treat  those 
children  who,  by  constantly  listening 
to  their  parents,  have  acquired  a  great 
deal  of  intelligence  before  being  sub- 
jected to  school  teaching. '  These  things 
have  to  be  considered.  The  duty  of  the 
Inspector  is  to  judge  of  the  general  pro- 
ficiency of  the  school.  Then  the  results 
of  the  payments  would  be  regulated  by 
general  matters,  such  as  the  number  of 
children  attending  the  school  and  their 
average  attendance.  That  would  be 
very  good  ;  but  there  ought  to  be  another 
thing.  The  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to 
draw  no  hard  and  fast  line,  and  he  ought 
to  take  into  consideration  the  difficulties 
of  the  very  different  situation  of  the 
schools.  I  think  that  there  should  be 
some  elasticity  in  the  rule  which  he 
formulates  in  the  matter,  and  that  in 
out-of-the-way  places  where  there  is  no 
possibility  of  having  a  large  attendance 
if  the  teacher  is  doing  more  than  com- 
mensurate good,  he  should  be  more  than 
commensurately  rewarded.  If  a  teacher 
in  an  outlandish  district  has  proved 
himself  by  every  standard  capable  of 
instructing  these  children,  and  capable 
of  showing  results  which  no  one  could 
have  expected  in  that  district,  there 
should  be  some  elasticity  in  the 
arrangement  to  enable  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  him  increased  payment. 
Regarding  this  Motion  as  aimed  at  the 
pernicious  system  of  payment  by  results, 
I  am  strongly  in  its  favour.  I  desire  to 
see  the  primary  teachers  in  this  country 
and  in  Ireland  properly  recompensed.  If 
a  teacher  has  a  natural  aptitude  for  his 
profession,  he  takes  an  interest  in  the 
children  under  him,  and  he  should  be 
allowed,  if  he  thinks  it  right,  to  keep  a 
child  a  longer  time  in  the  lower  classes 
than  he  is  now  allowed  to  do.  In  the 
elementary  schools  in  Ireland  the  teachers 
are  paid  fees  which,  are  progressive 
aeaordtsg  to  the  classes  in  which  the 
Mr.  E.  Harrington 


children  are  placed  ;  and  if  a  teacher  keeps 
a  child  back  in  its  own  interest,  he  does 
so  at  the  loss  to  himself  of  the  progres- 
sive fee,  while  the  parent  is  down  on 
him  because  his  child  is  not  so  advanced 
as  a  neighbour's  child  may  be.  I  am 
glad  that  a  House  w&s  kept  for  the 
discussion  of  this  Motion.  I  believe  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  have  made  out  an 
irresistible  case,  and  I  do  not  think  any 
hon.  Member  will  get  up  and  defend  this 
vicious  system  of  payment  by  results. 
It  is  our  duty  to  see  that  we  have  the 
best  possible  system  of  education  for  our 
children. 

•(10.50.)  Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan) : 
I  do  not  wish  to  prolong  the  Debate,  but 
desire  to  express  the  opinion  that  too  much 
blame  has  {been  cast  upon  the  present 
system  of  elementary  education,  which  has 
not  been  so  devoid  of  results  as  has  been 
stated.  The  disappointment  which  it  has 
caused  is  duo  partly  to  the  early  depar- 
ture of  children  from  school,  and  partly 
to  the  want  of  continuation  schools  in 
our  national  system.  The  evils  that 
hon.  Members  have  deplored  will  be 
greatly  relieved  by  the  Code  which  will 
shortly  be  laid  on  the  Table  by  the 
Government,  and  the  whole  subject  may 
then  be  fully  discussed.  -  I  will  not  pro- 
long the  present  Debate,  and  will  only 
add  that  I  believe  no  class  of  men  and 
women  are  more  worthy  the  confidence 
of  the  people  and  more  desirous  to 
properly  discharge  the  duties  entrusted 
to  them  than  are  the  elementary  teachers. 
I  feel  greatly  rejoiced  that  the  old  system 
is  ended.  We  bid  farewell  to  it  with 
gratitude  for  what  it  has  accomplished  in 
the  past,  and  we  look  forward  with  hope 
to  a  better  system. 

(10.51.)  Mb.  C.  A.  V.  CONrBBARE 
(Cornwall,  Camborne) :  Considering  the 
position  of  what  I  may  call  suspended 
animation,  in  which  I  am,  as  a  member 
of  the  London  School  Board,  owing  to 
the  attack  of  the  Chief  Secretary  on  me 
last  year,  I  may,  perhaps,  be  regarded 
by  some  as  having  no  claim  to  take  part 
in  a  Debate  on  education.  But  I  wish  to 
emphasise  one  or  two  points  which  have 
come  out  in  the  course  of  the  discussion. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, — 

House  adjourned  at  Eleven  o'clock 

till  Monday  next 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Monday,  12th  May,  1890. 


METROPOLITAN  HOSPITALS,  &c. 

Ordered,  that  the  Select  Committee 
have  power  to  direct  that  copies  of 
the  evidence  be  delivered  to  such  per- 
sons as  they  shall  think  fit. 

FACTORS   (SCOTLAND)    BILL. 
A  Bill  to  amend  and  consolidate  the  Factors 

Acts  in  their  application  to  Scotland — Was 
presented  "by  the  Lord  Watson  ;  read  1* ;  to  be 
printed ;  and  to  be  read  2a  on  Friday  next. 
-(No.  83.) 

THE  NEW  EDUCATION  CODE. 
OBSERVATION. 

•Lord  NORTON :  My  Lords,  I  do  not 
intend  to  trouble  your  Lordships  with 
any  general  discussion  of  the  Education 
Code,  but  only  to  invite  your  serious 
consideration  of  the  two  features  con- 
nected with  the  Code  which  are  indicated 
in  the  notice  I  have  given.  The  new 
Code  is,  I  think,  an  improvement  upon 
that  which  was  introduced  last  year  and 
withdrawn,  and  the  two  together  con- 
stitute a  very  considerable  improvement 
on  the  existing  law.  I  have  noticed  the 
points  in  which,  I  think,  a  considerable 
improvement  has  been  made ;  first  in 
simplifying  the  method  of  estimating 
school  work,  and  including  in  that,  for 
the  first  time,  discipline,  good  conduct, 
good  manners,  and  moral  training.  More 
freedom  has  been  given  to  the  teachers, 
both  in  classifying  scholars  and  sub- 
jects. Class  and  sample  are  substituted 
for  individual  examination.  The  pro- 
posed Code  lightens  and  makes  much  less 
mechanical  and  impracticable  the  work 
of  inspection,  and  it  greatly  improves 
the  conditions  both  as  to  pupil  teachers' 
apprenticeships,  as  to  trained  and  un- 
trained teachers,  as  to  the  staff,  and  as  to 
the  premises  required  for  every  school. 
The  objections  which  I  have  to  make  to 
the  Code  are  two  :  first,  that  it  retains 
the  system  of  piecemeal  payment  for 
education  to  a  certain  extent,  and 
sufficiently,  to  continue  the  mischiefs 
of  that  mode  of  payment,  and  to  vitiate 
the  whole  system.     My  other  objection  is 
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that  it  positively  stultifies  itself  when 
greatly  enlarging  the  fixed  grants  in 
support  of  education,  yet  making 
them  all  variable.  As  to  the  piece- 
meal payment  for  education.  That 
was  a  device  adopted  first  in  order 
to  induce  Parliament  to  undertake 
the  elementary  instruction  which 
volunteers  were  inadequately  giving 
by  an  apparent  guarantee  of  a  quid 
pro  quo  for  every  shilling  voted  for  the 
purpose.  Twenty  years'  experience 
has  proved  more  completely,  year  by 
year,  the  futility  and  mischief  of  that 
mode  of  paying  for  national  education, 
and  it  was  condemned  more  completely  in 
the  House  of  Commons  last  Friday  than 
it  has  ever  been  before.  It  was  con- 
demned generally  in  the  House  by  all 
who  spoke  upon  the  Resolution  moved 
by  Sir  Richard  Temple,  and  more 
especially  condemned  by  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council.  The  evidence 
of  the  teachers  taken  before  the  Royal 
Commission,  on  whose  Report  this  Code 
professes  to  be  based,  was  unanimous  as 
to  the  mischiefs  which  are  produced  by 
the  mode  of  payment.  The  heads  under 
which  they  divided  their  accusations 
of  mischief  were  these  :  that  it  limits 
the  curriculum  of  instruction  and  makes 
any  special  aptitude  of  teachers  value- 
less ;  that  it  induces  neglect  of  important 
parts  of  education  to  which  no  money 
value  is  attached  ;  that  it  forces  all  con- 
cerned in  the  work  to  regard  it  in 
reference  to  their  possible  earnings  on 
passes  upon  examination  instead  of  look- 
ing to  the  general  effect  of  the  education  ; 
and  that  it  substitutes  mere  cramming 
of  the  memory  for  real  intellectual 
training.  Very  strangely  the  Commis- 
sioners drew  the  conclusion,  from 
that  unanimous  condemnation  by  ex- 
perts, that  tho  Parliamentary  grant 
for  education  cannot  be  wholly  freed 
from  dependence  on  results,  and  that 
Parliament  could  not  be  expected  to 
make  such  large  grants  unless  it  could 
so  satisfy  itself  that  the  quality  of 
the  education  justified  the  expense. 
Both  those  conclusions  are  dependent 
on  what  is  meant  by  results,  and 
what  may  be  the  quality  of  the 
education  which  can  be  produced 
by  such  a  system.  But  the  Commis- 
sioners go,  at  all  events,  so  far  as  to  re- 
commend its  modification,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, and  that    it   should    be    relaxed 
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in  the  interests  of  the  scholars,  of  the 
teachers,  and  of  education  itself.     Those 
are  their   words;    but  they    say    that 
the  total    abandonment   of   the  system 
might     involve     greater     evils.     What 
those  evils   were    they   gave    not    the 
slightest    indication,   nor  is   there   any 
indication  whatever  of  them  in  the  evi- 
dence, whether  in  writing  or  orally.     I 
tried  to  ascertain  them  by  asking  some 
of  the  highest  authorities  in  the  Depart- 
ment if  they  could  indicate  any  source 
of    evil     in     abandoning    payment     on 
results,    but    the    best    answer    I    got 
was  that  it  was  necessary,  in  order  to 
stimulate  teachers  and  keep  them  up  to 
the  mark  by  giving  them  a  number  of 
little  prizes  to  earn  beyond  the  fixed  pay- 
ment. So  low  anestimate  of  ourteachers  is 
scouted  by  all  who  are  engaged  in  private 
schools  throughout  the  country,  although 
they  see   perfectly   that   their   incomes 
will  depend,  as  all  working  incomes  must, 
upon  excellence  of  results ;  but  none  of 
them  would  undertake  to  educate  for  an 
arbitrary  and  j  precarious   payment  for 
different  items  of  instruction.      Unfor- 
tunately, in  this  particular,  the  Code  fol- 
lows the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
missioners :  It  concludes  that  total  aban- 
donment of  piece  payment  is  impossible, 
and  only  recommends  modification.     It, 
therefore,  retains  such  payments  as  these  : 
— Is.  for  this,  Is.  6d.  for  that.   Conceive, 
my    Lords,     a     system    under     which, 
by  way  of  education,   the  nation  pays 
for     six-pennyworth    of    discipline,    or 
six-pennyworth     of      moral      training! 
And  let    me    say   here,   that  religious 
instruction    in  the  barest   principles  of 
Christianity  is  the  only  thing  for  which 
there  is  no  payment.     That  constitutes 
the  Index  exjmrgatorins  of  our  national 
schools,    and    religion,    therefore,    con- 
tinues   to   be    the   one  subject    which 
is    unpaid    for    and     neglected.       The 
other  objection  wliich  I  have  to  make 
to  the   Code   is  its  anomaly  of  variable 
fixed  grants.    The  Government  has  been 
so   much    engaged    in    Irish   questions 
lately  that  they  become  somewhat  Irish 
in  their  own  ideas.     This  may  account 
for    the    fact    that  in    proposing   fixed 
grants  they  have  made  them  variable, 
with  one  exception,  and  that  the    only 
one  which  would   have  been  better   for 
some  variation.     The    Merit  Grant   was 
tried  a  year  or  two  ago,  with  the  object 
of  getting  rid  of  the  piecemeal  mode  of  I 
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payment,  and  getting  payments  made 
generally  according  to  merit,  but  the 
scale  of  merit  "  fair,"  "  good/'  and  "  ex- 
cellent," was  absolutely  found  imprac- 
ticable, and  was  only  used  as  affording 
another  mode  of  piecemeal  payment. 
They  found  it  was  impossible  to  say 
exactly  where  the  line  was  to  be  drawn 
between  "  fair  "  and  "  good  "  and  "  excel- 
lent" categories  of  schools,  and  the 
attempt  to  draw  it  was  found  to  be 
most  invidious,  and  was  objected  to  by 
the  country  at  large.  But  here  we  have 
a  Merit  Grant  again  in  the  very  Code 
which  professes  to  abandon  it,  only  re- 
introduced under  the  cover  of  fixed  grants. 
The  variable  fixed  grants  as  proposed 
now  I  will  state  to  your  Lordships. 
The  fixed  grants  for  infants  vary 
from  9s.  to  7s.  per  head,  according  to  the 
school  equipment,  and  the  age  of  the 
teacher — that  is,  according  to  the  richer 
or  poorer  circumstances  of  the  schools, 
giving  the  larger  grants  to  the  richer. 
There  is  also  a  sliding  scale  of  pay- 
ments of  6s.,  4s.,  or  2s.  a  head  to 
those  schools,  according  to  the  Inspectors' 
opinion  of  the  suitableness  of  the  instruc- 
tion. Under  the  head  of  fixed  grants 
to  schools  for  older  scholars,  there  is  a 
variable  grant  of  12s.  6d.  or  14s.,  accord- 
ing to  the  amount  of  intelligence 
exhibited,  which  intelligence  is  likely  to 
be  greater  in  the  larger  towns  and  amongst 
those  who  are>  best  able  to  pay  for  educa- 
tion. That  is  the  proposed  appraise- 
ment, and  a  very  difficult  appraisement 
too.  I  should  like  to  know  how  the 
Inspectors,  who  despaired  of  the  working 
of  the  old  Merit  Grant,  would  draw  a  dis- 
tinction between  the  category  of  schools 
deserving*  12s.  6d.  and  14s.  a  head. 
The  only  fixed  grant  that  is  invariable 
is  4s.. for  specific  subjects,  which  are  not 
taken  up  in  any  rural  school.  So  much  for 
this  system  of  grants,  which  Mr.  Sydney 
Buxton  said,  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
was  a  scheme  for  making  the  greatest 
possible  variation  of  payment  for  exactly 
the  same  amount  of  labour  in  teaching. 
MyLords,  I  would  only  ask,  in  conclu- 
sion, is  it  impossible  to  escape  entirely 
from  this  condemned  system,  which  is 
fraught  with  so  much  mischief  ?  What 
is  done  by  every  civilised  nation  in  the 
world  except  ourselves  is  from  a  central 
fund  for  education  to  grant  out  to  such 
local  schools  what  each  requires  for  its 
work,    not    competitively   but  actually. 
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Such  Grants  are  made  in  Canada  from 
provincial  districts  according  to  popula- 
tion and  rateable  value.     In  that  way  an 
adequate   and  certain   income  is    given 
to  enable   local  managers  to  carry  out 
what  the  people  want  in  the  way  of 
proper  school  tuition.      Our  own  large 
School  Boards  have  so  severely  felt  the 
mischief  of  the  present  system  that  they 
have  taken  on  themselves  both  the  pre- 
carious receipts  from  detailed  payments 
and  the  variableness  of  their  aggregate 
amount,  and  have  paid   fixed  salaries  to 
their  teachers,  with  a  separate  inspection 
of  their  own  to  watch  the  teachers'  capa- 
city for  the    work.     If    it  is   doubted 
whether  we  can  fall  back  from  a  device 
adopted  in  order  to  induce  Parliament 
to  take  up  the  subject,  which  device  can 
no  longer  be   required,  because  Parlia- 
ment is  now  almost  too  profuse    with 
grants  for  education,  cannot  we  do  that 
which  all  other  nations  do,  and  let  the 
Treasury   grant   a   capitation   according 
to   the   requirements  of  every  district, 
rural    or    urban,    only    seeing    by    in- 
spection   that    the    money    they    vote 
is     bond     fide     appropriated     for     the 
purpose   for  which  it  is  voted,  leaving 
to  the  locality   the  arrangements  with 
the  school.     Two  of  the  most  eminent 
authorities  pointed  out  to  the  Commis- 
sion how  this  could  be  done,  only  waiting 
for  District  Authorities  to   be    formed. 
I  know  that  I  cannot  get  any  alteration 
made  in  the   Code   now,   but  I   simply 
desire   to  draw  your  Lordships'  attention 
to  two  defects  in  the  Code,  in  the  hope  that, 
through  your  Lordships'  influence,  they 
may    both    be    remedied    in    the  final 
and  complete  edition  of  the  Code  which 
the  Government  promise  us  next  year. 
I  am  sure  every  one  of  your  Lordships 
hope    that    they    will    put    an   end  to 
this   system   of    annual   editions   of    it, 
which     cause    perpetual    changes     and 
uncertainty      most       embarrassing      to 
managers    and    teachers,     and     to     all 
who   are   interested   in   this    important 
subject.     Let  us  have  a   normal  supply 
by  Treasury  grants,  which  will  enable 
managers  to  work  efficiently  our  schools 
throughout     the     country      for     moral 
and  intellectual  training,  with  a  view  to 
the  best  interest  of  education,  and  not 
hamper  them  by  considerations  of  detailed 
earnings,      and      precarious      incomes, 
dependent  on    periodical   arbitrary   ex- 
aminations. 


*The  Earl  of   MEATH:   My  Lords, 
I     congratulate     the     Government    on 
having    laid    upon    the    Table    of    the 
House  a  new  Education  Code,  which  is 
decidedly  in  advance  of  the  old  one,  and 
much  more  in  line  with  the  practical  needs 
of  the   people.     I   think  most  of  your 
Lordships  will  agree  with  me  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government   have  done  well 
in  having  dropped  the  subject  which  is 
called   "English."      I    have  never  yet 
found  any  schoolmaster  or  schoolmistress 
who  has  been  able  to  tell  me  that  after 
all  the  "  English  "  that  has  been  taught 
to  the  children  of  the   working  classes, 
their  actual  speaking  and  writing  has 
been  very  much  improved.     The  practical 
needs   of  the  people  for  their  children's 
education  have  been  better  met  in  the 
present  Code  by  the  permissive  introduc- 
tion   of     manual     instruction,    suitable 
physical  instruction,  and  laundry  work  ; 
but   I    must    express    my    regret   that 
physical   exercises    and    laundry    work 
do  not  receive   any    direct    encourage- 
ment   in    this    Code.      We    think   too 
much     of     the     intellectual,    and     too 
little    of    the    physical,   needs     of    the 
children.    I  suppose  it  is  now  impossible 
to  alter  the  Code,  but  I  hope  at  some 
future    time    the    subject   of    physical 
exercises    will    be   brought    more   pro- 
minently forward.      At  present  they  are 
only  permissive,  but  I  should  like  to  see 
them  made  compulsory.      We  are    the 
only  leading  nation  in  Europe  which  has- 
not  physical    instruction  in    its  Educa- 
tional Code.     They  have  it  in  Germany, 
France,  Sweden,  and  Switzerland.  There 
is  another  point  to  which  I  should  like 
to  draw  your  Lordships'  attention.     The 
compulsory  subjects  are  reading,  writing, 
needlework,  arithmetic,   and    drawing ; 
but  there  is  one  subject  which,  although 
not  included  in  this  list,   is  practically 
compulsory,  and  that  is  recitation.     At 
page  15  it  is  stated  that  no  school  shall 
receive  the  higher  grant  unless  the  In- 
spector reports  that  the  scholars  through- 
out the  school  are  satisfactorily  taught 
recitation.     In    the    first   standard  the 
poor    infants     are    bound,    before     the 
grant    can     be     earned,     to     be     able 
to  recite     20    lines   of   poetry ;   in   the 
second  standard,  40  lines  ;  in  the  third,  60 
lines  ;  and  so  on  up  to  the  sixth  standard, 
where  150  lines  of  recitation  are  required. 
I  ask  whether   this   can    b3  absolutely 
necessary.    What  advantage  can  there  be 
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in  the  children  of,  say,  a  labourer  being 
able  to  recite  150  lines  of  Chaucer.  It 
seems  to  me  absolutely  ridiculous  that 
we  should  require  a  labourer's  children 
to  recite  150  lines  of  Chaucer  when,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  mass  of  the  girls  are 
not  taught  geography,  and  often  not  his- 
tory— infinitely  more  important  subjects 
for  them.  As  your  Lordships  are  doubt- 
less aware,  it  is  necessary  that  two  class 
subjects  should  bi  chosen ;  they  cannot 
choose  more.  If  they  choose  needle- 
work as  one  of  the  obligatory  subjects 
they  only  get  1*.  ;  but  if  they  choose  it 
as  a  class  subject  they  get  2s. ;  conse- 
quently, as  every  manager  is  anxious  to 
obtain  the  most  money  he  can  for  his 
S'jhojl,he  will  naturally  take  needlework 
as  coming  under  the  class  subjects,  and 
earn  2s.  by  it.  They  consequently  lose 
one  of  those  two  important  subjects, 
histoy  or  geagraphy.  Both  those  are 
subjects  which  our  girls  ought  cer- 
tainly to  know  something  about.  I 
would  suggest  that  recitation  should  be 
entirely  left  out,  and  that  some  other 
subject  should  be  put  forward  instead 
of  it.  My  own  feeling  is  that  if 
we  could  change  the  curriculum  of 
these  children  a  little  more,  and 
insist  upon  the  haalthy  ones  going 
through  some  sui  table  physical  exercises, 
it  would  be  much  better  than  teach- 
ing them  to  recite  150  lines  of  Chaucer. 
Sir  Edwin  Chadwick,  in  his  Health  of 
Nations,  states  that  the  receptivity  of  the 
minds  of  the  great  mass  of  children  for 
instruction  does  not  exceed  three  hours 
daily,  and  I  think  that  is  perfectly  true, 
for  it  is  confirmed  by  all  the  leading 
physiologists.  But  we  give  them  four 
hours'  instruction,  and  I  think  if  there 
Mras  half  an  hour,  or  even  a  quarter  of 
an  hour,  devoted  to  physical  exercises, 
the  teachers  would  get  a  great  deal  more 
out  of  them  than  at  present.  In  fact, 
the  question  of  the  health  of  the 
youuger  generation  of  our  city  popula- 
tion is,  to  my  mind,  a  very  serious  one 
for  England,  and  one  which  I  hope  this 
House  will  take  into  consideration  within 
a  very  short  space  of  time.  We  are  an 
•essentially  urban  nation,  and  are  rapidly 
becoming  more  and  more  so.  I  cannot 
understand  how  anyone  living  in  our 
large  towns  can  doubt  for  a  moment  that 
our  town  children  are  degenerating.  I 
know  it  is  doubted,  and  it  is  a  most 
difficult  thing  to  prove  ;  but  almest  every- 
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one  who  has  lived  among  the  working- 
classes  of  our  towns  is  of    the  opinion 
that  the  children  of  our  working  classes 
in  towns  are  degenerating.      The  urban 
populations  are  rapidly  increasing ;  there 
are  two  persons  living  in  the  town  to  one 
in  the  country,  and  therefore   we   must 
consider    the    health    of    the    younger 
generation  of  our  urban  populations,  for 
the  standard  of  health  and   physique  in 
our  times  will  have  an  ever-increasing 
influence  on  the   health  standard  of  the 
nation.  The  power  and  energy  of  a  nation 
depend  upon  the  power  and  energy  pos- 
sessed   by   the  units   which  constitute 
that  nation.      If  your  units  are  weak  in 
health,    your    nation   will  be   weak  in 
strength     of    mind    and    body.       How 
are  we  to  hold  our  own  in  the  world  in 
future  unless  our  population  is  of  that 
healthy  character  which  will  make  us  a 
healthy  as  well  as  an  intellectual  nation  1 
If    there    are  those  who  say  that  the 
intellect  of  the  nation  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  health  of  the  children,  I  ven- 
ture to  state  that  exactly  the   reverse  is 
the  case,  and  that  unless  the  children  are 
healthy   you    cannot    get     the    highest 
intellectual  work  out  of  them.     In  fact, 
unless  we  take   care,   our  country  will 
have  to  take  a  lower  rank  among  the 
hierarchy   of  nations,  and   I  hope  that 
before  such  an  event  occurs  we  shall  set 
our  house  in  order.     It  is  a  well-known 
axiom  of  hygienic  science  that,  other 
things    being  equal,   the   health    of   a 
population   is    in    inverse    ratio  to  its 
density;   the  more  people   are  crowded 
together  the  more  unhealthy  they  are, 
and  therefore  the  more  our  population  is 
crowded  into   our   towns,  the  more  un- 
healthy  they  must   become,    unless   we 
prevent  this  law  taking  effect.     Physical 
exercises  are  not  only  good  for  strength- 
ening  the   body  and  for  strengthening 
the  mind ;  but  I  assert  that  they  are  good 
also,  inasmuch  as  they  inculcate  many 
moral  qualities  which  are  largely  wanted 
among  our  people.     They  teach  habits  of 
order,  dicipline,  the  duty  of  obedience, 
attention  to  command,  quickness  to  act 
upon  order,  and  the  power  of  co-operation 
in  acting  with  each  other.  In  1884,  out  of 
65,000  men  who  offered  themselves  as 
recruits  for  the  Army,  430  per   1,000 
were  rejected  for  physical  disability.     I 
think  your  Lordships    will  agree  that 
that   is   an   enormous    proportion ;  and 
when  we   consider  that  it  is  the  most 
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active  and  energetic,  and  consequently 
we  must  presume  the  most  healthy,  part 
of  the  population  which  seeks  to  follow 
the   exciting  life   of  a  soldier,  we  can 
readily  imagine  what  the  physical  con- 
dition of  the  great  mass  of  our  population 
must  be.     We  must  take  into  account 
also  the  number    of    those    presenting 
themselves  who  were  rejected  simply  for 
inferior  physique.       We   have    already 
passed  a  Bill  for  the  national  defence  of 
this  country,  and  I  am  thankful  for  it. 
I   am  thankful  that  we  are    spending 
these    millions.       But    we   may   spend 
£50,000,000,  aye,  £  1 00,000,000in  national 
defence  in  vain  if  we  do  not  look  after 
the  bodily  health  of  our  children.    If  our 
children  do   not  grow  up   healthy  and 
strong  and  able  to  use  the  weapons  and 
scientific  appliances  entrusted  to  them, 
we  shall  simply  be  throwing  the  money 
away.     They  will  be  unable  to  use  these 
weapons,  and  all  your  efforts  to  defend 
the  nation  in  time  of  war  will  be  in  vain. 
But  it  may   be  asked,  why  are  we  to 
include  physical  education  in  the  Code  ? 
Why  cannot    we    trust  to    games    and 
sports  ?    Well,  even  suppose  the  children 
of  whom  1  am  speaking  could  engage  in 
sports  and  games  it  is  not  exactly  the 
same  thing.     Bat  the  fact  is,  that  in  our 
large  towns  there  are  no  places  where 
the    mass    of    the    children   can   play. 
Sports   are    exc silent    for    children    to 
engage  in ;  but  there   can   be  no  doubt 
that  for  the    purpose   of    which    I  am 
speaking,   the   sports  of  these  children 
are  not  exactly  what  are  required.  They 
are      crude      and     unspecialised,    and, 
therefore,    inadequate     for     the     pur- 
pose   of    giving,    a     national     physical 
education.     I   am   an  ardent  supporter 
of  our  national  games  of  football  and 
cricket;    but   I  do  say  those    are   not 
exactly  what  we  want.     We  want  some- 
thing more  to  give  those  qualities  which 
are  necessary  to  produce   a  thoroughly 
strong,  healthy,  and  intelligent  popula- 
tion.    Then  it  may  be  asked — What  do 
you  propose?      I  would    suggest    that 
something  similar  to  the  Swedish  drill 
should  be  established  in  all  our  schools. 
One  of  my  reasons  for  saying  this  is  that 
Swedish  drill  requires  hardly  any  appli- 
ances and  is  consequently  an  inexpensive 
system.    There  is  no  better  method  which 
can   be   adopted  for   bringing  out    the 
physical  powers  of  the  children  in   all 
directions.     That  method  is  founded  on 
the  laws  of  Nature,  and  on  the  treatment 


of  the  bodily  organism.  1  hope,  there- 
fore, that  if  not  now,  at  all  events  at 
some  future  time,  something  will  be  done 
in  this  direction.  If  anyone  shall 
answer — "  We  do  not  want  robust  health 
as  much  as  intellectual  attainment ; 
the  mortal  body,  being  the  lower  organ, 
must  take  its  chance,  and  be  even  sacri- 
ficed, if  need  be,  to  the  higher  organ — the 
immortal  mind."  To  such  I  reply,  with 
Charles  Kingsley,  that  you  cannot  do  it — 

"  The  laws  of  Nature,  which  are  the  express 
will  of  God,  laughs  such  attempts  to  scorn. 
Every  organ  of  the  body  is  formed  out  of  the 
blood  ;  and  if  the  blood  he  vitiated,  every 
organ  suffers  in  proportion  to  its  delicacy  ;  ami 
the  brain,  being  the  most  delicate  and  highly 
specialised  of  all  organs,  suffers  most  of  all, 
and  soonest  of  all,  as  everyone  knows  who  has 
tried  to  work  his  brain  when  his  digestion  was 
the  least  out  of  order.  Nay,  the  very  morals  will 
suffer.  From  ill-filled  lungs,  which  signify  ill- 
repaired  blood,  causing  year  by  year  an  amount 
not  merely  of  disease,  hut  of  folly,  temper, 
laziness,  intemperance,  madness,  and,  let  me 
tell  you  fairly,  crime—  the  sum  of  whioh  will 
never  be  known  till  that  great  day  when  men 
shall  be  called  to  account  for  all  deeds  done  in 
the  body,  whether  they  be  good  or  evil." 

Those  are  the  words  of  Charles  Kingsley, 
the  apostle  of  muscular  Christianity.  One 
of  the  advantages  of  Swedish  drill  is  that 
it  is  suitable  for  both  girls  and  boys; 
and  we  may  say  for  the  girls,  "  If  strong 
be  the  frames  of  the  mothers  the  sons 
shall  make  laws  for  the  people;"  and 
the  boys  may  make   answer   "  Civium 
vires,  civitati*  vis." 
♦The    LORD    PRESIDENT    op    the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  :   My 
Lords,  I  am  pleased  to  find  that  so  far 
no  very  serious  exception  has  been  taken 
to  the  Code  which  has  been  laid  on  your 
Lordships'  Table,  and  I  am  happy  that  the 
same  has  been  the  case  throughout  the 
country.     I  do  not  suppose  that  a  code 
will  ever  be  introduced  which  will  please 
all    managers    and    teachers   of    Board 
Schools,  and   subscribers  to    voluntary 
schools.     At  the  same  time,  I  think  your 
Lordships    will    see,    recollecting  what 
the  Debates  were   last  year,  that  every 
effort  has  been  made  in  this  Code  to  meet 
the  objections  which  were  then  brought 
forward,  and  as  far  as  possible  to  bring  the 
Code  into  conformity  with   the   general 
opinion  that  prevails  in  the  country,  and  at 
the  same  time  to  fulfil  as  far  as  possible  the 
wishes  of  that  eminent  body   of  gentle- 
men who  sat  upon  the  Royal  Commission, 
and  who,  in  carrying   out  the  laborious 
duty  which    they    undertook,   came   to 
conclusions  which,  I  think,  ought  to  bo 
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a  thing  which  the  children  particularly 
take  to,  and  from  the  youngest  upwards, 
they  are  quite  ready  to  learn  a  certain 
number     of     verses     suitable   to   their 
capacity.     It  is  not  60  difficult  for  them 
as  learning  prose  would  be,  and  they 
take    it     up     and     do    it     with    great 
readiness.       I     think     you     will     find 
from  the  Reports  of  the  Inspectors  how 
great  an  improvement  it  makes  in  the 
reading  power   and   intelligence   of  the 
children.     It  enables  them  to  read  with 
much  more  intelligence.      From  the  ex- 
planations which  have   to   be   given  to 
them  they    are    enabled    to  read  with 
much  more  intelligence  and  to  become 
better  acquainted   with   whatever   they 
find  in  the  books  placed  in  their  hands. 
Without  recitation  no  school  will  be  able 
to  get  the   14s.    6d.  grant.     Supposing 
there  are  two  schools,  which  are  both  in 
very    good    condition,    yet  that  one  of 
them  is  not  in   a   condition   to  take  up 
this  subject  of  recitation,  and  has,  there- 
fore,  put    it   aside,   that    school  would 
doubtless    not  receive    the  same  grant 
as     the    other ;      but,    as     a     general 
rule,     the    14s.   6d.    would    be     given 
•to     schools    of     a    superior    character, 
and  which   can  show  that  the  instruc- 
tion   given    in    each   school    is   carried 
on  with  adequate  means  and  an  efficient 
staff — with  all  the  means  which  would 
enable  the  teachers  to  impart  fitting  in- 
struction   to   their    pupils.      My   noble 
Friend   on    the  Cross  Benches  says  he 
thinks  the  children  should   have  some- 
thing more  to  do  in  the  way  of  physical 
training.      I   am   not    quite   sure    that 
anything  more  could  be  got  in  during 
the  four  hours  allotted  for  school  time. 

•The  Earl  of  MEATH:  I  am  sorry 
to  interrupt  the  noble  Viscount,  but  that 
was  not  what  I  said.  My  point  was  that 
the  four  hours  for  mere  school  teaching 
was  a  great  deal  too  long  a  time,  and  I 
wanted  to  take  something  out  and  give 
the  time  to  physical  training. 

♦Viscount  CRANBROOK:  That  is 
exactly  so ;  the  noble  Earl  did  say  that. 
He  says  that  the  four  hours  are  too  long, 
but  he  apparently  forgets  that  in  almost 
all  schools  there  is  an  adjournment  for 
a  quarter  of  an  .hour  or  something  of 
that  kind,  which  gives  one  class  of 
children  an  interval  of  play  while  another 
is  at  work,  and  so  on,  but  I  doubt  very 
much  that  it  will  not  be  found  when  you 

only  take  out  four  hours  from  the  24 
Viscount  Cranbrook 


that  you  have  done  more  than  is  advis- 
able or  necessary  to  do,  and  that  when 
the   children  have   to   be   in  school  6a 
short  a  time  with  intervals  of  rest  the 
time    should  be    occupied   in  teaching. 
During  the  four  hours  there  are  alleviav- 
tions  from  book  work,  such  as  musical 
drill  and  other  things,  while  the  children 
are  in  school.     But  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  besides  that  in  the  greater  part 
of  the  country  the  children  have  plenty 
of  exercise  and  amusement  during  the 
hours  when  they  are  outside  the  schools 
and  I  think  it  will  be  found  unnecessary, 
therefore,  to  force   physical  instruction 
upon  the  children  more  than  is  done  now. 
At  the   present  time   they  have  drill, 
which  certainly  does  a  great  deal,  as  any- 
one  may  see,  in  setting  up  the  children, 
and  better  fitting  them  for  labour,  and  is 
in  itself  a  most  advantageous  thing,  as  I 
believe  the  noble  Earl  will   agree.     But 
he  wants  something  more  to  be  done,  and 
I  quite  concur  that  it  would  be  a  great 
advantage   for  many  children    to  have 
more  physical  instruction,  but  I  doubt 
whether  that   can   be    done    in    school 
hours  with  all  the  subjects  which  are 
included,    besides  the    book     learning, 
drawing,      and      other    things.        The 
whole  time  is  not  given  to  dry  lessons, 
but  the  children  are  afforded  intervals 
for  other   kinds  of  pursuits.      I  think, 
with  regard  to  the  Merit  Grant,  there- 
is  really  very  little  to  be  said.     When 
my  noble    Friend  was   talking  of    hisr 
own  mode    of    inspection,    he    said  it 
must  be  according  to  the  merit  of  the 
school.     I  do  not  know  by  what  means 
you  are  to  carry  on  inspection,  or  how  air 
Inspector  is  to  go  about  his  duties  with- 
out seeing  that  one  school  is  conducted  inr 
a  totally  different   way,  and    is    on    a 
totally  different  footing  from  another — 
that    one   school  is  carried  on  upon  a 
better  system  than  another.     But  there 
is  nothing  which  is  obtainable  by  one 
school  which  is  not  obtainable  by  another. 
They  will  all  be  put  on  one  footing  if 
they  will  deserve  it  by  attention  to  their 
duties,  and  they  can  all  get  the  14s.  6d. 
grant  by  taking  care  that  the  scholars 
are    properly  instructed,  and  that  the 
organisation  is  properly  cared  for,   and 
put  on  a  right  footing.     I  believe,  my 
Lords,  I   have  now   spoken  of  all  the 
subjects     which    have     been    brought 
4  before  your  Lordships.     I  do  not  want 
to  go  into  the  whole  question  of  the 
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Code,   because   that   is   not  at    present 
before  us.     I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
my  noble  Friend's  speech  was  a  sufficient 
indication  that  he  was,  upon  the  whole, 
satisfied  with  the  Code,  though  he  looked 
forward  to  next  year.     There  have  been 
shadowed   forth    many  matters    which 
will  require  the  attention  of  Parliament 
next  year,  and  I  should  have  been  glad  if 
some  of  them  could  have  been  dealt  with 
in  the  present  Session  ;  but  your  Lord- 
ships will  see   that   controversial  ques- 
tions occupy  the  ground   between  now 
and  the  end   of  the  Session,  and  that  it 
would   be  inadvisable  to  bring  forward 
other  controversial  questions  at  present. 
But  I  will  say  that  these  questions  will  be 
dealt  with  during  next  year ;  that  they 
will  not  be  shirked  by  the  Government, 
but  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
address  themselves   to   them,  and  that 
they  will  endeavour  to  deal  with  them 
without    doing    injustice    to    voluntary 
schools.        Larger     support     is     being 
offered  day  by  day  to  voluntary  schools, 
which    are   kept  up   to    a    very    high 
standard,  although,    undoubtedly,    they 
cannot  always  contend  with  those  which 
have  unlimited  resources  at  their  back. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  people 
of  the  country  will  begin  to  ask  them- 
selves before  long  whether  they  are  not 
paying  too  much  for  education,  when  it 
is    observed    that    a    very  useful    and 
efficient  education  can  be   obtained  for 
£1  16s.  6d.  per  head  in  some  cases,  while 
in  others  it  costs  over  £3  per  head,  and  is 
growing   in   amount.     All   those  things 
require  a  great  deal  of  consideration.     I 
know  that  in  London  education  always 
must  cost   more    than  in  the  country, 
owing  to  the  greater  cost  of  sites   and 
buildings ;  but  when  we  have  an  eleven- 
penny  rate  in  London  it  makes  us  look 
about  and  ask    what    is    the    cost    of 
education    elsewhere.     I    find    that    in 
West  Ham,  which  is  almost  a   part  of 
London,   children  are   educated    in  the 
Board   schools   for   something   over  £2 
whilst  in  London,  closely  adjacent,  it  is 
something  over  £3  a   head.      I   cannot 
myself  see  why   there   should    be  that 
difference    between    London   and  what 
is  practically  one  of  its  suburbs. 

•Lord  NORTON  :  Is  the  noble  Viscount 
speaking  of  voluntary  schools  ? 

♦Viscount  CRANBROOK :  No ;  I  am 
speaking  of  Board  schools.  In  London 
I    think     the    average     of      voluntary 


schools  is  over  £2,  and  over  £3  per  head 
in  the  Board  schools.  I  mention  these 
things  because  the  question  is  one  which 
may  well  occupy  the  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment as  soon  as  possible.  Among  the 
questions  to  be  considered  are  assisted 
education  in  connection  with  the  com- 
pulsory clauses,  whether  the  grant  from 
the  Government  should  be  limited  or 
extended,  and,  if  extended,  in  what  way 
and  under  what  conditions ;  and  whether 
you  should  have,  as  in  Scotland,  the 
power  of  making  grants  to  schools 
suitable  to  the  population  using  them. 
Then,  with  regard  to  paying  rates.  Last 
year  I  ventured  to  say  that  I  was  my- 
self personally  in  favour  of  exemption, 
and  the  question  is  whether,  where  no 
profit  is  made  out  of  schools,  it  is  reason- 
able they  should  pay  rates.  The  Board 
schools,  in  addition  to  being  furnished 
with  rates  for  the  purpose  of  education, 
are  furnished  with  rates  for  the  purpose 
of  paying  rates.  That  appears  to  me  to 
work  unfairly  towards  the  voluntary 
schools.  All  those  subjects  are  in  the 
minds  of  the  Government.  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  be  able  to  deal  with  them 
satisfactorily  in  the  legislation  which 
we  contemplate,  and  that  the  measures 
which  may  be  introduced  next  year  will 
meet -with  your  Lordships'  approbation. 

The  Earl  or  HARROWBY  :  My 
Lords,  as  I  last  year  had  the  pleasure  of 
proposing  a  draft  Code,  I  hope  I  may  be 
pardoned  for  rising  for  a  moment  or  two 
to  say  how  much  we  are  indebted  to  the 
noble  Viscount  the  Lord  President  for 
the  care  which  he  has  bestowed  upon 
this  very  difficult  subject  since  Parlia- 
ment last  met.  I  think  it  will  be  obvious 
to  everyone  that  a  very  great  improve- 
ment has  been  effected.  With  regard  to 
the  effect  of  the  New  Code  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  education  must 
be  very  much  benefitted  by  it  in  the 
schools.  We  must  rejoice  at  the 
prospect  the  noble  Viscount  has  held 
out  that  the  subject  will  be  yet  further 
considered,  but  still,  educationally, 
I  think  the  New  Code  promises  to  be  a 
good  one.  How  far  the  burdens  borne 
still  press  upon  those  who  are  supporting 
schools  voluntarily  carried  on,  and  who- 
are  really  relieved  by  the  New  Code,  time 
alone  will  show.  I  wish  they  would 
subscribe  even  more  largely ;  but  I 
think  all  are  agreed,  as  the  Royal  Com- 
mission has  admitted,  that  as  the  State 
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a  thing  which  the  children  particularly 
take  to,  and  from  the  youngest  upwards, 
they  are  quite  ready  to  learn  a  certain 
number     of     verses     suitable   to   their 
capacity.     It  is  not  so  difficult  for  them 
as   learning  prose   would  be,  and   they 
take    it     up     and     do    it     with    great 
readiness.       I     think     you     will     find 
from  the  Reports  of  the  Inspectors  how 
great  an  improvement  it  makes  in  the 
reading  power   and   intelligence   of  the 
children.     It  enables  them  to  read  with 
much  more  intelligence.      From  the  ex- 
planations which .  have   to   be   given  to 
them  they    are    enabled    to  read  with 
much  more  intelligence  and   to  become 
better  acquainted   with   whatever   they 
find  in  the  books  placed  in  their  hands. 
Without  recitation  no  school  will  be  able 
to  get  the   14s.    6d.  grant.     Supposing 
there  are  two  schools,  which  are  both  in 
very    good    condition,    yet  that  one  of 
them  is  not  in   a   condition   to  take  up 
this  subject  of  recitation,  and  has,  there- 
fore,  put    it   aside,   that    school  would 
doubtless    not   receive    the  same  grant 
as     the    other ;      but,    as     a     general 
rule,     the    14s.   6d.    would    be     giver 
•to     schools    of     a    superior    character, 
and  which   can  show  that  the  instruc- 
tion   given   in    each   school    is   carried 
on  with  adequate  means  and  an  efficient 
staff — with  all  the  means  which  would 
enable  the  teachers  to  impart  fitting  in- 
struction   to    their    pupils.      My  noble 
Friend   on    the  Cross  Benches  says  he 
thinks  the  children  should   have  some- 
thing more  to  do  in  the  way  of  physical 
training.      I   am   not    quite   sure    that 
anything  more  could  be  got  in  during 
the  four  hours  allotted  for  school  time. 
•The  Earl  of  MEATH:    I  am  sorry 
to  interrupt  the  noble  Viscount,  but  that 
was  not  what  I  said.     My  point  was  that 
the  four  hours  for  mere  school  teaching 
was  a  great  deal  too  long  a  time,  and  I 
wanted  to  take  something  out  and  give 
the  time  to  physical  training. 
♦Viscount    CRANBROOK :     That    is 
exactly  so ;  the  noble  Earl  did  say  that. 
He  says  that  the  four  hours  are  too  long, 
but  he  apparently  forgets  that  in  almost 
all  schools  there  is  an  adjournment  for 
a  quarter  of  an  .hour  or  something    of 
that    kind,    which    gives    one  class,  of 
children  an  interval  of  play  while  anotft^j 
is  at  work,  and  so  on,  but  I  doubt  very 
much  that  it  will  not  be  found  when  you 
only  take  out  four  hours  from  the  24 
Viscount  Cranbrook 


that  you  have  done  more  than  is  advis- 
able or  necessary  to  do,  and  that  when 
the   children   have   to   be   in   school  so- 
short  a  time  with  intervals  of  rest  the 
time    should   be    occupied   in  teaching. 
During  the  four  hours  there  are  allevia- 
tions from  book  work,  such  as  musical 
drill  and  other  things,  while  the  children 
are  in  school.     But  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  besides  that  in  the  greater  part 
of  the  country  the  children  have  plenty 
of  exercise  and  amusement  during  the 
hours  when  they  are  outside  the  schools 
and  I  think  it  will  be  found  unnecessary, 
therefore,  to  force   physical  instruction: 
upon  the  children  more  than  is  done  now. 
At  the   present  time    they  have  drill, 
which  certainly  does  a  great  deal,  as  any- 
one may  see,  in  setting  up  the  children, 
and  better  fitting  them  for  labour,  and  is 
in  itself  a  most  advantageous  thing,  as  I 
believe  the  noble  Earl  will   agree.     But 
he  wants  something  more  to  be  done,  and 
I  quite  concur  that  it  would  be  a  great 
advantage   for  many  children    to   have 
more  physical  instruction,  but  I  doubt 
whether  that   can   be    done    in    school 
hours  with  all  the  subjects  which  are 
included,    besides  the    book     learning, 
drawing,      and      other    things.        The 
whole  time  is  not  given  to  dry  lessons, 
but  the  children  are  afforded  intervals 
for  other   kinds  of  pursuits.      I  think, 
with  regard  to  the  Merit  Grant,  there 
is  really  very  little  to  be  said.     When 
my  noble    Friend   was   talking  of    his 
own  mode    of    inspection,    he    said  it 
must  be  according  to  the  merit  of  the 
school.     I  do  not  know  by  what  means 
you  are  to  carry  on  inspection,  or  how  an 
Inspector  is  to  go  about  his  duties  with- 
out seeing  that  one  school  is  conducted  in 
a   totally  different   way,  and   is    on    a 
totally  different  footing  from  another — 
that    one   school  is  carried  on   upon   a 
better  system  than  another.     But  there 
is  nothing  which  is  obtainable  by   one 
school  which  is  not  obtainable  by  another. 
They  will  all  be  put  on  one  footing  if 
they  will  deserve  it  by  attention  to  their 
duties,  and  they  can  all  get  the  14s.  6d. 
grant  by  taking  care  that  the  scholars 
are    properly  instructed,  and  that  the 
organisation  is  properly  cared  for,   and 
put  on  a  right  footing.     I  believe,  my 
Lords,  I   have  now   spoken  of  all  the 
subjects     which    have     been    brought 
Ujefore  your  Lordships.     I  do  not  want 
Hto  go  into  the  whole  question  of  the 
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Code,  because  that  is  not  at  present 
before  us.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
my  noble  Friend's  speech  was  a  sufficient 
indication  that  he  was,  upon  the  whole, 
satisfied  with  the  Code,  though  he  looked 
forward  to  next  year.  There  have  been 
shadowed  forth  many  matters  which 
will  require  the  attention  of  Parliament 
next  year,  and  I  should  have  been  glad  if 
some  of  them  could  have  been  dealt  with 
in  the  present  Session  ;  but  your  Lord- 
ships will  see  that  controversial  ques- 
tions occupy  the  ground  between  now 
and  the  end  of  the  Session,  and  that  it 
would  be  inadvisable  to  bring  forward 
other  controversial  questions  at  present. 
But  I  will  say  that  these  questions  will  be 
dealt  with  during  next  year ;  that  they 
will  not  be  shirked  by  the  Government, 
but  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
address  themselves  to  them,  and  that 
they  will  endeavour  to  deal  with  fchem 
without  doing  injustice  to  voluntary 
schools.  Larger  support  is  being 
offered  day  by  day  to  voluntary  schools, 
which  are  kept  up  to  a  very  high 
standard,  although,  undoubtedly,  they 
cannot  always  contend  with  those  which 
have  unlimited  resources  at  their  back. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  people 
of  the  country  will  begin  to  ask  them- 
selves before  long  whether  they  are  not 
paying  too  much  for  education,  when  it 
is  observed  that  a  very  useful  and 
efficient  education  can  be  obtained  for 
£1  16s.  6d.  per  head  in  some  cases,  while 
in  others  it  costs  over  £3  per  head,  and  is 
growing  in  amount.  All  those  things 
require  a  great  deal  of  consideration.  I 
know  that  in  London  education  always 
must  cost  more  than  in  the  country, 
owing  to  the  greater  cost  of  sites  and 
buildings ;  but  when  we  have  an  eleven- 
penny  rate  in  London  it  makes  us  look 
about  and  ask  what  is  the  cost  of 
education  elsewhere.  I  find  that  in 
West  Ham,  which  is  almost  a  part  of 
London,  children  are  educated  in  the 
Board  schools  for  something  over  £2 
whilst  in  London,  closely  adjacent,  it  is 
something  over  £3  a  head.  I  cannot 
myself  see  why  there  should  be  that 
difference  between  London  and  what 
is  practically  one  of  its  suburbs. 

•Lord  NORTON  :  Is  the  noble  Viscount 
speaking  of  voluntary  schools  ? 

♦Viscount  CRANBROOK :  No ;  I  am 
speaking  of  Board  schools.  In  London 
I    think     the    average     of      voluntary 


schools  is  over  j£2,  and  over  £3  per  head 
in  the  Board  schools.  I  mention  these 
things  because  the  question  is  one  which 
may  well  occupy  the  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment as  soon  as  possible.  Among  the 
questions  to  be  considered  are  assisted 
education  in  connection  with  the  com- 
pulsory clauses,  whether  the  grant  from 
the  Government  should  be  limited  or 
extended,  and,  if  extended,  in  what  way 
and  under  what  conditions ;  and  whether 
you  should  have,  as  in  Scotland,  the 
power  of  making  grants  to  schools 
suitable  to  the  population  using  them. 
Then,  with  regard  to  paying  rates.  Last 
year  I  ventured  to  say  that  I  was  my- 
self personally  in  favour  of  exemption, 
and  the  question  is  whether,  where  no 
profit  is  made  out  of  schools,  it  is  reason- 
able they  should  pay  rates.  The  Board 
schools,  in  addition  to  being  furnished 
with  rates  for  the  purpose  of  education, 
are  furnished  with  rates  for  the  purpose 
of  paying  rates.  That  appears  to  me  to 
work  unfairly  towards  the  voluntary 
schools.  All  those  subjects  are  in  the 
minds  of  the  Government.  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  be  able  to  deal  with  them 
satisfactorily  in  the  legislation  which 
we  contemplate,  and  that  the  measure 8. 
which  may  be  introduced  next  year  will 
meet -with  your  Lordships'  approbation. 

The  Earl  or  HARROWBY  :  My 
Lords,  as  I  last  year  had  the  pleasure  of 
proposing  a  draft  Code,  I  hope  I  may  be 
pardoned  for  rising  for  a  moment  or  two 
to  say  how  much  we  are  indebted  to  the 
noble  Viscount  the  Lord  President  for 
the  care  which  he  has  bestowed  upon 
this  very  difficult  subject  since  Parlia- 
ment last  met.  I  think  it  will  be  obvious 
to  everyone  that  a  very  great  improve- 
ment has  been  effected.  With  regard  to 
the  effect  of  the  New  Code  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  education  must 
be  very  much  benefitted  by  it  in  the 
schools.  We  must  rejoice  at  the 
prospect  the  noble  Viscount  has  held 
out  that  the  subject  will  be  yet  further 
considered,  but  still,  educationally, 
I  think  the  New  Code  promises  to  be  a 
good  one.  How  far  the  burdens  borne 
still  press  upon  those  who  are  supporting 
schools  voluntarily  carried  on,  and  who 
are  really  relieved  by  the  New  Code,  time 
alone  will  show.  I  wish  they  would 
subscribe  even  more  largely ;  but  I 
think  all  are  agreed,  as  the  Royal  Com- 
mission has  admitted,  that  as  the  State 
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has  pushed  up  the  requirements  of 
education  very  much  more  of  later  years, 
it  is  only  fair,  seeing  the  burdens  which 
press  upon  the  voluntary  schools,  that 
they  should  not  be  overpressed.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  New  Code  is 
likely  to  work  in  such  a  way  that  it  will 
bring  back  the  schools  to  vory  much  the 
same  condition  they  were  in  in  the  very 
best  times  of  the  first  enthusiasm  for 
national  education.  I  think  it  will  re- 
quire very  much  more  educational  zeal 
on  the  part  of  the  masters  than  the 
existing  Code.  There  will  be  more 
thought  required,  and  a  great  deal  less 
routine  work  ;  and  I  think  it  will  pro- 
bably necessitate  a  considerable  change 
in  the  teaching  staffs  in  the  schools. 
Beyond  that,  as  to  inspection,  it  is  clear 
that  more  thorough  inspection  will  be 
necessary.  You  will  require  a  much 
longer  period  for  inspection ;  and,  also, 
that  thoughtful  instructions  shall  be 
given  fqr  directing  the  Inspectors  of  30 
years  ago.  I  think  their  minds  have 
been  cramped  by  a  narrow  system,  and 
that  this  new  system  will  require  to  be 
worked  by  Inspectors  with  more  time  at 
their  disposal,  and  who  are  able  to  give 
more  thought  and  care  to  the  good  of 
the  schools.  It  should  be  kept  steadily 
in  mind  that  that  must  be  the  result. 
The  main  feature  of  the  New  Code  is 
•  that  in  future  the  State  will  not 
acknowledge  any  school  that  is  not 
thoroughly  good.  I  think  that  is  a  good 
point,  for  the  moment  you  compel  parents 
to  send  their  children  to  school  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  to  ensure  that  no 
bad  schools  shall  exist.  Then  the  year's 
warning  will  act  as  a  great  help  to 
school  managers  in  this  way.  Hitherto, 
they  have  been  hampered  by  teachers 
who  are  not  up  to  the  mark  ;  but,  if  now 
schools  are  in  danger  of  being  ex- 
tinguished the  managers  will,  without 
any  inhumanity,  be  able  to  say  to  their 
inefficient  teachers  "  Really  you  are  not 
up  to  the  mark ;  our  school  will  die  un- 
less we  get  a  more  skilled  master  or 
masters,  and  we  must  therefore  part 
with  you."  I  think  great  help  will  be 
given  to  managers  of  schools  in  that  way. 
With  regard  to  rural  schools,  as  far  as  I 
can  judge,  the  careful  provisions  which 
my  noble  Friend  has  made  will  prevent 
their  being  overburdened  by  the  new 
requirements  which  will  at  the  start 
press  heavily  upon  those  schools.  It 
The  Earl  of  Hairrowby 


must  always  be  remembered  that  the 
requirements  as  to  staff  will  press 
heavily  upon  them,  and  I  doubt  whether 
the  new  grants  will  meet  the  monetary 
demands  upon  them  by  those  require- 
ments. The  case  of  the  poorer  urban 
schools  is  rather  an  anxious  one,  and  I  do 
not  think  the  conditions  of  good  schools 
in  poor  urban  districts  is  sufficiently 
met.  Very  often  there  is  only  a  dead 
level  of  poor  population  with  no 
subscribers  and  no  people  in  a  better 
position  to  help.  Yet  many  of  the  schools 
in  such  districts  have  been  very  good 
indeed.  I  think  those  are  schools  which 
require  to  be  more  considered  than  any 
others,  with  regard  to  obtaining  assis- 
tance from  the  public.  I  must  confess 
that  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  very  great 
deal  in  what  mv  noble  Friend  on  the 
Cross  Benches  said  with  regard  to  the 
necessityforincreasing  physical  education. 

We  all  want  to  bring  up  the  boys  as 
healthy  and  strong  as  possible,  but  I 
think  he  has  overlooked  the  amount  of 
military  drill,  or  other  physical  exercises, 
that  is  given  in  the  schools ;  and,  con- 
sidering that  the  hours  of  instruction 
are  really  short,  and  that  you  have 
within  that  space  of  time  all  sorts 
and  varieties  of  instruction,  I  think 
we  must  be  careful  how  we  encroach  on 
those  four  hours,  which  constitute  the 
school  time  on  five  days  in  the  week. 
Then  I  think  we  should  be  careful  in 
shutting  out  recitation.  Nothing  is  more 
popular,  I  believe,  among  parents  than 
the  recitations  taught  in  the  schools. 
When  the  noble  Earl  spoke  of  150  lines 
of  Chaucer  having  to  be  learnt  by  the 
scholars,  I  think  he  can  hardly  have 
visited  many  of  the  schools,  because  the 
recitations  are  really  little  patriotic 
pieces  and  songs  which  tend  to  brighten 
not  only  the  school-life  of  the  children 
but  the  homes  of  the  parents,  who  more 
thoroughly  enjoy  the  recitation  of  bits 
of  poetry  by  their  children  than  any- 
thing else  in  the  school  teaching.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  fixed  grants,  I 
own  that  there,  I  think,  there  is  some 
danger  lurking.  By  Clause  92  the  door 
is  left  quit 3  open  to  upsetting  the  whole 
of  the  fixedness  of  the  grants.  There  is 
no  doubt  that  under  that  clause,  though 
I  am  sure  my  noble  Friend  would  not 
think  of  doing  so,  any  future  President 
of  the  Council  could  upset  the  whole 
system  of  the  fixed  grants  if  he  disliked 
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it;  and  I  hope  my  noble  Friend  will 
consider  that  clause  with  very  great 
care,  as  it  certainly  excites  the  gravest 
apprehensions  in  one's  mind,  and  seems 
to  be  wholly  inconsistent  with  the 
character  of  what  is  called  a  fixed  grant. 
It  is  a  fixed  grant  which  is  not  fixed, 
and  I  think  it  may  lead  to  very 
great  danger  and  very  great  disap- 
pointment. There  is  another  point 
for  which  we  owe  our  thanks,  and  that  is 
the  giving  an  appeal  to  the  Chief  Inspector 
in  all  thess  matters.  That  is  a  point  of 
great  importance  to  managers  of  schools. 
On  one  point,  as  I  am  referring  to  the 
Code,  I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words. 
It  is  a  point  which  presses  rather  un- 
fairly upon  school  teachers.  I  see  that 
in  the  instructions  to  Inspectors  my 
noble  Friend  urges  the  teachers  to  avoid 
corporal  punishment.  1  think  that  the 
position  of  teachers  is  a  very  hard  one 
in  this  respect.  The  State  has  always 
shirked  saying  what  punishment  may  be 
awarded,  what  amount,  or  for  what 
offences,  and  we  see  teachers  constantly 
brought  before  the  Magistrates  for  in- 
flicting trifling  punishment.  Some 
Magistrates  dislike  corporal  punishment, 
and  treat  the  teachers  harshly,  while  in 
other  cases  it  is  the  reverse.  I  think 
that  the  State  ought  to  say  what  punish- 
ment is  justifiable,  and  what  the  amount 
of  the  punishment  shall  be,  and  for 
what  offences  it  should  be  administered. 
That,  I  think,  is  a  point  which  every- 
body has  overlooked.  I  rejoice  that  the 
tone  of  the  instructions  to  Inspectors  is 
very  decided  on  the  subject  of  the  dis- 
cipline of  schools.  The  moral  training 
of  the  children  is  a  matter  of  the 
gravest  importance  to  the  State,  and 
though  it  may  be  said  that  an  Inspector 
would  not  be  able  to  judge  on  this  point 
from  a  single  visit  on  one  afternoon,  a 
great  service  will  be  done  to  the  State 
by  means  of  such  Inspectors,  and  making 
some  effort  to  see  that  every  precaution 
possible  is  taken  for  the  moral  training 
of  the  children.  This  is  no  trifling  sub- 
ject, and  those  who  are  acquainted  with 
schools  are  well  aware  that  the  morals 
of  the  children,  their  habits,  their  de- 
meanour to  their  parents,  and  so  on,  are 
matters  which  require  watching.  If  the 
Inspectors  look  into  these  matters,  great 
service  will  be  done  to  the  schools  and 
to  the  State,  and  I  think  we  again  owe 
my  noble  Friend  a  great  debt  in  that 


matter.  With  regard  to  night  schools,  I 
think  we  ought  not  to  withhold  a  tribute 
of  gratitude  to  my  noble  Friend  for 
having  endeavoured  to  make  these 
schools  more  efficient,  but  I  hope 
that  next  year  the  noble  Lord 
will  not  forget  the  subject  of  what  are 
called  continuation  schools,  which  do 
much  service  to  the  State,  especially  in 
the  way  of  getting  rid  of  the  difficulty 
which  exists  in  the  confusion  of  instruc- 
tion given  in  the  day  schools.  Though 
we  are  grateful  to  the  noble  Lord,  educa- 
tionally, for  this  Code,  and  appreciate  its 
clearness,  I  think  that,  financially  re- 
garded, it  does  not  give  sufficient  pecuni- 
ary assistance  to  struggling  schools,  as  to 
which  1  doubt  very  much  whether  they 
will  be  able  to  meet  these  new  require- 
ments. I  hope  the  noble  Lord  will  bear 
this  in  mind  when  next  year's  work 
begins.  I  was  very  glad  to  hear  the 
noble  Lord's  declaration  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  that  Public  Elementary 
Schools,  Voluntary  or  Board,  ought  not  to 
pay  rates.  And  I  rejoice  at  the  pledge 
he  has  given  with  regard  to  voluntary 
schools,  in  reference  to  the  other  subjects 
to  which  we  attach  great  importance, 
such  as  the  doing  away  with  the  17s.  6d. 
limit,  which  he  has  shadowed  forth  in 
his  speech.  For  what  he  has  so  far  done, 
and  for  the  great  service  he  has  rendered 
in  these  matters,  I  beg  again  to  thank 
him. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON :  I  do  not 
wish  to  detain  the  House  for  many 
moments.  A  great  deal  of  what  can  be 
said  upon  this  New  Code  has  been  very 
well  said  by  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just 
sat  down,  and  I  do  not  want  to  go  over 
the  same  ground  again.  But  I  think  it 
well  to  make  a  few  remarks  about  the 
working  of  the  Code  as  now  introduced, 
and  upon  some  of  the  objections  made  to 
it  by  the  noble  Lord  who  began  the 
Debate.  It  is  objected  that  the  whole 
character  of  the  Code  is  minute,  that  it 
goes  into  very  small  particulars,  and  that 
the  Inspector's  rod  will  be  over  all  those 
different  matters ;  and  it  is  asked,  how  is 
the  Inspector  to  estimate  them,  how  much 
is  he  to  give  to  morality,  and  how  much  to 
grammar  ?  My  Lords,  there  is  always  more 
difficulty  in  inspection  if  you  go  into  very 
minute  sub-divisions  than  if  you  go 
generally  into  any  one  particular  matter. 
If  you  make  your  grants  depend  upon 
examination  in  one    particular  maiter, 
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and  say  that  yon  will  give  one  grant  for 
excellent  moral   training  and    a    lower 
grant  f  or'good  moral  training,  and  a  lower 
grant   still  for  fair'  moral  training,  the 
Inspector  will  then  be  in  a  great  diffi- 
culty, because  he  finds  it  is  difficult  to 
draw  those  lines.   When  you  are  dealing 
with  one  subject  it  is  better  that  your 
sub-divisions     should     be     as    few     as 
possible,  and  that  you  should  call  upon 
the  Inspector  to  say  whether  the  school 
in  regard  to  that  particular  item  is  well 
taught  or  not,  and  that,  if  so,  it  shall 
have  a  certain  grant ;  but  in  case  there  is 
something   markedly  excellent,  then  let 
it    be   rewarded   by  something    higher, 
if  bad,  let  it  be  marked  for  something 
lower.      The   exceptions    in    that    case 
would  be  few.      But    it   is  a  positive 
aid   to   an  Inspector,   and   necessary   in 
order  to   ensure   proper  inspection,  that 
the   different    subjects    of    examination 
should   be   specific ;  because  if  you  tell 
the   Inspector  to   look   at   the  matter  as 
a    whole     his     judgment    will,  uncon- 
sciously   to    himself,    vary   very   much 
indeed,  and   will   be   very  different   to 
what  it  would  be  if  he  were  examining 
into    each     subject     separately.       You 
should   put  down  that  he  is  to  look  at 
the   moral   training    and   examine   into 
that ;  put  down  that  he  is  to  look  into 
the  discipline  and  mark  its  value ;  put 
down  for  him  each  separate  thing  that 
he  is  to  look  at.     That  will  be  a  real 
guide  to  him,  and  the  greatest  possible 
guide  in  the  inspection.     It  is  the  same 
thing  with  regard  to  examination.     It  is 
a    good    thing,    I    am    certain,  to    ex- 
amine   every  single  child  in   a  school  ; 
but     I      think      it      wa3     a     mistake 
to  make   the   old   grants   so   absolutely 
dependent  upon  the  examination  of  the 
individual  children  as  they  were,  and  I 
think  it  is  quite  reasonable,  in  justice  to 
the    schoolmaster,    that    the    Inspector 
should  be  told  he  is  to  examine  a  certain 
number  so  as  to  do  justice  to  the  school- 
master, but  to  examine  if  he  wishes  it 
every  child,  and  that  he  should  form  his 
judgment,  after  that  examination,  with- 
out going  into  precise   detail*  of   how 
every  child,  separately,  passed  through 
it.     And  so  all  through  his  work.     It  is 
a  good   thing   to   call   his   attention  to 
definito  points,  and  to  ask  him  to  look 
at   definite   points,    and   then   let    him 
make    his   Report   upon  those  definite 
points.       You  will  in  that  way  get    a 
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more  thorough  inspection.  Then  you 
will  require  more  time,  I  think,  to  be 
given  than  you  have  at  present  allowed 
for  the  inspection.  At  present  the 
inspection  is  rather  hurried,  and  the 
judgment  exercised  upon  it  becomes  very 
mechanical.  I  think  the  Department 
will  have  to  pay  regard  to  that  matter, 
and  to  allow  the  Inspectors  more  time 
than  they  have  hitherto  allowed  them. 
But  I  do  think  that  the  Rules  made  for 
the  Inspectors  as  they  now  stand  are  a 
very  great  improvement  upon  the  old 
Rules.  I  hope,  in  our  desire  to  set  the 
schools  at  greater  freedom,  we  shall  not 
put  forward  a  mere  loose  general  com- 
mand to  the  Inspectors  to  report  that 
such  a  school  is  a  good  one,  and  that 
another  one  is  not  a  good  school ;  because 
I  am  quite  sure  that  if  we  do  so  we 
shall  not  do  real  justice.  Whether  we 
should  apply  the  grants  to  the  precise 
points  of  the  inspection  is  a  disputed 
matter.  But  it  is  a  question  whether 
you  do  not  need  all  this  for  the  large 
body  of  teachers,  many  of  whom  are 
distinctly  not  of  the  highest  powers  of 
body  or  mind,  and  are  not  first-rate 
teachers,  a  great  many  of  them  requiring 
to  be  very  closely  looked  after.  It  is  a 
matter  of  question  whether  you  can  safely 
deal  with  them  in  any  other  way  than 
by  saying  that  they  shall  be  paid 
according  to  their  work.  That  is  a 
question  which  admits  of  some  little 
difference  of  opinion ;  but  I  con- 
fess, as  things  go  at  present,  I  think 
that  the  Government  have  gone  as  far  in 
the  direction  of  setting  them  free  as  it 
would  be  safe  to  go.  I  think  it  is  right 
to  take  care  that  the  payments  which 
we  make  shall  be  justified  by  the  results 
we  obtain,  and  that,  on  the  whole,  we 
could  not  adopt  a  better  mode  of  obtain- 
ing those  results  than  that  which  is  here 
laid  down.  There  are,  however,  some 
things  with  regard  to  the  grants  which 
I  think  the  Government  might  do.  I 
confess  I  do  not  feel  very  happy  about 
Article  92,  and  I  wish  that  we  had  not 
in  the  Code  somewhat  ambiguous 
language  used,  and  calling  a  payment  a 
fixed  grant  which  is  not  fixed  after  all, 
because  ambiguous  language  of  that 
kind  is  a  trouble  to  managers,  and  it 
would  be  a  good  thing  if  when  the  word 
"  fixed "  is  used  we  knew  that  there 
would  be  no  variation  at  all.  The  noble 
Viscount  the  Lord  President  has  explained 


665 


The  Few 


{Mat  12,  1890} 


Education  Code. 


666 


that  where  the  grant  is  reduced  it  will  only 
be  in  exceptional  cases  ;  but  exceptional 
cases  have  a  tendency  to  give  rise  to  diffi- 
culty, and  it  would  be  much  better  that 
the  language  should  be  clear,  in  order  to 
prevent  any  kind  of  mistake  being  made 
in  this  matter.  Then  with  regard  to 
the  subjects  which  are  to  be  taught,  I 
venture  to  differ  most  strongly  from  the 
proposal  that  recitation  should  not  be 
included.  It  is  very  easy  to  pick  out  an 
example  of  so  many  lines  from  Chaucer, 
and  say,  "  What  an  absurdity  it  is  to  give 
such  a  recitation  "  ;  but  it  depends  where 
you  take  the  lines  from  Chaucer.  There 
are  some  lines  in  Chaucer  which  you 
might  make  children  thoroughly  under- 
stand without  any  difficulty.  But  the 
Code  does  not  limit  teachers  to  Chaucer, 
and  the  real  requirement  is  that  there 
shall  b*  recitation  of  poetry.  Amongst 
the  subjects  that  children  like  best  there 
are  few  which  have  more  effect  in  really 
elevating  and  cultivating  their  minds 
than  the  recitation  of  good  poetry.  It  does 
a  great  deal  more  for  them  than  merely 
to  awaken  their  intelligence,  because  it 
awakens  their  intelligence  in  a  way  which 
places  them  altogether  higher  in  the 
scale  of  humanity.  It  is,  in  fact, 
like  teaching  children  singing,  and 
it  is  of  the  utmost  value  in  schools. 
It  is  of  the  most  real  importance 
in  its  effect.  Everything  which  tends 
to  remove  the  children  in  the  schools 
from  brutality  and  grossness,  from  what 
lowers  man  or  woman  or  child  in  the 
scale  of  humanity,  and  everything  which 
tends  to  elevate  them,  is  of  the  utmost 
value  morally,  whatever  you  may  say 
about  its  value  intellectually  ;  but  those 
who  have  actually  themselves  taught  in 
schools  will  tell  vou  that  the  intellectual 
effect  of  it  is  very  much  greater  than 
you  would  suppose  beforehand.  I  fully 
admit  the  value  of  geography  and  the 
value  of  history  ;  but  I  would  venture  to 
say,  nevertheless,  that  geography  is  not 
as  important  to  these  children  as  the 
amount  of  recitation  which  is  required, 
and  that  history  is  distinctly  below  it  in 
value  to  them.  History  belongs  alto- 
gether to  a  later  period  for  them,  when 
their  age  will  afford  some  possibility  of 
their  comprehending  political  movements 
and  the  life  of  a  nation,  which  young 
children  are  not  able  to  comprehend  at 
all.  With  regard  to  the  proposal  that 
we  should  introduce  physical  instruction, 


I  really  think  that  the  best  provision  of 
that  kind  for  the  children  is  to  give 
them  the  opportunity  of  playing  at 
games  in  the  playgrounds ;  that  to  alter 
the  course  of  the  school  teaching  is 
not  necessary;  and  that  a  good  play- 
ground for  every  school  would  be  very 
much  more  valuable.  There  is  immense 
value  in  the  naturalness  of  children's 
ordinary  sports  and  games  ;  and  the  drill 
and  physical  exercises  which  they  now 
get  in  school  is  quite  sufficient  for  the 
purpose  of  guiding  them  and  regulating 
the  use  of  their  bodies.  If  you  give 
them  the  opportunity  of  playing  among 
themselves  they  will  guide  one  another, 
and  strengthen  themselves,  I  believe, 
more  than  by  any  instruction  you  can 
give  them  under  a  master.  The  teaching 
they  get  in  the  schools  is  not,  I  am 
afraid,  more  than  is  just  sufficient  at 
present  for  their  needs  ;  and  if  you  very 
largely  curtail  it  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  in  physical  exercises  I  think  you 
will  lose  a  great  deal  more  than  you  will 
gain.  There  is  one  other  point  with 
regard  to  the  Code  which  I  wish  to 
bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Government, 
and  that  is  with  reference  to  the  rural 
schools.  The  conditions  laid  down  for 
procuring  a  proper  staff  for  rural  schools 
will,  I  think,  press  rather  hardly  on  a 
good  many  of  them.  I  think  the 
Government  will  have  to  look  particu- 
larly to  the  possibility  that  the  demand 
for  such  teachers  as  will  be  necessary  in 
order  to  secure  these  grants  is  a  demand 
which  it  will  be  very  difficult  to  meet,  not 
because  the  managers  of  schools  will  not 
try  to  meet  it,  but  simply  because  the 
supply  is  not  sufficient,  and  I  do 
not  think  the  Educational  Depart- 
ment have  looked  carefully  enough  at 
that  side  of  the  matter.  It  would 
be  very  hard  on  the  rural  schools  if  they 
could  not  obtain  the  advantages  held  out 
to  them,  not  because  they  are  not 
willing  to  get  better  masters,  but  because 
the  masters  do  n6t  exist  in  sufficient 
numbers.  I  rejoice  to  think  that  the 
Government  have  under  consideration 
the  propriety  of  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  rates.  Many  schools  are  sub- 
jected to  enormous  pressure  from  this 
one  cause.  In  some  schools,  I  believe,  the 
rates  amount  to  as  much  as  4s.  a  head. 
That  will  make  a  very  large  hole,  indeed, 
in  the  grant ;  and  if  there  is  no  other 
way  of  providing  for  them,  I  think  it 
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would  be  well  if  the  Government  would 
pay  the  rates  on  behalf  of  such  schools. 
I  think  that  would  be  a  very  good 
thing. 
♦Earl  FORTESCUE :  My  Lords,  be- 
fore  coming  to  the  question  which  my 
noble  Friend  originally  started,  I  would 
venture  at  once,  for  fear  of  forgetting  it, 
to  say  a  few  words  in  support  of  my 
noble  relative's  appeal  in  reference  to 
teachers  being  armed  with  something  in 
the  shape  of  authoritative  instructions 
in  regard  to  the  punishment  they  may  or 
may  not  administer  to  children.  I  was 
very  much  struck  by  one  case  of  a 
teacher  who  was  prosecuted  for  corpo- 
rally punishing  a  boy.  There  was  no 
question  of  its  being  a  cruel  or  excessive 
punishment.  It  was  simply  a  case  of 
slight  corporal  punishment  for  writing 
filthy  words  on  the  walls  of  the  school 
and  on  some  of  the  school  books,  which 
had  been  seen  by  the  Inspector,  and 
which  procured  a  bad  report  of  the 
school.  I  would  ask  your  Lordships, 
could  anything  be  more  unjust  or  more 
unfair  than  the  position  of  a  teacher  who 
is  prevented  from  punishing,  and  even 
punishing  pretty  severely,  a  boy  guilty 
of  a  moral  offence  which  brings  dis- 
repute and  a  bad  report  upon  a  school  ? 
I  hope  that  in  due  time  some  rule,  or 
some  sort  of  authoritative  direction,  may 
be  furnished  to  teachers  upon  the  point 
which  I  have  mentioned.  As  one  of 
those  who  objected  very  much  to  the 
Code  proposed  last  year,  though  I  agree 
with  my  noble  Friend  that  the  present 
Code  is  very  far  from  perfect,  either  in 
its  general  outline  or  in  its  details,  I 
feel  bound  to  add  my  acknowledgments 
to  those  which  have  been  already  ex- 
pressed for  the  very  great  improvement 
observable  in  this  Code  over  all  its  pre- 
decessors. In  the  first  place,  it  has 
recognised  at  last  the  simple  truth  long 
proclaimed  in  vain  to  the  Education 
Department,  that  children  are  not 
machines,  and,  therefore,  that  the  same 
process,  regardless  of  any  pains  that  may 
be  taken  by  the  teacher  or  even  by  the 
child  itself,  will  not  produce  the  same 
results  in  the  different  branches  of  study. 
The  Department  for  years  insisted  that 
the  standard  assigned  to  the  child  by  the 
Inspector  should  be  that  in  which  it  was 
to  be  instructed  in  all  its  branches  of 
study ;  and  yet  the  subjects  of  arithmetic, 
reading,  and  writing — the  first  two  making 
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a  demand  on  different  mental  faculties, 
the  last  on  manual  neatness  and  dexterity 
— have  nothing  in  them  which  would  a 
priori  lead  anyone  to  expect  that  a 
number  of  different  children,  each  with 
his  own  distinct  individual  and  here- 
ditary mental  and  physical  faculties, 
would  arrive  at  precisely  an  equal 
amount  of  proficiency  in  those  different 
branches  of  study.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  relief  given  to  both  teachers  and 
children  by  this  Code,  in  the  permission 
given  for  the  first  time  to  instruct 
children  in  different  branches  of  study 
in  the  classes  properly  assigned  to  them 
by  the  masters  in  proportion  to  their 
proficiency  or  backwardness  in  such 
studies,  is  an  enormous  boon,  and  will 
very  greatly  facilitate  the  work  of  the 
teachers  and  the  progress  of  the  children. 
I  must  venture  to  say  that  this  is  a  great 
justification  of  some  of  us  who  have  had 
the  audacity  in  past  times  to  criticise  the 
Education  Department,  because,  com- 
prising, as  it  unquestionably  did,  a  num- 
ber of  officials  of  high  culture,  of  large 
attainments  and  experience,  and  great 
ability,  it  yet  never  seemed  to  understand 
much  of  human  nature,  and  particularly 
of  child  nature.  Now,  in  this  Code 
I  am  sorry  to  see  grammar  still 
holding  its  place  as  an  object  of 
study  for  children  in  the  First  and 
Second  Standards  as  well  as  the  Third.  If 
there  is  any  one  point  more  than  another 
on  which  all  the  authorities  on  the 
successive  development  of  the  different 
mental  faculties  in  children  are  agreed,  it 
is  that  the  faculties  of  observation  and 
memory  are  developed  earlier  than  that 
of  abstract  reasoning  or  of  abstract  con- 
ception ;  and  yet  anything  more  entirely 
abstract  than  the  rules  of  grammar  can 
hardly  be  conceived.  And  how  little 
the  children,  taught  grammar  at  a  very 
early  age,  practically  apply,  even  when 
grown  up,  the  rules  which  they  have 
learned  and  the  principles  of  which  have 
been  painfully  dinned  into  them,  may  be 
judged  by  the  ungrammatical  shouts 
which  one  may  hear  proceeding  from  the 
children  when  let  out  of  school,  just 
after  going,  perhaps,  through  a  regular 
course  of  lessons  in  grammar  and  parsing. 
I  do  not  agree  with  my  noble  Friend 
Lord  Meath  in  deprecating  recitation.  I 
believe  that  familiarity  with  the  works 
of  good  authors  have  a  more  powerful 
tendency  than  any  lessons  in  grammar  to 
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improve  the  vocabulary  and  the  habitual 
grammatical  use  of  the  English  language. 
The  noble  thoughts  of  great  writers  are 
through  life  a  precious  possession  for  any 
one  who  has  the  privilege  of  having 
them  stored  in  his  memory.  I  really 
believe  that  in  that  respect  the  Code 
recognises  a  study  which  is  of  great 
value  to  children,  and  thoroughly  appre- 
ciated by  their  parents  and  themselves.  I 
agree  with  a  good  deal  of  what  my  noble 
Friend  said  about  physical  education, 
and  I  think  that  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
who  took  up  some  of  the  points,  spoke 
very  reasonably.  The  fact  is,  that  in 
towns  where  children  have  not  to  go 
long  distances  to  and  from  school, 
as  is  the  case  in  many  rural 
districts,  they  may  very  advantageously 
have  a  larger  amount  of  physical  exercise 
given  them  in  school ;  but  in  some  cases, 
particularly  with  regard  to  the  younger 
ones,  where  they  have  to  go,  as  I  know  a 
great  many  of  them  do,  two  miles  and 
more  to  school,  I  think  it  would  be  in- 
advisable to  impose  upon  them  too  much 
physical  exercise  in  addition.  As  to  the 
value  of  drill,  there  was  some  remarkable 
evidence  given  about  its  actual  money 
value  in  the  case  of  workmen — I  forget 
at  this  moment  whether  by  Sir  Joseph 
Whitworth  or  by  his  foreman — to  the 
effect  that  a  man  was  worth  at  least 
Is.  6d.  a  week  more  who  had  been 
drilled,  because  he  had  not  only  the  will 
but  the  power  of  moving  smartly  at  the 
word  of  command ;  and  he  particularly 
dwelt  on  his  experience  in  his  own  work- 
shop where  sometimes  very  heavy 
weights  had  to  be  moved.  He  said  that 
they  sometimes  preferred  moving  heavy 
weights  with  an  almost  inadequate 
number  of  hands  as  incurring  a  lesser 
risk  compared  with  the  danger  of  being 
encumbered  by  the  assistance  of  more 
men  also  perfectly  willing  and  anxious  to 
do  their  best,  but  incapable  from  the 
want  of  previous  drill  to  move  promptly 
and  to  promptly  stop  moving  at  the 
word  of  command.  I  have  repeatedly 
expressed  my  opinion  both  in  your 
Lordships'  House  and  elsewhere  that  all 
boys  ought  to  be  drilled,  from  the 
Duke's  son  at  a  public  school  to  the  pauper 
boy  in  the  workhouse.  Most  remarkable 
evidence  has  been  given,  too,  of  its  benefit 
in  education  and  its  moral  effect  in 
establishing  the  habit  of  prompt  obedience 
and  forming  habits  of  order  and  method, 


which  are  in  any  walk  of  life  and 
for  any  future  work  of  the  utmost 
value.  I  cannot  conclude  without  once 
more  thanking  the  noble  Lord  President 
for  what  is  certainly  a  great  advance  upon 
the  previous  Codes ;  though  I  hope  when 
the  larger  questions  which  are  announced 
for  next  year  are  taken  up,  that,  among 
other  recommendations  of  that  very  able 
Commission  in  its  valuable  Report,  the 
Government  will  not  forget  one,  and 
that  is  with  respect  to  defining  the  limits 
of  elementary  education  and  of  secon- 
dary education,  so  as  not  to  include 
as  parts  of  elementary  education 
what  my  right  rev.  Friend  has  very 
hapyily  described  to  me  as  non-elementary 
education  in  the  shape  of  German,  Latin, 
and  so  on,  which  I  think  everyone  must 
fairly  recognise  as  branches  of  secondary 
and  not  of  primary  education. 

*The  Akcheishop  of  CANTER- 
BURY: My  Lords,  I  shall  beg  to  be 
allowed  to  say  a  very  few  words  of  grati- 
tude to  several  noble  Lords  for  what 
has  been  said  this  afternoon  on  behalf 
of  the  voluntary  schools.  I  am  anxious 
that  the  New  Code  should  go  to  those 
schools  unprejudiced,  and  not  only 
unprejudiced,  but  freed  from  the  sense 
of  nervousness  which  might  hang 
about  it  from  what  was  done  last 
year.  I  feel  that  the  explanations 
which  have  been  given  here,  as  well 
as  much  that  has  passed  elsewhere, 
ought  to  remove  anything  of  that 
kind.  The  New  Code  comes  before 
us  distinctly  to  secure  a  higher 
standard  of  efficiency,  and  it  is  the 
desire  of  the  voluntary  schools  to  proceed 
as  fast  as  they  possibly  can,  consistently 
with  safety,  along  that  path.  The  com- 
mencement of  voluntary  education,  and 
the  advances  in  it  up  to  the  time  when 
the  Government  took  the  matter  in 
hand,  were  due  to  the  voluntary 
schools,  and  I  trust  they  will  never  feel 
that  a  day  has  come  when  they  may 
say  that  the  education  demanded  is  so 
good  that  they  cannot  undertake  to 
give  it.  The  possibility  of  reaching  the 
higher  standard  of  efficiency  seems  almost 
secured  by  three  of  the  most  important 
branches  of  the  Code.  First  of  all,  the 
greater  simplicity  of  the  arrangements, 
the  deliverance  of  the  teachers  from  a 
great  deal  of  almost  useless  clerical  work, 
which  bears  very  hardly  upon  their  tinle, 
and  the  greater  freedom  given  to  managers 
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and  teachers,  will  all  tend  to  increased 
efficiency.  No  one  can  have  seen  much 
of  the  interior  working  of  schools  with- 
out knowing  that  at  present  anxieties 
press  very  heavily  on  many  teachers  on 
account  of  the  strain  after  payment 
by  individual  results.  Not  only  do 
they  press  upon  the  teachers, 
but  they  greatly  affect  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  schools.  A  good  many 
children  have  to  spend  time  in  prac- 
tising the  goose  step,  while  teachers 
are  trying  to  bring  on  feeble  children 
who  are  not  now  classified  according  to 
their  abilities  or  their  acquirements.  It 
is  not  money  only,  but  reputation  that 
depends  on  the  least  satisfactory  efforts. 
All  that  will  now  be  ended.  A  second 
great  means  of  promoting  a  higher  stan- 
dard of  efficiency  will  be  the  assistance 
given  to  weak  schools.  Much  will 
depend  on  the  amount  of  assistance 
which  proves  to  be  obtainable,  by 
those  schools.  Some  must  be  severely, 
hit,  but  I  hope  that  an  amount  of  help 
will  be  given  to  most  of  them  which  will 
make  those  schools  efficient.  There  is 
one  point  to  which  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  direct  their  attention.  I  am 
not  quite  clear  that  weak  hamlet 
schools,  of  which  I  have  many  in  my 
diocese,  will  be  capable  of  receiving  this 
increased  assistance.  I  have  to  day 
received  a  letter  from  Canon  Wingfield, 
who  is  a  well-known  educational 
authority.  He  fears,  as  I  fear,  that  some 
hamlet  schools  at  a  distance  from  the 
central  schools  will  not  receive  the  grants 
at  all.  If  I  understand  Clauses  104  and 
105  correctly,  they  intend  to  provide  for 
grants  to  all  schools  of  that  kind,  but  the 
wording  seems  not  to  include  cases  in 
which  over  the  border,  but  within  two 
miles,  there  is  a  population.  Canon 
Wingfield  says  he  speaks  feelingly 
on  this  matter,  because  he  has 
some  in  his  own  parish  and  others 
near  him;  that  many  with  a  rich 
squire  and  small  parish  and  not  many 
difficulties  will  get  the  extra  £10  or  £15, 
but  that  they  who  have  to  keep  up  a 
struggling  school  in  a  remote  hamlet 
with  100  or  200  people  near  it 
in  the  next  parish)  cannot  get  the  help. 
If  the  hamlet  having,  say,  400  children, 
were  a  separate  small  parish,  it  would  be 
well  cared  for,  but  under  the  clause,  as  it 
stands,  I  cannot  say  that  that  will  always 
be  so.  That  is  a  detail  of  importance 
The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 


if  it  opsrates  widely,  and  I  hope  that 
attention  will  be  directed  to  it. 
Thirdly,  the  efficiency  of  the  schools 
will,  undoubtedly,  be  promoted  by  the 
requirement  that  discipline  and  moral 
training  are  to  be  looked  to  and  reported 
upon.  Of  course,  they  have  a  paramount 
value  of  their  own.  The  whole  work 
and  object  of  a  school  is  really  to  turn 
out  good  young  citizens  well  disciplined 
and  trained  morally ;  but  beyond  that 
they  will  have  a  strong  reflex  action  upon 
the  intellectual  training  of  the  schools, 
and  I  am  sure  that  the  Inspector  who  has 
time  to  observe  will  be  able  to  form  a 
very  distinct  opinion  as  to  the  moral 
tone  and  order  of  the  schools.  Ex- 
perienced in  educational  matters,  as  tbey 
are  in  the  highest  degree,  they  will 
not  walk  about,  talk  to  managers 
and  teachers,  and  observe  the  children, 
without  being  able  to  send  the  Depart- 
ment a  very  distinct  Report  on  those 
points,  and  I  believe  it,  therefore,  to  be 
a  provision  of  the  highest  value.  Perhaps 
enough  has  been  said  upon  the  subject 
of  recitation,  but  I  happen  to  be  just 
fresh  from  the  subject,  because,  on 
my  way  here,  I  paid  a  visit  to  a  Board 
school  where  there  are  1,400  children, 
and  as  I  passed  quickly  through  one  of  the 
class-rooms  the  teacher  said  the  children 
would  be  much  disappointed  if  I 
did  not  hear  their  recitation.  I  stayed, 
therefore,  and  heard  30  or  40  lines, 
which  were  about  a  fourth  or  fifth  of 
what  is  required.  They  were  not  lines 
from  Chaucer,  as  my  noble  Friend  said, 
but  they  related  the  history  of  a  quarrel 
between  a  needle  and  a  pin,  out  of  which 
an  extremely  good  moral  was  drawn. 
I  had  sufficient  time  to  observe 
the  children,  and  I  can  say  that, 
apparently,  nothing  could  have  given 
them  more  pleasure,  and  that  they 
entered  into  the  spirit  as  well  as 
the  words  of  the  story.  I  do  not  think  it 
can  be  said  the  time  occupied  in  that 
recitation  was  wasted.  My  Lords,  those 
seem  to  me  to  be  the  three  great  broad 
branches  of  improvement  by  which  an 
increased  standard  of  efficiency  may  be 
reached,  and  certainly  I  believe  it 
will.  On  the  other  hand,  the  cost  of  the 
school  teaching  will  be  increased.  As 
the  voluntary  schools  have  spent  magni- 
ficent sums  in  the  past,  I  believe  they 
will  rise  to  the  occasion  now.  They 
have    never   wished   to   stint    in   doing 
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what  they  could  hitherto,  and  they 
must  keep  the  lead  which  fairly 
belongs  to  them  in  the  judgment 
of  fair  students  of  the  history  of  edu- 
cation. They  must  do  their  best  with 
that  aim,  nor  do  I  believe  they  will  be 
unwilling  to  pay  more  for  abetter  product. 
There  will  be  considerable  difficulty  at 
first  with  regard  to  the  staff  required  to 
•  be  employed  :§or  the  larger  curriculum, 
and  to  the  higher  qualifications  required 
in  the  taachers  all  round.  But  I  can- 
not but  believethat  the  Department  will  be 
merciful  in  recognising  the  difficulties 
which  my  right  reverend  Brother  has 
stated  arising  from  the  fact  that  the  present 
supply  of  trained  teachers  is  inadequate. 
Markets,  however,  have  a  way  of  sup- 
plying demands  and  filling  up  deficiencies, 
and  I  believe  that,  before  the  end  of  the 
year,  we  shall  see  a  great  development 
in  that  respect.  There  are,  I  am  per- 
fectly assured,  abundant  reasons  why 
the  question  of  the  full  amount  of  the 
grant-  being  received,  and  the  rating 
question  have  been  postponed  for  the 
present.  That  it  will  come  under  con- 
sideration when  it  is  possible  I  have  no 
doubt.  It  is  only  fair  to  the  schools 
that  the  limitation  of  the  17s.  6d.  grant 
should  be  removed;  and  'it  seems  a 
simple  matter  of  justice  that  if  one  set 
of  schools  is  supplied  with  money  to  pay 
its  rates,  the  voluntary  schools  which 
run  with  them  should  not  have  to  find 
the  rates  in  addition  to  what  they  volun- 
teer. I  hope  that  the  voluntary  schools 
will  enter  upon  this  New  ^Code  with 
gratitude  and  a  good  heart 

Lord  LINGEN:  I  will  detain  the 
House  for  a  very  few  minutes,  for  I  have 
but  very  few  observations  to  make  upon 
the  subject  of  debate.  I  do  not  propose 
to  enter  at  all  upon  the  contents  of  the 
Code,  but  merely  to  touch  upon  the 
machinery  by  which  fchis,  like  every 
other  Code,  must  be  carried  into  effect. 
There  has  been  no  difference  of  opinion 
expressed  in  this  Debate,  but  we  are  all 
agreed  that  the  State  must  be  informed 
and  satisfied,  by  its  own  responsible 
officers,  of  the  efficiency  and  character  of 
each  school  to  which  public  aid  is  ex- 
tended, and  in  this  respect  we  must  con- 
sider, not  merely  the  school,  but  the 
scholars.  I  would  venture  to  point  out 
to  the  House  that  when  we  speak  of  the 
schools  we  must  not  exclude  the  scholars 
from  our  consideration.     For  myself  I 
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believe  that,  prior  to  1860,  the  best 
voluntary  schools  were  far  too  few,  no 
doubt,  to  make  a  due  impression  upon 
the  country,  but  still,  so  far  as  those 
schools  went,  in  their  tone,  discipline,  and 
all  that  could  favourably  impress  an 
Inspector  or  visitor,  they  ranked,  and 
deservedly  ranked,  very  high.  But  the 
Duke  of  Newcastle's  Commission  un- 
doubtedly brought  to  light  a  state  of 
things  which  had  been  somewhat  over- 
looked in  the  previous  years, '  namely, 
that,  even  in  the  best  of  those  schools, 
instruction  was  very  imperfectly  diffused 
among  the  scholars  generally.  I  would 
impress  upon  your  Lordships  that  the 
great  reason  and  justification  why  the 
State,  at  vast  expenditure,  should  have 
interfered  with  the  thorny  subject  of 
education  was  the  importance  to  the 
State  that  the  bulk  of  its  people  should 
receive  those  elements  of  education 
which  would  enable  them  to  deal  satis- 
factorily with  their  own  problems 
of  life,  and  will  not  bo  secured  by 
inspection  simply;  this  object  can  only 
be  secured  by  some  system  of  examina- 
tion, though  not  necessarily  the  examina- 
tion of  every  individual  child,  but  I  do* 
say  that  unless  examination  forms  a  sub- 
stantial part  of  the  official  supervision  in. 
every  school  the  political  reasons  for  inter- 
fering with  schools  at  all  will  not  be  an- 
swered. Examinations  should,  at  any  rate*, 
be  a  substantial  part  of  every  system  of 
inspection.  Unless  this  is  done  there 
will  be  no  adequate  security  that  the 
object  which  the  State  has  in  view  will 
he  carried  out.  I  do  not  think  that  full1 
justice  has  been  done  to  the  revised  Code 
of  I860  in  this  respect.  That  Code  is 
often  spoken  of  as  if  its  object  had  been 
to  confine  the  education  of  children  in 
elementary  schools  to  those  subjects 
which  are  popularly  known  as  "the 
three  It's."  But  if  any  one  will  refer 
to  the  documents  of  that  time,  which  is 
now  somewhat  distant,  he  will  find  that 
that  charge  is  not  well  founded.  The 
instructions  to  the  Inspectors  under  that 
Code  show  that  as  much  distinction  was 
drawn  then  between  inspection  and 
examination  as  has  been  insisted  on  by 
the  Lord  President  this  evening.  That 
Code  was  framed  with  a  view  of  securing 
that,  whatever  else  was  taught  in  the 
schools,  the  bulk  of  the  children  should 
be  able  to  read  with  such  ease  and  intelli- 
gence a9  would  encourage  them  to  read 
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in  after  life,  to  write  and  spell  sufficiently 
well  to  be  able  to  write  a  letter  to  their 
own  family,  or  to  their  employers  on 
business,  and  to  know  enough  arithmetic 
to  be  able  to  keep  common  accounts, 
such  as  items  of  expenditure,  quantities 
of  goods,  receipts,  or  wages — that,  how- 
ever simple  the  accounts  they  might 
keep  might  be,  they  should  be  able  to  do 
that  much  at  all  events.  The  object  of 
that  Code  was  to  secure  that  the  elements 
of  education  were  carried  away  by  every 
one  of  the  children  from  the  elementary 
schools.  Judging  by  the  speech  of  the 
Lord  President,  such  appeared  to  be  his 
intention  also  in  regard  to  the  present 
Code.  I  do  not  think,  after  listening  to  his 
speech  this  evening  that  he  has  any  other 
intention.  Very  different  language  was 
used  in  "  another  place  "  the  other  even- 
ing, and  I  am  exceedingly  glad  to  find  that 
it  has  met  with  no  echo  in  this  House.  I 
do  not,  however,  pretend  to  believe  that 
this  Code,  however  carefully  it  may  be 
revised,  contains  the  final  settlement  of 
the  education  question,  or  that  that  settle- 
ment will  come  next  year,  or  perhaps  even 
the  year  after.  In  the  meantime,  it  is  of 
the  utmost  importance  to  see  what  the 
scope  of  this  Code  will  be  ;  and  I  ven- 
ture to  insist  that,  however  valuable 
inspection  may  be  as  a  test  of  the 
character  of  the  education,  it  ought  to  have 
side  by  side  with  it  a  system  of  examina- 
tion of  the  scholars  which  will  prove,  not 
only  that  the  means  of  education  have 
been  afforded,  but  that  the  scholars  have 
been  so  guided  as  to  be  able  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  those  means. 

The  Earl  op  WEMYSS:  My  Lords, 
the  only  point  I  wish  to  refer  to  is  the 
question  of  drill  in  education.  1  sym- 
pathise most  thoroughly  with  my  noble 
Friend's  remarks  upon  the  importance  of 
that  subject,  especially  in  towns.  In 
towns  it. ought,  I  think,  to  be  made  com- 
pulsory. As  regards  the  value  of  drill 
to  children  in  schools,  and  in  their  work 
in  after-life,  had  it  not  been  that  my 
noble  Friend  has  anticipated  me,  I  should 
myself  have  referred  to  the  testimony 
given  by  Sir  Joseph  Whitworth  upon 
that  point.  Many  years  ago  I  heard 
the  opinion  expressed  by  Sir  Joseph 
Whitworth  which  my  noble  Friend  has 
stated  to  your  Lordships  as  to  the  in- 
creased value  given  to  labour  by  pre- 
vious drill.  I  may  be  allowed,  perhaps, 
t»  say  that  as  my  noble  Friend  did  not 
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like  to  trouble  your  Lordships  with  too 
many  details,  he  is  anxious  that  I  should 
give  your  Lordships  fome  figures  from 
a  paper  he  has  handed  to  me  affording 
statistics  of  the  drill  and  gymnastic 
training  given  to  12  boys  in  the  Much 
Wenlock  National  School,  frcm  August 
21st,  1871,  to  February  21st,  1872.  Of 
the  12  boys  drilled  six  were  put 
under  simple  drill,  and  the  other  six 
were  drilled  in  connection  with  gym-' 
nastic  training  for  six  months.  The  re- 
sult was  that  those  who  were  simply 
drilled  were  greatly  improved  in  appear- 
ance, and  their  chest  measurements  were 
augmented  half-an-inch ;  but  where  the 
drill  was  combined  with  gymnastics  their 
chest  measurements  had  increased  some 
two  inches  in  the  same  time. 

OPEN    SPACES    BILL.— (No.  76.) 
House  in  Committee  (on  re-commit- 
ment) (according  to  order). 

•The  Earl  op  MEATH:  My  Lords, 
in  Clause  3  the  Irish  Office  have  drafted 
a  few  words  which  they  desire  should  be 
inserted  in  line  5,  page  2,  after 
"  England  and  Wales."  The  words  are 
"  as  respects  Ireland,  the  Commissioners 
and  Trustees  of  Charitable  Donations 
and  Bequests  in  Ireland."  The  alteration 
is  only  for  the  purppse  of  extending  the 
operation  of  the  clause  to  Ireland, 
inasmuch  as  the  Charity  Commissioners 
have  no  jurisdiction  in  that  country. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  I 
presume  the  noble  Lord  has  consulted 
those  Members  of  the  Committee  who 
are  interested  in  Ireland,  and  that  he  has 
obtained  their  consent  to  the  insertion  of 
words  applying  the  clause  to  Ireland.  I 
think  we  ought  to  have  the  whole 
clause  read.  I  fully  expect  to  find  that  it 
is  quite  satisfactory.  It  was  understood 
in  the  Committee  that  some  clause  of 
this  kind  would  be  moved;  but  as  no 
notice  has  been  given  of  it,  I  think  it 
would  be  better  for  the  clause  to  be 
read. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR :  I  think- 
there  is  a  little  misapprehension  about 
the  nature  of  this  clause.  The  Bill 
extends  to  Ireland  already.  It  "was 
pointed  out  in  the  Committee  that  there 
was  no  such  body  as  that  which  is 
referred  to  in  the  Bill  as  being  the 
guiding  authority  in  Ireland ;  and  the 
noble  Lord  who  has  charge  of  the  Bill 
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.was  recommended  to  find  ont  who  were 
the  corresponding  authorities  in  Ireland, 
and  when  he  had  obtained  the  necessary 
information  from  the  Irish  Office  the 
name  of  the  proper  body  to  be  inserted 
should  be  substituted.  In  substance,  1 
think  the  noble  Lord  has  exactly  carried 
out  that  request. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  En- 
tirely. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I 
merely  wish  to  say,  before  we  part  with 
the  Bill,  that  I  think  my  noble  Friend 
will  have  to  look  through  it  before 
another  stage  is  reached,  because  I  feel 
certain  that  other  words  will  be  required 
to  make  it  right.  The  clause  which  has 
been  referred  to  is  perfectly  right,  but  I 
think  it  will  require  the  addition  of 
further  words. 

Amendment  made  ;  the  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  To-morrow. 

COMMISSIONERS     FOR     OATHS      ACT 
(1889)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  63.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order)  ;  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

TRUSTEES  APPOINTMENT  BILL. 
A  Bill  to  facilitate  the  appointment  of  new 
trustees  of  land  held  in  trust  for  religious  or 
educational  purposes,  and  to  make  provision  for 
vesting  the  land  in  the  trustees  for  the  time 
being — Was  presented  by  the  Lord  Herachell ; 
read  1* ;  and  to  be  printed.     (No.  84.) 

House    adjourned    at    half   past    Six 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


Factory  Act. 
QUESTIONS. 


678 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  12th  May,  1890. 


ALLOTMENTS  (COTTENHAM)  PARISH. 

Return  ordered — 

"  Of  Correspondence  whioh  has  passed  be- 
tween the  Local  Government  Board  and  the 
Chesterton  Board  of  Guardians  and  other 
persons  on  the  subject  of  the  Allotments  in 
the  parish  of  Cottenham,  Cambridgeshire." — 
(tfir  W.  Har court.) 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
Ninth  Report  brought  up,  and  read  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
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THE  LEGISLATIVE  COUNCIL  OF  INDIA. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  give  notice  that  on  Thursday 
next  I  intend  to  present  a  Petition  from 
inhabitants  of  Jessore,  in  the  Presi- 
dency of  Bengal,  complaining  of  a  pre- 
sent personal  grievance,  in  regard  to 
which  they  say  there  is  urgent  necessity 
for  providing  an  immediate  remedy. 
As  the  Under  Secretary  for  India,  in 
answer  to  a  question  from  me,  refused  to 
make  inquiry  into  this  grievance,  I  shall, 
in  pursuance  of  the  Standing  Order  No.  80, 
move  the  House  to  discnss  forthwith  the 
matter  contained  in  such  Petition. 

Subsequently, 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said :  I  wish  to 
put  a  question  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  in  reference  to  the  Order  which 
stands  number  3  on  the  Paper  to-night 
(Indian  Councils  Bill).  I  wish  to  know 
whether  it  is  likely  to  be  taken  before 
Whitsuntide  ? 

♦The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, Westminster) : 
I  should  like  to  take  it  before  Whitsun- 
tide, if  possible,  but  I  am  afraid  that  it 
will  not  be  possible. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  that  it  will  not  be 
taken  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  afraid  that 
will  be  so. 

THE  INDIAN  FACTORY  ACT. 

Mr.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether,  inasmuch  as  the  Indian 
Factory  Act  does  not  apply  to  the  Native 
States,  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  urging  upon  their  rulers  the  necessity 
of  introducing  legislation  for  the  pro- 
tection of  women  and  children  employed 
in  the  manufactories  of  those  States,  and 
who  now  work  from  dawn  to  sunset  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
for  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham)  : 
The  policy  of  the  Indian  Government  is 
to  interfere  as  little  as  possible  in  the 
internal  affairs  of  Native  States,  so  long  as 
the  rulers  govern  justly.  But  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  bring  this  ques- 
tion to  the  notice  of  the  Government  of 
India,  with  a  view  to  their  advising 
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Native  States  containing  factories  to 
follow  the  Factory  Legislation  of  British 
India. 

POSTAGE  RATES  TO  INDIA.  AND 
AUSTRALIA. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  (Hnddersfield) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  what 
is  the  estimated  loss  to  the  Revenue  by 
the  reduction  of  the  postage  rates  to 
Australia  and  to  India  from  6d.  and  5d. 
to  2£d.  in  each  case ;  what  is  the  esti- 
mated additional  loss  to  the  Revenne  if 
the  postage  rates  to  Australia  and  to 
India  were  rednced  from  2£d.  to  Id. ; 
and  what  is  the  further  estimated  loss  if 
the  postage  rates  to  all  the  colonies  and 
to  India  were  reduced  to  Id.  ? 
•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Rakes,  University  of  Cambridge)  :  The 
additional  loss  over  and  above  that  now 
incurred  which  will  result  from  reducing 
the  postages  on  letters  sent  from  this 
country  to  India  and  Australia  to  2|d. 
is  estimated  at  £88,400  a  year.  A 
further  loss  of  £42,000  a  year  would  be 
the  result  of  making  the  rate  Id.  instead 
of  2£d.  And  a  still  further  loss  of 
£50,000  would  follow  a  reduction  of 
postage  rates  to  all  the  colonies  and 
India  to  Id.  The  hon.  Member  will  see 
that  the  fatal  of  these  reductions  by 
bringing  the  rate" down  to  Id.  generally 
would  come  to  £180,400. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  IN  BELGRAVIA. 

Mr.  LEVESON  GOWER  (Stoke-upon- 
Trent)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  rejected  the  application  cf  the 
Vestry  of  St.  George's,  Hanover  Sqnare, 
for  the  admission  of  electric  current  for 
the  purpose  of  lighting,  which  is  now 
available  close  to  the  western  boundary 
of  Belgravia,  and  is  being  generally  used 
in  the  adjoining  streets ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  numerous  residents  in  Bel- 
gravia have  urged  the  Vestry  to  take 
action  in  the  matter,  in  consequence  of 
the  two  Electric  Light  Companies  to 
whom  Provisional  Orders  were  granted 
last  year  having  made  no  apparent  pro- 
gress in  Belgravia ;  and  whether  there 
is  any  valid  reason  why  the  Vestry,  who 
are  bound  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  ratepayers,  should  not  be  allowed  to 
obtain  a  supply  from  a  third  company, 
which  is  in  a  position  to  furnish  it  with- 
out further  delay  ? 
Sir  J.  Gor&t 


•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  I  have  been  urged  by  the  Vestry 
of  St.  George,  Hanover  Square,  to  grant 
a  Provisional  Order  allowing  a  third 
company  to  supply  electrical  energy  in 
the  parish,  in  addition  to  the  two  com- 
panies already  possessing  such  powers.  I 
am  not,  however,  prepared  to  interfere 
with  the  arrangements  made  in  the 
Metropolis  last  year,  after  prolonged 
inquiry,  until  the  companies  to  whom 
powers  were  then  granted  have  been 
allowed  a  reasonable  time  for  proving 
their  ability  to  discharge  their  obliga- 
tions, this  arrangement  was  supported 
by  the  London  County  Council.  I  have, 
however,  informed  the  companies  in 
question,  whose  applications,  I  may  state, 
were  last  year  supported  by  the  Local 
Authority,  that  I  should  not  be  disposed 
to  adopt  this  course  another  year  unless 
they  can  then  prove  that  they  are  in  a 
position  to  supply  energy  in  the  district 

OFFICERS'    PENSIONS. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  as  it  appears 
from  the  statement  in  the  United 
Service  Gazette  of  April  last,  that  a 
mistake  occurred  in  the  actuarial  calcula- 
tions to  fix  the  pension  of  one  officer,  at 
least,  why  is  not  each  officer  informed  of 
the  data  upon  which  the  calculations 
are  made  in  his  own  case  1 

♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  :  The  hon.  Member  has  been 
already  informed  why  these  Actuarial  Re- 
ports cannot  be  published.  As  the  mis- 
take referred  to  in  the  newspaper  did 
not  occur  the  present  question  falls  to  the 
ground. 

CRIME  IN  ARBROATH. 

Mr.  OCTAVIUS  V.  MORGAN 
(Battersea) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  he  can  state  the 
number  of  persons  apprehended  or  cited 
for  crimes  ond  offences  in  the  burgh  of 
Arbroath  during  the  years  1887,  1888, 
and  1889,  and  at  what  hours  the  public 
houses  were  closed  during  those  years  ? 

•The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute)  :  I  am  informed  that, 
in  the  three  years  named,  there  were 
597,  527,   and   495  apprehensions,  and 
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titat  up  to  Whit  Sunday,  1888,  the 
closing  hour  was  11;  since  then  it  has 
been  10  o'clock. 

THE  WABWICK  BOARD  OF  GU  AKDIANS. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  is  aware 
that  m  May,  1889,  Mr.  Joseph  Broadfoot, 
of  Barfoigi,  near  Warwick,  who  was 
then  one  of  the  overseers  of  that  parish, 
sent  in  his  name  to  the  clerk  to  the 
Warwick  Board  of  Guardians,  applying 
for  the  post  of  assistant  overseer  and 
collector  of  Poor  Rates ;  that  the  clerk 
replied  (in  conformity  with  the  provisions 
of  the  29  and  30  Vic.  c.  113,  s.  10),  that 
Mr.  Broadfoot,  being  an  overseer,  was 
not  legally  eligible  for  the  post  for 
which  he  applied ;  and  that  on  the  3rd 
of  May,  1890,  Mr.  Thomas  Sheasby,  one 
of  the  overseers  of  Barford,  was  elected 
collector  of  Poor  Rates  by  the  Warwick 
Board  of  Guardians,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  notwithstanding  that  the  clerk 
advised  the  Board  that  Mr.  Sheasby  was 
not  legally  eligible ;  and  whether  the 
election  of  Mr.  Sheasby  has  been  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  ;  and,  if  so,  what  action  the 
Board  have  taken,  or  propose  to  take  ? 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  I  have  no 
information  as  to  the  facts  with  regard 
to  Mr.  Broadfoot.  The  appointment  of 
Mr.  Sheasby  has  been  reported  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  by  the  Guar- 
dians of  the  Warwick  Union,  and  the 
Board  have  informed  the  Guardians  that 
they  are  advised  that  a  person  who  holds 
the  office  of  Overseer  of  the  Poor  cannot 
legally  be  appointed  as  Collector  of  Poor 
Rates  for  the  same  parish,  the  two  offices 
being  incompatible. 

WORKING  HOURS  IN  COLLIERIES. 

Mr.  HO  WORTH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that,  while  the  adult 
colliers  in  the  North  of  England,  notably 
in  the  counties  of  Northumberland  and 
Durham,  have,  by  combination,  secured 
for  themselves  a  working  day  of  from 
seven  to  eight  hours,  the  boys  under  14 
who  work  with  them  have  to  work  from 


10  to  11  hours  a  day;  and  whether  he. 
will  introduce  any  legislation  to  put  an 
end  to  this  state  of  things  1 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
the  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Inspectors  of  the  two 
districts  referred  to  (Northumberland 
and  Durham)  that  the  coal  mines  in  those 
districts  have  always  been,  and  still  are, 
worked  by  two  shifts  of  men  and  one  shift 
of  boys  daily.  The  hours  for  boys  have 
been  shortened  by  the  Acta  of  1872  and 
1887,  and  are  now  limited  to  10  hours  in 
any  one  day,  and  to  54  hours  in  the  week. 
The  hours  of  the  men  before  those  Acts 
and  since  have  usually  been  eight  hours' 
shifts,  and  are  now  in  some  cases 
reduced  to  seven  hours.  The  boys,  how- 
ever, do  not  work  at  the  face  with  the 
men.  Their  employment  is  to  bring  away 
the  coal  from  the  face  to  the  pit  bottom ;  it 
is  not  physically  severe,  and  is  not  nearly 
so  laborious  as  that  of  the  men,  who 
work  shorter  hours.  I  am  informed  that 
to  shorten  the  hours  of  the  boys  by 
working  them  in  two  shifts  would  cause 
dissatisfaction. 

PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 

Sir  JOHN  KINLOCH  (Perth,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether  the  Government 
will  consider  the  expediency  of  allowing 
the  importation  of  store  cattle  into  this 
country  from  the  State  of  Virginia,  a 
State  which  has  always  been  free  from 
pie  uro- pneumonia,  and  situated  many 
hundred  miles  distant  from  infected 
districts,  seeing  also  that  the  cattle  can 
be  shipped  from  that  State  for  Great 
Britain  without  touching  the  soil  of  any 
other  State  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
op  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire,  Sleaford)  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  statement  that  Virginia  has 
always  been  free  from  pleuro-pneumonia, 
and  that  it  is  situated  many  hundred 
miles  distant  from  infected  districts,  is 
inaccurate  in  both  respects.  The  Report 
of  the  American  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture for  1885  records  the  introduction  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  into  Virginia  in  the 
summer  of  that  year,  and  the  Report  of 
the  American  Department  of  Agriculture 
for  1887  and  1888  refers  to  another  out- 
break at  the  end  of  1887.  So  lately  as 
March  23  of  the  present  year,  a  cargo  of 
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animals,  in  which  pleuropneumonia 
existed,  arrived  at  Deptford  from  Balti- 
more, Baltimore  being,  I  believe,  less 
than  50  miles  from  the  State  of  Virginia. 
In  view  of  these  circumstances,  and  of 
the  fact  that  the  Government  are  now 
prosecuting  a  measure  for  the  special 
purpose  of  trying  to  extirpate  pleuro- 
pneumonia in  this  country,  it  would  seem 
to  me  most  unwise  to  admit  store  cattle, 
as  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member. 

ROAD  REPAIR  IN  SCOTLAND. 
Mr.  ASQUITH  (Fif  e,  E.):  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  proceedings  and 
resolutions  of  a  Conference  of  Represen- 
tatives of  Police  Burghs,  held  at  Glasgow 
on  the  16th  April  last,  on  the  subject  of 
the  management  and  repair  of  roads 
and  streets  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
there  are  88  Police  Burghs  in  Scotland 
which  are  subject  to  the  county  road 
assessment,  but  in  which  the  larger 
part  of  the  roads  and  streets  is  not 
maintained  or  repaired  by  the  County 
Road  Authority  ;  whether,  in  the  case  of 
many  of  these  burghs,  the  sum  raised  by 
the  county  road  assessment  is  much  in 
excess  of  the  expenditure  incurred  by 
the  County  Road  Authority  upon  the 
highways  within  the  burghs;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  gravity 
and  extent  of  the  injustice  inflicted 
upon  ratepayers  in  police  burghs  by  the 
present  state  of  the  law,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  prepared  to  take  any, 
and  what,  steps  to  give  effect  to  the 
resolutions  of  the  Conference,  or  other- 
wise to  remove  the  grievance  com- 
plained of  ? 

♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  must 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  answer  I 
gave  on  the  28th  of  last  month,  to  a  ques- 
tion on  the  same  subject.  I  observe, 
also,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Ayrshire  has  introduced  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  subject,  which  will  in  this 
way  be  brought  under  the  consideration 
of  Parliament 

SHANGHAI— THE    CONTAGIOUS 
DISEASES   ORDINANCE. 

Mr.  HENRY  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.R., 
Holmfirth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affiairs 
whether  a  Contagious  Diseases  Ordinance 
exists  in  Shanghai ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  lay  it  upon  the  Table  of  the 
Mr.  Chaplin 


House  ;  whether  it  is  the  case  that  cards 
are  given  to  the  registered  women,  which 
are  practically  a  licence  by  the  Municipal 
Authority  ;  whether  girls  under  15  years 
of  age  are  registered  as  prostitutes; 
and  whether,  if  the  names  of  some  such 
girls  alleged  to  be  under  15  years  of  age 
be  given  to  him,  he  will  cause  inquiry 
into  the  truth  of  the  allegation  ? 

•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
for  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
GUSSON,  Manchester.  N.E.) :  Shanghai  is 
a  Chines 3  city,  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  not  responsible  for  the 
police  regulations.  The  regulations  for 
the  management  of  the  foreign  settle- 
ments at  Shanghai  were  agreed  upon  by 
the  British,  French,  and  American  Con- 
suls in  1866,  confirmed  by  the  Ministers 
of  those  countries  at  Pekin,  and  approved 
by  Order  in  Council.  They  contain  no- 
Contagious  Diseases  Ordinance. 

HONG  KONG -CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES 

ORDINANCE. 

Mr.  WALTER  M'LAREN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether,, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  it  took 
two  years  to  pass  the  Contagious  Diseases 
Ordinance  of  1889,  first  ordered  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  be  passed  by  the 
Hong  Kong  Legislature  in  his  Despatch 
of  2nd  July,  1887,  repealing  the  system 
of  compulsory  examination  of  prostitutes 
then  in  force  in  that  colony,  he  will  take 
steps  to  secure  that  the  Ordinance 
proposed  for  the  amendment  of  the 
Ordinance  of  1889  will  be  more  ex- 
peditiously dealt  with  by  the  Colonial 
legislature  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
for  the  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de 
Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth):  A 
similar  question  was  put  to  me  on  Friday 
last  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Scarboroughr 
and  I  beg  to  refer  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  reply  which  I  then  gave. 

CHORLTON-CUM-HARDY. 
Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  (Manchester, 
S.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  the  population  of  Chorlton- 
cum-Hardy,  which  in  1881  was  2,332, 
is  now  about  6,000 ;  whether  the  only 
public  elementary  school  in  the  town- 
ship is  a  national  school  with  accommoda- 
tion for  364  children ;  and  whether  the 
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Education  Department  will  at  once  take 
the  necessary  steps  to  secure  the  pro- 
vision of  sufficient  school  accommodation, 
in  accordance  with  the  Education  Acts  ? 
•The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dike,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  The  population  is  now  4,500. 
The  increase  is,  I  am  informed,  due  to 
the  influx  of  a  large  class  whose  chil- 
dren either  do  not  attend  public  elemen- 
tary schools  or  go  into  Manchester  to 
the  Higher  Grade  Schools.  There  is  no 
pressure  upon  the  space  afforded  by 
the  National  Schools,  and  I  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  there  is  any  defi- 
ciency of  accommodation,  but  if  any  new 
facts  are  brought  under  the  Department's 
notice,  the  proper  steps  will  be  taken. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  RATE. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether, 
in  event  of  the  assignment  of  an  annual 
sum  of  £150,000  to  the  Receiver  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  District,  in  aid  of  the 
Police  Superannuation  Fund  for  the  Me- 
tropolitan Police  Force,  this  sum  will  be 
in  addition  to  the  sum  equal  to  a  9d.  rate 
on  the  Metropolis  at  present  authorised 
to  be  spent  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police,  or  whether  it  will 
go  to  the  reduction  of  that  rate  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  As  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  aware,  the  Police  Fund,  made  up 
by  the  9d.  rate,  is  liable  to  make  good 
any  deficiencies  in  the  Superannuation 
Fund,  and,  therefore,  a  Government  con- 
tribation  of  £150,000  towards  super- 
annuation will  reduce  the,  liabilities  of 
the  Police  Fund  by  that  amount. 
Whether  any  reduction  of  the  rate  will 
be  possible  must,  however,  depend  on 
the  income  and  expenditure  on  the  one 
hand  of  the  Police  Fund,  and  on  the 
other  of  the  Superannuation  Fund. 
Looking  to  the  recent  necessary  increase 
of  the  Metropolitan  force,  I  see  no  pros- 
pect at  present  of  reducing  the  rate 
below  9d. 

Mb.  STUART :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  when  the  Bill  under  which  this 
sum  is  to  be  voted  comes  on  for  con- 
sideration I  shall  move  that  the  £150,000 
be  applied  towards  the  reduction  of  the 
rate. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central) :  When  will  the  Police  Super- 
annuation Bill  be  introduced  ? 


Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  fix  a  day, '  but  I  shall  lose  no 
time  in  bringing  the  measure  before  the 
House. 

SECOND  DIVISION  CLERKS. 

Mr.  TUTTE  (Westmeath,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  it  is  to  be  understood  that  Heads 
of  Departments  can  recommend  to  the 
Treasury  meritorious  writers,  who  are 
performing  work  of  a  higher  order  than 
mere  copying,  for  appointment  to  a 
special  class  of  an  order  lower  than  that 
of  the  Second  Division  \  and,  if  so,  will 
the  Treasury,  after  due  deliberation,  give 
effect  to  such  recommendation  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  I  am  afraid 
that  I  cannot  add  to  the  answer  which 
I  gave  to  a  somewhat  similar  question  on 
Thursday  last. 

H.M.S.    SULTAN. 

Viscount  CURZON  (Bucks,  Wy- 
combe ) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  if  he  can  state  what  was 
the  total  amount  paid  to  the  salvors  of  the 
Sultan,  the  total  cost  incurred  in  navi- 
gating the  Sultan  to  England,  and  the 
estimated  cost  for  repairing  and  refitting 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  The  total  amount  paid  to  the 
salvors  of  the  Sultan  ■  was  £50,000,  be- 
sides the  sum  of  ,£5,03  6,  paid  for  the  hire  of 
salvage  steamers  during  the  first  unsuc- 
cessful attempt  to  raise  the  vessel.  The 
cost  of  repairing  the  Sultan,  so  as  to 
enable  her  to  come  home,  was  estimated  . 
at  £10,000,  and  the  total  cost  of  naviga- 
ting her  to  England  was,  roughly,  £1,000. 
No  estimate  has  yet  been  made  of  the 
cost  of  repairing  and  refitting  the  Sultan 
for  service,  as  that  has  been  postponed 
until  the  re-engining  and  re-armament 
of  the  vessel  can  be  combined  with  the 
repairs  of  the  hull. 

THE  SCOTCH  COURT   OF  SESSIONS. 

•Mr.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether,  in  view  of 
the  unusually  large  number  of  cases  in 
both  the  First  and  Second  Divisions  of 
the  Court  of  Session  waiting  hearing  in 
the  summer  Session,  and  of  the  large 
accumulation  of  business  in  the  Outer 
House,  so  that  new  cases  brought  in  be- 
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tween  May  and  July  have  no  prospect  of 
being  heard  till  the  winter  sittings,  any 
arrangements  are  in  contemplation  for 
obviating,  in  future,  the  inconvenience  to 
suitors  caused  by  such  delays  % 

•Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  under- 
stand that  a  representation  on  the  matter 
referred  to  has  been  made  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Court  of  Session,  who  in- 
formed the  Memorialists  that  the  subject 
would  receive  consideration  when  the 
Court  met  after  the  spring  vacation.  I 
may  add  that  the  sittings  commence  to- 
morrow. 

THE    WESTERN    AUSTRALIA 
CONSriTUTION    BILL. 

Sib  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether,  considering  that  for  many  im- 
portant reasons  it  is  advisable  to  expedite 
the  consideration  of  the  Western  Aus- 
tralia Constitution  Bill  in  its  stages,  he 
can  now  state  at  what  date  the  printing 
and  circulation  of  the  evidence  taken 
by  the  Select  Committee  will  be  com- 
pleted ;  and  when  the  next  stage  of  the 
Bill  can  be  taken  ? 

Me.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  :  May  I  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  when  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  1 

Babon  H.  de  WORMS  :  In  reply  to 
my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  G.  Baden- Powell), 
and  also  to  the  question  standing  in  the 
name  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Oswestry  Division  of  Shropshire 
(Mr.  S.  Leighton),  I  am  informed  that 
the  evidence  will  be  in  Members'  hands 
about  Tuesday  week,  the  20th  instant. 
In  answer  to  the  concluding  part  of  my 
hon.  Friend's  question,  I  can  only  refer 
him  to  the  statement  made  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  on  Thursday  last. 


3rd  BRIGADE  WELSH  ROYAL 
ARTILLERY. 

Mr.  LLOYD  MORGAN  (Carmarthen, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretaiy  of  Stata 
for  War  whether  the  training  of  the  3rd 
Brigade  Welsh  Division  R  iyal  Artillery. 
(lately  the  Royal  Carmarthen  Militia), 
has  recently  been  suddenly  changed 
from  Carmarthen  to  Fort  Popton  ; 
Mr.  Leng 


whether  he  will  state  the  reason  for  such 
sudden  change ;  and  whether  it  is  pro- 
posed to  conduct  the  training  in  future 
at  Carmarthen  as  heretofore  1 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  As  the  Royal 
Carmarthen  Militia  is  a  corps  of  Artillery, 
whose  duties,  if  embodied,  would  be  with 
heavy  artillery,  it  is  essential  that  the 
corps  should,  from  time  to  time,  be 
trained  where  such  guns  can  be  used, 
which  is  not  the  case  at  Carmarthen. 
It  is  not,  however,  proposed  to  entirely 
discontinue  training  at  Carmarthen, 
although  the  ground  there  is  not  suit- 
able for  camping. 


EQUIPMENT  OF  VOLUNTEERS. 

Sir  HENRY  HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
(Durham,  S.E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  what  steps,  if  any, 
the  Government  propose  to  take  to  give 
practical  effect  to  the  Vote  of  this  House 
of  the  13  th  March  last,  declaring  that  the 
necessary  equipment  required  to  make 
the  Volunteers  effective  for  service,  in 
case  of  emergency,  should  bo  provided  at 
the  public  expense  ;  and  what  expecta- 
tions he  can  hold  out  of  those  steps  being 
taken  at  an  early  date  1 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:    I    have   very 
carefully  considered  the  best  means  of 
meeting  the  obligation  under  which  we 
have  come  to  provide  certain  necessary 
equipments  for  the  Volunteer  Force.     I 
do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  make  any 
provision    for    the    equipment    of    the 
Metropolitan   Volunteers,   as    the    fund 
raised  by  the  patriotic  exertions  of  Sir 
James  Whitehead  has  been  sufficient  to 
meet  their  case,  and  I   put   aside  for 
separata  treatment  the  case  of  the  great- 
coats.     But   as   regards   all   the    other 
articles  of  equipment  mentioned  in  Class 
I.  of  the  Adjutant-General's  Circular,  and 
referred  to  in  the  Resolution  adopted  by  this 
House,  we  propose  to  proceed  as  follows : 
— I  think  it  would  be  exceedingly  unfair 
to  those  corps  who  have  actually  equipped 
themselves     completely,    like     that    of 
Colonel  Rocca,  at  Manchester,  that  their 
prudent  administration   cf   their  funds 
should  result  in  their  getting  no  share  of 
the   grant.      Accordingly,   I   propose  to 
issue  to  all  Infantry  Volunteers  outside 
the    Metropolitan    District     either    the 
necessary   equipment,   or   else    its  esti- 
mated value,  which  is  1 2s.  per  man.    To 
Artillery  Volunteers,  who  do  not  require 
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the  whole  equipment,  the  sum  will  only 
be  5s.  In  order  to  ensure  the  proper 
expenditure  of  these  sums,  a  condition  of 
the  issue  of  the  Capitation  Grant  will  in 
future  be  that  these  stores  must  be 
found  serviceable  on  inspection.  The 
responsibility  of  maintaining  them  in  an 
efficient  state  will  rest  absolutely  with 
the  Volunteers ;  but  I  shall  be  prepared 
to  consider  with  the  Treasury,  before 
next  year's  Estimates,  whether  an  addi- 
tional annual  grant  of  Is.  should  not  be 
made  for  this  purpose.  No  other  change 
will  be  made  in  the  grant.  But  the 
whole  future  position  of  the  Volunteer 
Force,  in  respect  of  equipment,  has  also 
been  reconsidered  ;  and  the  Government 
are  prepared  to  bear  the  initial  cost  of 
all  equipments,  other  than  clothing,  for 
any  new  corps  or  additional  companies 
which  may  be  formed.  We  hope  in  this 
way  to  settle  the  equipment  question 
once  for  all.  Greatcoats  stand  on  a 
different  footing;  as  a  grant  of  2s.  is 
already  paid  for  every  greatcoat  produced 
on  inspection.  And,  in  my  opinion,  there 
ought  to  have  been  no  substantial  diffi- 
culty in  obtaining  them.  But  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  use  of  these 
greatcoats  is  in  many  corps  not  limited  to 
Volunteer  occasions,  but  they  are  con- 
stantly worn  in  civil  life.  Accordingly, 
we  propose  to  adhere  to  the  system  of 
grants,  except  that  to  all  corps  not  now 
possessing  greatcoats  we  shall  be  ready 
to  issue  them,  suspending,  of  course,  the 
2s.  grant  to  those  corps  till  their  value  is 
repaid.  The  matter  is  of  such  general 
interest  that  the  House  will  forgive  the 
length  of  this  reply.  May  I  add  a  word 
as  to  the  funds  which  have  been,  in  cer- 
tain counties  and  boroughs,  raised  or 
promised  for  the  purposes  of  Volunteer 
equipment.  Admitting  that  every  case 
must  be  decided  on  its  own  merits,  I  hope 
that  in  all  cases  where  Volunteer  corps 
are*  still  in  debt,  or  are  incurring  special 
expenses  for  ranges  or  for  drill  halls,  intend- 
ing subscribers  will  be  patriotic  enough 
to  allow  their  subscriptions  to  be  applied 
to  the  relief  of  the  funds  of  their  local 
corps,  so  as,  whenever  possible,  to  put 
them  on  a  sound  financial  basis. 

CUSTOMS'  OUTDOOR  DEPARTMENT. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  the  following  Circular  has  been 
issued  by  the  Board  of  Customs : — 


"Secretary,  Customs, 
No.  32,651,  1889. 


Custom  House,  London, 

25  Oct.,  18S9. 

Return  of  Ages  and  Capacities. 

The  collectors  and  superintendents  at  the 
outports,  and  the  inspector  of  the  Outdoor 
Department  in  London,  are  directed  to  insert 
in  their  next  Return  of  Ages  and  Capacities 
(i.e.,  for  the  current  year  only),  against  the 
names  of  all  officers  of  the  Outdoor  Department 
under  the  rank  of  surveyor,  the  place  of  their 
birth,  and  the  place  of  their  residence  during 
the  three  years  immediately  preceding  their 
entry  into  the  service. 

By  Order, 

John  Courroux." 

and,   if    so,    for    what    purposes    these 
inquiries  are  instituted  1 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Yes,  the  Circular  was 
issued.  Its  object  was  to  enable  the 
Board  to  make  arrangements  in  the 
interest  of  the  Revenue,  for  stationing 
the  officers  at  ports  at  which  they  would 
not  be  likely  to  have  friends  engaged  in 
the  shipping  trade. 

SHERIFF  CLERK  OF  AYRSHIRE. 

Mr.  DONALD  CRAWFORD  (Lanark, 
N.E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask .  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  he  can  give  an  assurance  that 
when  the  sheriff  clerkship  of  Ayrshire  is 
filled  up  the  rule  will  be  adhered  to  that 
the  sheriff  clerk  is  to  be  debarred  from 
engaging  in  private  practice  ? 

*Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  As  I 
stated  a  few  days  ago,  in  recent  appoint-: 
ments  to  office,  similar  to  the  one 
referred  to  in  the  question,  the  holder 
has  been  restricted  from  engaging  in 
private  practice.  I  do  not  at  present  see 
any  reason  to  expect  that  exception  will 
be  made  in  this  case,  but  the  question 
of  what  salary  is  to  be  attached  to  the 
office  is  still  under  consideration. 

PUBLIC  HOUSE  LICENCES. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  EVANS  (Glamorgan, 
Mid) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  what  is  to  be- 
come ultimately  of  the  funds  which  will 
stand  to  the  credit  of  a  county  whose 
County  Council  may  refuse  to  expend 
them  in  paying  compensation  for  the  ex- 
tinction of  public  house  licences  under 
the  Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise) 
Duties  Bill? 
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*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  The  fund  will  remain 
to  the  credit  of  the  county,  until  Parlia- 
ment has  decided  that  it  shall  be  other- 
wise employed. 

Me.  STOREY  (Sunderland)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  upon  consideration,  he  is  now 
willing  to  grant  a  Return  showing  (a) 
the  situation  or  address  of  each  fully 
licensed  house  in  the  various  licensing 
areas ;  (b)  the  name  of  the  owner ;  (c)  the 
name  of  the  ostensible  licensee  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Such  a  Return 
could  be  furnished,  but  it  would  involve 
very  great  labour,  great  expense,  and  a 
considerable  amount  of  trouble. 

AUSTRALIAN  POSTAL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  SUMMERS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  any  loss  to 
the  Revenue  is  traceable  to  the  Postal 
Service  to  Australia  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES  :  There  is  at  present  an 
estimated  loss  of  £78,000  a  year  upon 
the  Postal  Service  from  this  country  to 
Australia. 

"MITCHELL  v.  REGINA." 

Mr.   CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM:  I 

beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  why  the 

Crown  has  demanded  costs  against  the 

suppliant  in  "  Mitchell  v.  Regina  "  (a  test 
case),  under  Petition  of  Right  Act,  when 
ne>  by  giving  fiat,  evidently  considered 
that  the  suppliant  had  a  fair  case  ;  and 
why  costs  have  been  pressed  against 
suppliant  in  the  same  case,  when  it  has 
been  expressly  stated,  in  the  case  of  the 
"  Crown  v.  the  County  Council,"  that  the 
Crown  did  not  ask  for  costs  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 

Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  In  reply  to 

the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say  that  the 

granting  of  a  fiat  in  a  Petition  of  Right 

has  no  bearing  whatever  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  costs.  The  fiat  is  given  where 
the  Petition  discloses  primd  facie  grounds 
for  relief.  The  question  of  costs  is  con- 
trolled by  the  Petition  of  Right  Act.  The 
case  of  the  Yorkshire  County  Council, 
to  which  I  presume  the  hon.  Member 
refers,  is  of  an  entirely  different  cha- 
racter, and  was  a  case  stated  to  determine 
a  question  of  law  under  Section  29  of 
the  Local  Government  Act. 


TELEGRAPH  CABLES  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  telegraph 
cables  between  Mossbank  and  Ulsta,  and 
between  Yell  and  Uist,  in  Shetland,  have 
both  been  broken  for  some  time,  thereby 
causing  much  inconvenience;  and  whether 
he  will  have  these  cables  repaired  without 
delay,  as  the  fishermen  in  the  North 
Isles  are  now  placed  at  great  dis- 
advantage, and  owing  to  the  spring  fish- 
ing having  begun,  it  is  specially  im- 
portant that  these  cables  should  be  in 
working  order  as  soon  as  possible? 

•Mr.  RAIKES :  The  cable  ship  of  the 

Post  Office  has  had  to  go  into  dock  for 

certain  necessary  repairs,  but  I  trust  she 

will  be  able  to  proceed  to  the  She t lands 
next  week.  No  time  shall  be  lost  in 
restoring  telegraphic  communication 
between  the  islands  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

THE    MERCHANDISE    MARKS  ACT. 
Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I  beg  to 

ask  the  Attorney  General  if,  having  re- 
gard to  the  view  he  expressed  last 
Session  that  offences  against  "The  Mer- 
chandise Marks  Act,  1887,"  come  without 
fresh  legislation  under  the  provisions  of 
"The  Prosecution  of  Offences  Act, 
1879,"  he  will  authorise  the  Director  of 
Public  Prosecutions  to  take  legal  charge 
of  any  special  case  brought  by  a  respon- 
sible body  under  his  cognisance,  in  which 
the  ends  of  justice  and  of  commercial 
morality  are  otherwise  likely  to  be 
defeated  either  from  lack  of  funds  or 
other  causes  ? 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER :    In  reply  to  my 

hon.  and  learned  Friend,  it  is  not  possible 

for  me  to  give  a  general  undertaking  of 

the  kind  indicated  in  his  question.  The 
conditions  under  which  prosecutions  are 
undertaken  by  the  Public  Prosecutor 
are  prescribed  by  Acts  of  Parliament  and 
the  rules  made  thereunder.  If  a  case  is 
one  in  which  a  prosecution  is  required 
in  the  public  interest  I  should  certainly 
consider  the  question  of  giving  directions 
for  the  Director  of  Public  Prosecutions 
to  undertake  it ;  but  every  case  must 
depend  upon  the  particular  circum- 
stance. 
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EMPLOYERS*  LIABILITY  BILL. 
Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  :  I  bag  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  he  can  now  fix  a 
date  for  the  Second  Beading  of  the 
Employers'  Liability  Bill;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  definitely  postpone  the 
Bill  till  after  Whitsuntide  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  Bill  cannot 
be  taken  beforo  Whitsuntide. 

EIGHTS  OF  WAY  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
Mb.  BUCHANAN  ^Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  the  Government  will 
assent  to  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Rights  of  Way  (Scotland)  Bill,  the 
object  of  which  is  to  carry  into  legisla- 
tion the  Resolution  of  the  House  passed 
on  18th  March  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  There  are  two 
Bills  now  before  the  House  dealing  with 
this  subject.  The  Government  approve, 
and  will  be  prepared  to  support,  that  of 
the  hon  Member  for  Ipswich  (Sir  C. 
Dalrymple).  Looking  at  the  present 
state  of  public  business,  I  am  unable  to 
offer  any  facilities  for  the  discussion  of 
the  measure. 

IRELAND— THE  LATE  DR.  CROSS. 

Mr.  P.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  what  verdict,  if  any,  has  been 
returned  by  the  Coroner's  Jury  in  the 
case  of  Dr.  Cross,  alleged  to  have  been 
hanged  in  Cork  Gaol  about  two  years 
ago  for  poisoning  his  wife  1 

♦The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin) :  The  General  Prisons  Board 
report  that  the  convict  Dr.  Cross  was 
executed  within  the  precincts  of  Cork 
Prison  on  January  10,  1888.  On  the 
same  morning  an  inquest  was  held  by 
the  coroner  in  the  usual  manner.  No 
verdict,  however,  was  returned  by  the 
jury,  the  coroner  having  declined  to 
close  the  inquest  without  the  production 
of  the  executioner. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  May  I  ask  if  the 
death  of  the  criminal  has  been  regis- 
tered ? 

*Mb.  MADDEN:  I  rather  think  so, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act ;  but  if 
the  hon.  Member  will  repeat  the  ques- 
tion I  will  answer  it. 


Mr.  SEXTON :  Could  the  death  be 
legally  registered,  except  upon  the  certi- 
ficate of  the  jury  ? 

*Mr.  MADDEN:  I  believe  that  it 
could  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
but  I  do  not  like  to  give  a  positive 
answer  without  referring  to  the  Act. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  will  repeat  the 
question  to-morrow. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid.)  :  Some 
of  my  constituents  do  not  believe  that 
Dr.  Cross  was  hanged  at  all. 

IRISH  LAND  BILL. 

Mr.  H.VINCENT  (Sheffield,  Central)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  if  the  purchasers  of  land  under 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill  will  be  granted 
a  clean  title  from  the  Crown,  all  previous 
documents  being  withdrawn ;  and  if  the 
holdings  will  be  subsequently  transferable 
by  a  system  of  registration  similar  to 
that  in  force  in  .  Australia  under  the 
Torrens  Act  ? 

*Mr.  MADDEN  :  The  effect  of  the  pro- 
visions in  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  as  to 
the  operation  of  the  vesting  order,  and 
in  regard  to  the  redemption  of  head 
rents,  is  to  place  the  purchasing  tenant 
in  the  same  position,  substantially  if  not 
technically,  as  if  he  held  under  grant 
from  the  Crown.  I  have  long  been  of 
opinion  that  a  system  of  registration  such 
as  that  indicated  in  the  second  paragraph 
of  the  question  is  a  necessary  adjunct  to 
any  general  system  of  peasant  proprietor- 
ship, and  I  have  devoted  a  good  deal  of 
time  to  the  preparation  of  a  Bill  pro- 
viding for  Ireland  a  cheap  and  readily 
accessible  system  of  local  registration  of 
titles.  I  introduced  this  Bill  late  last 
Session,  with  a  view  to  having  its  pro- 
visions discussed  and  criticised  by  those 
who  are  interested  in  the  subject,  and  I 
am  now  engaged  in  embodying  in  the 
Bill  of  last  Session  some  valuable  sug- 
gestions which  I  have  received.  I  shall 
be  able  to  re-introduce  the  Bill  in  a  few 
days  ;  and  1  hope  that  I  shall  have  the 
assistance  of  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  in  carrying  out  what  I 
regard  as  a  practical  reform  of  consider- 
able importance. 

POOR  REMOVAL. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 

E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 

the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 

it  is  a  fact  that  between  15  and  20  per 
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cent,  of  the  inmates  of  Stranorlar  Union 
in  Donegal  have  been  removed  from 
Great  Britain  to  that  Union,  although 
some  of  them  had  actually  been  born,  or 
had  spent;  most  of  their  lives,  in  the 
former  country  ? 

♦Mr.  MADDEN:  From  the  Report 
received  from  the  clerk  of  the  Stranorlar 
Union  it  appears  that  there  are  at  pre- 
sent 63  inmates  in  the  workhouse,  and 
that  of  these  there  are  nine  who  have 
been  removed  from  Great  Britain ;  also 
that  it  is  alleged  that  the  circumstances 
connected  with  these  nine  cases  are  as 
indicated  in  the  concluding  portion  of 
the  question. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  wife  of  James  M'Cormick, 
with  their  children,  two  of  whom  were 
born  in  Glasgow,  were  last  month  sent, 
under  a  Scotch  removal  warrant,  to 
Stranorlar  Union  Workhouse,  although 
the  father  was,  and  was  known  to  the 
Scotch  Poor  Law  Authorities  to  be,  in 
.good  employment  at  steel  works  at 
Rotherham,  in  England  ? 

*Mr.  MADDEN  :  The  removal  of  the 
wroman  referred  to,  and  her  three 
children,  was  made  under  a  warrant 
•dated  24th  December  last,  she  having 
been  deserted  by  her  husband  six  weeks 
before  the  removal  took  place.  There 
is  no  information  to  show  whether  the 
Scotch  Poor  Law  Authorities  were  aware 
that  the  husband  was  employed  in 
England.  He  has,  however,  since  been 
arrested  at  the  instance  of  the  Stranorlar 
Board  of  Guardians,  and  sentenced  to 
three  months'  imprisonment  for  not 
maintaining  his  family. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  existing  anomaly  in  the 
law  relating  to  removal  of  the  poor 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland ;  and 
whether  he  proposes  to  take  any,  and 
what,  steps  to  relieve  the  Irish  Unions  of 
the  burden  now  thrown  upon  them  ? 

♦Mr.  MADDEN  :  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  is  aware  of  the 
grievance  referred  to  ;  but  fears  that  he 
can  add  nothing  to  his  reply  to  a  similar 
question  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Londonderry  on  22nd  March, 
1889. 

J/i\  Artliur  O'Connor 


CHARGE  AGAINST  THE  POLICE 
.  IN  DONEGAL. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether,  about  the  end  of  1886, 
Bridget  M'Ginley,  tenant  cf  a  farm  at 
Meenacladdy,  County  Donegal,  let  her 
dwelling-house  to  the  police,  under  an 
agreement  by  which  occupancy  was  to 
terminate  on  three  months'  notice  in 
writing  by  either  party ;  whether  J.  S. 
Milling,  County  Inspector  of  Constabu- 
lary, gave  such  notice  in  writing  on  the 
15th  of  January  last  to  Mrs.  Bridget 
M'Ginley  that  he  would  attend  at  the 
house  on  the  30th  of  April,  at  noon,  to 
pay  her  the  rent  payable  up  to  that  day, 
and  to  quit  and  give  up  possession; 
whether  Mrs.  M'Ginley  accordingly 
attended  there  on  the  day  and  at  the 
hour  appointed  for  the  purpose  stated, 
but,  after  waiting  a  considerable  time, 
was  told  by  District  Inspector  Hill  to 
leave  the  place,  and  whether,  when  she 
refused  to  "leave  her  own  house," 
retired  to  an  inner  room  and  closed  the 
door,  District  Inspector  Hill,  Sergeant 
James  Maher,  Constable  Stephen  DufFy, 
and  Constable  Patrick  Burke,  first  tried 
to  break  in  the  door  by  using  a  barrack 
form  as  a  battering-ram,  and  then  broke 
down  a  partition,  dragged  Mrs.  M'Ginley 
into  the  kitchen,  kicked  her.  and  even- 
tually threw  her  outside  the  door  of  the 
house  in  a  fainting  condition ;  whether 
Mrs.  M'Ginley  has  since  been  ill,  and 
attended  by  a  doctor  and  priest ;  whether 
the  police  had  removed  their  furniture 
and  effects  before  the  attack  on  Mrs. 
M'Ginley,  and,  after  it,  evacuated  the 
house;  whether  the  rent  due  to  Mrs. 
M'Ginley,  and  which  the  County  Inspector, 
by  his  notice,  promised  to  pay  on  the 
day  in  question,  is  still  unpaid  ;  and  what 
the  Irish  Executive  have  done  with 
reference  to  the  case  ? 

•Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Constabulary 
Authorities  report  that  the  facts  are  as 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph:;  but  that 
Mrs.  MGinley's  interest  having  been 
evicted  in  October,  1889,  a  copy  of  the 
notice  of  surrender  served  by  them  on 
the  landlord's  agent  was  merely  sent  to 
her  as  a  matter  of  precaution  in  the 
event  of  her  setting  up  any  claim  to  the 
premises.  Mrs.  Ginley  did  refuse  to 
leave  the  premises,  and  was  removed  by 
the  police  without  using  any  unnecessary 
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force.  She  was  neither  kicked  nor 
thrown  out,  as  alleged  in  the  question. 
The  police  have  no  evidence  as  to  the 
alleged  illness  of  the  woman.  The  police 
had  removed  their ,  furniture.  The  rent 
was  paid  to  the  landlord's  agent,  and  the 
premises  were  also  legally  handed  over 
to  him. 

*IR.  SLATTERY    AND    MR.   T.   BARRY. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  :  I  beg  to 

ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  John 
Slattery,  T.C.,  President  of  the  South  of 
Ireland  Cattle  Trade  Association,  and  Mr. 
Thomas  Barry,  Poor  Law  Guardian,  at 
present  bail  prisoners  in  Cork  Gaol,  are 
required  to  receive  visits  in  what  is 
known  as  "  the  cage,"  the  place  used  by 
convicted  criminals  ;  whether  bail 
prisoners,  like  first-class  misdemeanants, 
are  entitled  to  see  their  friends  in  a 
different  sort  of  reception  room  ;  and,  if 
so,  why  the  gentlemen  named  are 
differently  treated  ;  and  will  he  order 
that  they  are  provided  with  a  suitable 
place  to  see  their  visitors  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN :  As  already  stated  in 
reply  to  previous  questions,  the  bail 
prisoners  mentioned  receive  their  visitors 
in  the  ordinary  visiting  room,  which  is  a 
comfortable  one  in  ail  respects.  The 
General  Prisons  Board  report  that  neither 
untried  nor  bail  prisoners  are  entitled, 
under  the  rules,  to  the  privilege  enjoyed 
by  first-class  misdemeanants  referred  to 
in  the  second  paragraph.  As  regards  the 
inquiry  in  the  last  paragraph,  the  matter 
is  one  exclusively  for  the  Prisons  Board, 
who  must  be  guided  by  their  Rules. 

Dr.  TANNER  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
the  Chief  Secretary,  in  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion on  this  subject  last  August,  stated  that 
all  bail  prisoners  under  the  Crimes  Act 
would  be  treated  as  first-class  mis- 
demeanants 1 

Mr.  MADDEN :  I  am  not  aware  that 
he  made  that  statement. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  must  correct  the 
statement.  What  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  was  the  bail  prisoners  would 
be  better  treated  than  first-class  mis- 
demeanants. 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  believe  that  in  some 
respects  they  are. 

Dr.  TANNER :  Has  Mr.  John  Slattery 
been  treated  in  the  same  manner  that  I 
was  when  I  was  a  bail  prisoner  last 
year? 


Mr.  MADDEN  :  The  prison  officials 
must  be  guided  by  the  rules  laid  down, 
which  rules  are  prescribed  by  the  Prisons 
Board. 

FOREIGN     AND     COLONIAL     POSTAL. 

SERVICES. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  by  far  the 
greater  proportion  of  the  loss  to  the 
Revenue  of  £254,000  per  annum  on  the 
Foreign  and  Colonial  Postal  Services  ia 
due  to  the  East  and  West  Indian  Packet 
Services ;  and  whether,  down  to  the  year 
1858,  this  portion  of  the  loss  to  the 
Revenue  was  charged  upon  the 
Admiralty  Vote  ? 

•Mr.  RAIKES :  The  loss  of  £254,000 
per  annum,  referred  to  in  my  recent 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Hudders* 
field,  is  upon  the  Colonial  Packet  Service 
only,  not  upon  the  Foreign  and  Colonial 
Postal  Services  combined.  Of  that  loss 
£167,000  relates  to  the  East  and  West 
Indian  Packet  Services.  Prior  to  the 
year  1860-61,  the  whole  cost  of  the* 
Packet  Service  was  charged  to  the 
Admiralty,  and  consequently  any  loss 
that  was  then  incurred  for  sea  convey- 
ance fell  upon  the  Admiralty. 

THE  CHANCELLOR  OF  THE  EXCHE- 
QUER'S SPEECH  AT  RAWTENSTALL. 
Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a 
question,  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  notice,  namely,  whether  he  is 
correctly  reported  in  the  Times  to  have 
said  in  his  speech  at  Rawtenstall  the 
other  night — 

"  When  Mr.  Dillon  spoke  he  denounced  our 
proposals  root  and  branch,  and  he  tells  us 
plainly  enough  that  whatever  we  may  offer 
will  not  be  accepted,  because  it  has  not 
been  passed  by  the  Irish  leaders." 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  Yes,  Sir ;  that  is  a 
fairly  accurate  report  of  what  I  believe 
to  be  quite  an  accurate  statement.  The 
hon.  Member  would,  perhaps,  have  been 
more  just  to  me  if  he  had  noticed  the 
sentences  that  went  before  and  the 
sentences  which  came  after  the  one  ha 
had  quoted,  which  showed  that  what  I 
was  speaking  of  were  our  proposals  with 
reference  to  the  congested  districts.  I 
consider  that  the  hon.  Member  did 
denounce  them,  for  he  stated  in  the  most 
emphatic  manner — and    he   went  even 
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further  than  my  remarks  would  imply, 
for  he  not  only  said  that  unless  our  pro- 
posals were  passed  by  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Parly — which  I  take  to 
mean  unless  they  were  endorsed  by 
them — but  also  unless  they  had  a  pre- 
ponderating voice  on  the  Boards  of 
Management,  our  proposals  would  end  in 
considerable  failure.  The  hon.  Member 
also  said  that  if  the  Government  do  not  do 
this — that  is,  accept  the  views  that  the 
hon.  Member  put  forward  as  to  the 
persons  by  whom  those  proposals  are  to 
be  worked — then  our  scheme  is  fore- 
doomed to  failure,  and  that  it  would  be 
useless  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House  in 
discussing  the  Bill.  A  second  time  he 
used  the  words,  "  Our  scheme  was  fore- 
doomed to  failure."  I  thought,  under 
these  circumstances,  that  what  I  said 
was  rather  a  weak  paraphrase  of  the  very 
violent  philippic  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  claim  the  right  to 
say  that  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  are  a  gross  mis-statement  of 
what  I  said.  What  I  said  was  that  Irish 
Members,  who  spoke  for  all  the  electors 
in  the  congested  districts,  should  have  a 
fair  share  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Board  ;  and  I  went  on  to  say  that  if  the 
Nationalists  were  allowed  to  nominate  a 
majority  of  the  Board  they  would  find 
men  who  would  work  honestly  and 
endeavour  to  make  the  scheme  a 
success. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  Read  on. 

Mr.  DILLON :  The  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  absolutely 
untrue.  It  is  a  gross  misrepresentation 
of  the  spirit  of  the  words  I  used,  and  I 
consider  it  utterly  unworthy  of  a  poli- 
tical Leader  to  make  such  mis-state- 
ments. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  shall  be  more 
courteous  to  the  hon.  Member  than  he 
has  been  to  me.  I  maintain  that  no  one 
could  have  heard  his  speech  without 
considering  that  my  words  were  a  per- 
fectly fair  comment  upon  it.  The  hon. 
Member,  by  taking  out  that  particular 
sentence,  would  wish  to  give  the  im- 
pression that  I  was  speaking  of  any 
proposals,  whereas  it  is  perfectly  patent 
that  I  was  speaking  of  the  proposals 
with  regard  to  the  congested  districts ; 
and  I  consider  that  the  words  which  I 
have  used,  and  at  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber stopped  short  in  his  statement  just 
now,  go  further,  in  that  they  are  in 
Mr,  GoscJten 


favour  of  the  passing  and  administering 
of  the  Bill  by  the  Irish  leaders,  and 
state  that,  unless  that  is  provided  for, 
the  proposals  in  the  Bill  are  foredoomed 
to  failure.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
regret  that  the  hon.  Member  considers 
that  I  have  gone  beyond  the  limits  of 
political  controversy.  I  candidly  state 
that  I  believed  then,  and  I  believe  now, 
that  I  was  giving  an  accurate  represen- 
tation of  the  words  of  the  hon.  Member. 

CIVIL   BILLS    (COUNTY    COURTS) 
IRELAND. 

Mr.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.J :  I  have 
given  notice  of  my  intention  to  move 
for  a  Return  of  the  number  of  Civil 
Bills  in  the  County  Courts  (Ireland), 
and  appeals  therefrom,  on  the  Common 
Law  and  Equity  Side,  from  June,  1885, 
till  the  present  date,  showing  the  number 
of  Appeals  actually  heard,  the  number 
withdrawn,  and  the  number  of  cases 
where  the  decrees  of  the  Court  below 
were  affirmed,  or  varied,  or  reversed. 
May  I  ask  if  the  Motion  will  be  un- 
opposed ? 

Mr.  MADDEN :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  postpone  the  Motion.  I  have 
not  yet  received  a  Report  in  reference  to 
the  subject. 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL :  I  will  postpone  it 
until  to-morrow. 

THE  LOCAL  TAXATION  BILL. 

k».  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Isle  of 
Thanet):  Will  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  kindly  say  what  the  arrange- 
ments are  for  Business  to-morrow?  Is 
it  proposed  to  continue  the  Debate  on 
the  first  Order  of  to-day  ? 

♦Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  understand- 
ing is,  I  believe,  that,  if  necessary,  the 
Debate  shall  be  continued  to-morrow; 
but  I  hope  it  will  close  to-night, 

THE  SUGAR  BOUNTIES. 
Mr.  ILLING WORTH  (Bradford,  W.): 
May  I  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  state- 
ment in  to-day's  Standard  is  correct, 
that  the  German  Government  have 
received  information  that  it  is  not  the 
intention  of  the  British  Government  to 
proceed  this  year  with  the  Sugar 
Bounties  Treaty ;  and  whether  it  is  also 
true  that  the  German  Government  \i 
about  to  proceed  upon  its  own  account  in 
the  matter  1  , 
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*Sra  J.  FERGUSSON:  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  please  to  pat  down 
the  question. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
"  An  Act  to  exempt  certain  letters  of 
hypothecation  from  the  operation  of 
'The  Bills  of  Sale  Act,  1882/  "  [Bills 
of  Sale  Bill  [Lords.] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


-»o«- 


LOCAI*     TAXATION      (CUSTOMS     AND 
EXCISE)  DUTIES  BILL  —(No.  244.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

*(4.20.)  The  PRESIDENT  of  the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
Ritchie,  Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  : 
The  Bill  which  I  am  now  about  to  ask 
the  House  to  read  a  second  time  divides 
itself  naturally  into  two  parts,  one  part 
dealing  with  local  finances,  more 
especially  so-called,  and  the  other  part 
dealing  with  the  question  of  the  purchase, 
the  extinction,  and  the  diminution  of 
licences.  The  opposition  which  is 
threatened  to  the  Bill  is  directed  mainly, 
if  not  altogether,  to  the  latter  of  those 
two  portions ;  but  the  House  will  under- 
stand that  the  provisions  in  the  first  part 
of  the  Bill  are  of  an  extremely  important 
character,  which  make  it  necessary  that 
I  should  trouble  the  House  with  some 
details  connected  with  them.  But 
naturally  my  observations  will  be  mainly 
directed  to  that  part  of  the  Bill  against 
which  the  attack  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Barrow  is  intended  to  be  made.  The 
County  Councils  have,  with  practical 
unanimity,  urged  upon  the  Government 
that  they  should  provide  them  in  some 
way  or  other  with  the  money  of  which, 
as  they  allege,  they  have  been  deprived 
by  the  dropping  of  the  Horse  and  Van 
Tax.  It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  say 
whether  those  expectations  were  alto- 
gether justified,  or  whether  there  is  that 
obligation  resting  on  the  Government 
which  they  allege  to  exist.  But  I  must 
say,  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  that 
the  amount  which  they  originally  ex- 
pected to  receive  from  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  in  aid  of  local  finance  was  con- 
siderably diminished  by  the  failure  to 
pass  the  Horse  and  Van  Tax.     We  are, 


and  have  been,  extremely  anxious  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  County  Councils, 
and  to  make  up  for  the  deficiency  which 
has  been  caused  in  their  finances.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has,  I  know, 
been  exercising  all  the  resources  of 
ingenuity  for  some  time  past  with  a 
view  to  finding  some  source  from 
which  these  funds  may  be  legitimately 
derived.  The  proposal  which  is  now 
before  the  House  is  a  proposal  to  distri- 
bute the  money  which  will  be  provided, 
as  we  hope,  by  the  extra  duties  upon 
beer  and  spirits.  Whatever  may  bo  the 
opinion  of  hon.  Members  from  Scotland 
and  Ireland  as  to  the  portion  which  has 
been  allotted  to  them  from  this  additional 
taxation,  I  think  there  will  be  a  general 
concurrence  that  the  source  from  which 
the  revenue  is  derived  is  in  itself  open  to 
little  or  no  objection  from  any  quarter. 
[Cries  of  "  No,  no  !"]  I  know  there  is 
an  objection  on  the  part  of  Irish  and 
Scotch  Members,  not  so  much  to  the  tax 
as  to  its  distribution,  but  that  is  a  matter 
which  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  deal 
with  here.  The  question  then  arises, 
how  is  the  money  to  be  distributed? 
The  total  amount  which  it  is  expected 
will  be  raised  by  this  new  tax  is 
£1 ,304,000.  If  we  deduct  the  amount, 
which  I  shall  refer  to  later,  for  the  ex- 
tinction of  licences,  namely,  £440,000, 
the  net  available  balance  amounts  to 
£864,000 ;  and  I  think  that  all  interested 
in  local  and  county  finance  will  admit 
that  this  is  a  discharge  in  full  of  any  obli- 
gations which  may  rest  upon  the  Govern- 
ment. We  propose  to  allot  this  money 
under  certain  conditions.  The  first  con- 
dition, as  far  as  England  and  Scotland 
are  concerned,  is  that  a  certain  portion 
of  the  money  shall  be  appropriated  for 
police  superannuation  purposes.  It  is 
not  •necessary  that  money  should  be 
specially  set  apart  for  this  purpose  in 
Ireland,  because  the  Irish  Constabulary 
is  provided  for  out  of  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer, and  no  other  provision  is  necessary. 
With  reference  to  the  question  of  police 
superannuation  in  England  and  Scotland, 
the  House  will  admit  that  the  matter  is 
one  of  the  very  highest  importance.  It 
is  important  not  only  that  the  matter 
should  be  dealt  with,  but  that  it  should 
be  dealt  with  speedily ;  and  the  Govern- 
ment are  justified  in  making  it  one  of  the 
first  conditions  of  granting  this  money 
in  aid.     I  cannot  speak  too  highly  of 
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the  Police  Forces  of  this  country. 
They  have  performed  always  diffi- 
cult, often  arduous,  and  sometimes 
dangerous  duties,  and  they  have  per- 
formed those  duties  in  a  manner  which 
meets  with  universal  approbation.  That 
being  so,  I  am  sure  it  is  not  necessary  for 
me  to  appeal  at  any  length  to  Parliament 
on  their  behalf,  or  assert  my  firm  con- 
viction that  Parliament  will  readily  listen 
to  and  deal  with  their  just  complaints. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  position 
of  the  police  at  the  present  time,  with 
reference  to  superannuation,  is  highly 
unsatisfactory.  There  is  made  from  the 
whole  Police  Force  of  England  a  deduc- 
tion of  2 £  per  cent,  from  their  wages 
which  is  supposed  to  be  allocated  for 
purposes  of  superannuation.  But  it  is 
a  matter  of  astonishment,  this  being  so, 
that  pensions  are  not  universal  through- 
out the  country;  and  I  am  told  that 
there  are  no  less  than  40  or  50  police 
forces  in  England  in  which  deductions 
are  made  from  pay,  while  no  super- 
annuation allowances  are  given.  Al- 
though the  deductions  are  compulsory, 
the  pensions  are  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Governing  Bodies.  In  London  the  con- 
ditions are  different,  and  pensions  are 
demanded  by  the  police  force  as  a  matter 
of  right.  There  is  another  feature 
in  connection  with  this  matter.  Not- 
withstanding the  payments  that  have 
been  made  to  Superannuation  Funds 
during  many  years,  in  a  very  large 
number  of  cases  in  the  country  the 
Superannuation  Funds  are  in  a  state  of 
almost  hopeless  bankruptcy.  I  am  told 
that  the  annual  deficiency  in  the  County 
and  Borough  Police  Funds  amounts  to 
£40,000  or  £50,000.  In  London  the 
annual  charge  for  police  superannuation 
is  far  in  excess  of  receipts  for  that  pur- 
pose. A  Committee  which  sat  in*1875, 
and  reported  in  1877,  went  very  fully 
into  the  whole  question  of  superannua- 
tion, and  listened  very  carefully  to  the 
complaints  made.  The  Committee  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  complaints 
were  not  unreasonable,  and  that  they 
ought  to  be  remedied.  Several  Bills  on 
the  subject  were  introduced  into  this 
House.  There  were  Bills  in  1883, 1884, 
1885,  1886,  and  1887,  though  none  was 
passed.  The  first  two  Bills  were* 
brought  in  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby,  and  the  Bill  of 
1885  was  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Mr.  Ritchie 


Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton. The  other  two  Bills  came  from 
this  side  of  the  House,  but  none  passed 
into  law,  mainly  because  of  financial 
difficulties.  The  finance  is  what  we  now 
propose  to  supply ;  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Home  Secretary  will  intro- 
duce a  Bill  in  which  provisions  will  be 
made,  so  that  by  aid  of  the  money  which 
we  give— £300,000  to  England  and 
£40,000  to  Scotland— all  the  just  griev- 
ances of  the  police  forces  in  London,  and 
throughout  the  country  will  be  removed. 
There  is  in  England,  after  providing 
the  £300,000  for  superannuation,  a  sum 
of  £393,200  left.  We  propose  that  this 
shall  be  distributed  in  the  same  manner 
as  the  Probate  Duty  in  the  counties  and 
county  boroughs,  and  in  case  of  dispute 
we  propose  to  place  the  allocation  in  the 
hands,  of  the  Commissioners  under  the 
Local  Government  Act.  It  is  highly 
satisfactory  to  know  that,  notwithstand- 
ing the  great  intricacies  of  many  points 
which  might  require  to  be  settled  by  the 
Commissioners,  the  whole  of  the  arrange- 
ments between  the  counties  and  the 
county  boroughs — at  least  as  far  as  the 
temporary  arrangements  are  concerned 
— have  been  made  without  the  interven- 
tion of  the  Commissioners  being  neces- 
sary at  all.  With  reference  to  Scotland, 
after  providing  the  £40,000  for  police 
superannuation,  we  have  left  £53,440. 
It  is  the  desire  of  Scotch  Members  that 
a  further  sum  should  be  allocated  and 
added  to  the  amount  which,  in  deference 
to  their  wishes,  was  given  for  educa- 
tional purposes  last  year.  It  is  proposed 
by  the  Bill  to  allocate  £40,000  for  that 
purpose,  which  we  believe  will  be  amply 
sufficient. 

Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  How 
is  it  to  be  allocated  ? 
•Mr.  RITCHIE:  I  cannot  deal  with 
that  subject  in  a  Second  Reading  speech. 
The  remaining  £13,440  is  to  be  available 
for  any  demands  made  by  pleuro-pneu- 
monia,  and  the  balance — if  there  be  any 
— is  to  go  to  the  salaries  of  Medical 
Officers  of  Health  and  Sanitary  Inspectors. 
In  Ireland  the  whole  £77,360  has  been 
dealt  with,  or  is  to  be  dealt  with,  first,  by 
providing  funds  for  the  payment  of 
national  school  teachers;  and  this  pro- 
posal finds,  I  believe,  complete  favour 
with  hon.  Members  from  Ireland.  But 
the  House  will  remember  that  although 
the  whole  of  this  amount  is  made  avail- 
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able  for  national  school  teachers,  a  con- 
siderable     portion      of      it      will     go 
towards    the    relief   of    local    taxation. 
Now,  Sir,  I  pass  from   those   portions  of 
the  Bill,  which  will  certainly  not  raise 
much  controversy,  and  I  come   to   the 
part  of  the  Bill  at  which  a  deadly  blow 
is    levolled   by    the    hon.    Member  for 
Barrow.     It  is  well  to  remind  the  House 
that  if  they  are  in  favour  of   the  pro- 
posals I  have  just  sketched   they  would 
do  well  not  to  support  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, because,  unquestionably,  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  is  successful  in  his 
onslaught  the  whole  Bill  will  have  to  go 
— a  view    which   evidently  meets  with 
favour  in   some  quarters — and   none    of 
these   allocations  for   purposes  which   I 
think  are  universally  approved   will  go 
into  the  hands  of  the  Local  Authorities. 
I  am  afraid   that   the  latter  portion  of 
our  proposals,  the  Licensing  Clauses,  will 
be  met  with  a  very  considerable  amount 
of  strenuous  opposition.      It  will  be  our 
duty,  of  course,  to   meet  that  opposition 
as  best  we  can  ;   but  I  can  assure  hon. 
Gentlemen  we  consider  our  case  so  strong 
and  so  good  a  one  that  we  shall  resist  all 
onslaughts  on  that  portion  of  our  Bill,  and 
with  the  aid  of  the  House  we  shall  press 
forward  our  proposals   with   every  hope 
and    belief    that    we    shall    succeed  in 
passing  them  into    law.        We   believe 
that  our  proposals  are  equitable  and  that 
they  are  desirable,  and,  further,  we  be- 
lieve ,  that   a   very  large  portion  of  the 
opposition     which     has    been    directed 
against   these   proposals   is  owing  to  a 
misunderstanding    of   the    objects    and 
purposes  of  the  Government.     Although 
the  question  is  one  of  great  and  burning 
importance  and  of  considerable   contro- 
versy, I  hope  we  may  approach  the  sub- 
ject  in  a  fair  and  candid  manner,  and 
that    no  prejudice  on  the   part   of  hon. 
,  Gentlemen   opposite,  however  advanced 
they  may  be   in  the  matter  of  temper- 
ance legislation,  will  prevent  their  giving 
to  our  proposals  a  fair  and  candid  con- 
sideration.    Whatever  may  be  the  belief 
of   some    hon    Gentlemen    opposite,    I 
assure   the  House  that  the   sole  object 
which  the  Government  had  in  view  in 
making  their  proposals  was  to  promote 
temperance  and  to  help  those  who  are 
endeavouring,  and  who  have  so  long  en- 
deavoured, to  battle  against  intemper- 
ance.     I  know  there   are  people  who 
pretend  to  see  some  secret  purpose  of 
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ours  in  this  proposal  to  Parliament 
[tC  Hear,  hear  !  "]  I  do  not  know  from 
whom  that  "Hear,  hear"  came.  Is  it 
the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  who  thinks 
that  what  I  have  said  is  not  accurate. 

Me.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness) : 
No. 

•Mr.  BITCHIE  :  What  I  said  was  that 
our  sole  purpose  was  to  promote  temper- 
ance. We  had  no  other  aim  or  object, 
and  if  he  or  others  think  that  under 
cover  of  attempting  to  help  temperance 
reform  we  have  endeavoured  to  set  up, 
as  in  his  opinion  perhaps,  a  great  scheme 
of  compensation,  I  can  assure  him  he  is 
utterly  wrong. 

Mr.  CAINE :  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  think  1  had  any 
desire  to  question  his  intentions. 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE  :  What  I  have  said  is. 
that  the  operation  of  our  proposals  is  in 
the  direction  of  temperance,   even   al- 
though their  effect  may  be  but  small. 
In  my  opinion,  matters  of  this  kind  are 
not   to  be   dealt  with  satisfactorily    by 
leaps  and  bounds.     In  my  opinion,  it  is 
only  by  steps  and  stages  that  you  will 
be  able  to  deal  with  this  question,  and 
that  large  and  heroic  measures  are  not 
the  best  for  promoting  the  cause  he  has 
at  heart.     The  annual  grant  we  place  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Local  Authorities  for 
the   purpose   is   not  a  large  one,  but  I 
believe   it  will  be   sufficient  to  enable 
them  to  deal  with  a  large  number  of  the 
smaller  fry  of   public   houses.      I  will 
point  out  that  there  is  a  provision  in  the 
Bill  by  which  the  annual  income  can  be 
capitalised  for  three  years  if  it  be  desir- 
able to  deal  more  largely  with  them.     I 
am  prepared  to  say  we  are  not  disposed, . 
if  good  arguments  can  be  shown  to  the- 
contrary,  to  adhere  to  the  term  of  three 
years,  and  we  shall  be  prepared  to  consider- 
any  extension  of  that  period  which  may 
commend  itself  to  us,  so  that  although  the 
beginnings  may  be  small,  we  may  ulti- 
do  great  things.     But  we  do  not  claim 
for  our  proposals  that  they   are  of   an 
extensive  and  sweeping  character.     Our 
view  is,  and  always  nas  been,  that  when 
this  question  comes  to  be  dealt  with  as  a 
whole,  the  control  of  licences  must  be 
transferred    to    Local     Authorities,    to 
County  Councils,  and  to  Town  Councils. 
This'  is  the   idea  we   embodied   in    the  „ 
Local   Government    Bill     This    is    the 
idea  we  have  now ;  but  meanwhile,  and 
until  this  is  done,  we  desire  to  take  a 
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step,  although  it  be  but  a  small  one,  in 
the  direction  of  temperance.     One  word 
with  reference  to  the  money  which  is  to 
be  raised  for  this  purpose.     It  has  been 
spoken  of  in  many  quarters  as  if  it  were 
some  kind  of  a  residue  of  a  tax  which 
the  Government  had  resolved  to  put  on 
for  other  purposes.     I  want  the  House 
clearly  to  understand,   for  whatever  it 
may  be  worth,  that  that  is  not  a  correct 
statement  of  the  .course  the  Government 
have      pursued.        The      Government, 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  deliberately 
placed  an  extra    duty    upon    alcoholic 
liquors  for  this  express  purpose.     It  was 
■not  a  question  of  money  being  left  over, 
and  that  then  it  occurred  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  with  the  balance  we  might  do 
something  in    this    direction.     It    was 
fully  and  carefully  considered,  and  it  was 
deliberately  arranged  by  the  Government 
that  thiB    extra  tax  to  yield  between 
£400,000  and  £500,000,  should  be  put  on 
for  this  express  purpose.  I  cannot  under- 
stand how  any  great  objection  can   be 
raised  to    the    proposal   even    by    the 
extreme  Temperance  Party.     The  ques- 
tion of  where  the  money  for  the  pur- 
chase and  extinction  of   these  licences 
comes  from,  is,  I  think,  not  immaterial. 
It  must  be   remembered,  whether  our 
purposes  be  good  or  bad,   our  details 
right  or  wrong,  this  money   is    raised 
from  drink  for  the  purpose  of  diminish- 
ing the  sale  of  drink.     [Laughter.]     I 
do  not  see  why  hon.  Gentlemen  should  see 
grounds  for  laughter  in  that  statement. 
It   is  a  matter  which    can    hardly   be 
denied.     I  think  that  all  will  acknow- 
ledge that,  for'  the  purposes  of  our  Bill, 
money  raised  from  that  source  is  legiti- 
mately raised.     Before  dealing  with  our 
proposals  as  to  the  purchase  and  extinc- 
tion of  licences,  may  I  point  out  that 
this    is    not    the    only    step    we  have 
taken  to  meet  the  wishes  and  desires  of 
the    Temperance    Party.       I    do     not 
see  much  about  it  in  the  literature  of 
the  extreme  section  of  the  Temperance 
Party,  but  one  very  important  feature  in 
our  proposals  is  the  suspension  of   the 
issue  of  new  licences.    That  is  a  matter 
which  temperance  reformers  have  been 
Constantly  urging  upon  all  Governments, 
and  at  any  rate,  so  far  as  that  provision 
is  concerned,  I  am  sure   it  commends 
itself  to  the  hen.  Member  for  Barrow 
and  to  all  temperance  reformers,  however 
extreme  or  advanced  they  may  be,  and 
Mr.  BitcJrie 


that  they  regard  it  as  a  matter  of  the 
very  greatest  importance.    At  any  rate, 
it  is  a  provision  which   gives  satisfac- 
tion to  the  Temperance  Party.    There  are 
certain  exceptional  circumstances  under 
which  we  provide  that  new  licences  may 
be  granted.     Several  criticisms  have  been 
addressed  to  us  with  reference  to  our 
proposals  for  exceptions.     I  say  there, 
again,   we   shall  be  quite  prepared   in 
Committee    to  consider  any  objections 
which  may  be  legitimately  raised  with 
reference  to  the  exceptional  provisions 
which  we  insert.     There  is  one  impor- 
tant feature    in    connection   with    this 
matter  which,  I  think,  will  commend 
itself    very  strongly  to  a    number   of 
temperance  reformers  in  the  House — that 
is,  the  valuable   recognition   which  we 
give    to    the    opinion    of    the    County 
Council  as  to  whether,  even  in  a  new 
neighbourhood,  or  a  developing  neigh- 
bourhood, a  licence  should  be  granted,  pro- 
viding, as  we  do,  that  on  any  application 
for  a  new  licenoe  under  circumstances 
such  as  I  have  described,  it  can  only  be 
granted  by  the  Justices  if  approved  by 
the  County  Council.      There   are  also 
some  safeguards  which  we  insert  in  the 
Bill.     For  instance,  we  provide  that  no 
additional  value  shall  be  given  to  any 
existing  licence  in  consequence  of  any  of 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill.    We  also  take 
care  that  new  licences  stand  on  a  very 
different     footing     from    old     licences. 
Certain  suggestions  have  been  made  to 
us,  notably  by  the  Church  of  England 
Temperance  Society,  which,  perhaps,  has 
done  as  much  good  in  the  cause  of  tem- 
perance as  any  other  society,  and  which 
has  the  cause  of   temperance  at  heart 
fully  as  much  as  any  other  Temperance 
Association.      One    of     that     society's 
suggestions  was    that    no    privilege  of 
removal    should  be    accorded    to   new 
licences,  and  that  we  are   prepared  to 
provide  for.     They  are  also  anxious  that, 
in  the  dealing  with  the  granting  of  new 
licences,  what  are  understood  by  grocers' 
licences — off    licences — shall     be    dealt 
with,andthattheyshouldbebroughtunder 

the  clause  which  prevents  new  licences 
being  issued.  There,  again,  the  Govern- 
ment are  prepared  to  consider  the 
suggestion  that  has  been  made.  By 
Sub-section  4  of  Clause  8  we  provide  that 
new  licences  shall  be  refusable  by  the 
Justices  at  their  unqualified  discretion.  It 
has  been  pointed  out  that  this-  might 
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eeem  to  imply  that  we  desired  to  say 
that  they  had  not  unqualified  discretion 
now.  We  have  not,  and  we  never  had, 
any  desire  to  interfere  with  the  existing 
righto  of  Justices,  whatever  they  are; 
and  we  shall  be  perfectly  prepared  in 
Committee  to  move  worjls  to  make  that 
plain.  So  much  for  that  part  of  our  pro- 
posal, which  I  believe  to  be  acceptable  to 
all  sections  of  temperance  reformers — 
[Mr.  Conybeare  :  "No!"] — except  one.  I 
now  propose  to  lay  before  the  House  the 
provisions  we  desire  to  make  with  regard 
to  existing  licences.  It  is  admitted  on 
all  hands  that  they  are  much  too 
numerous,  and  social  reformers  will 
agree  that  they  ought  to  be  reduced  in 
number.  How  is  a  reduction  to  be 
effected  ?  The  hon.  Members  for  Barrow 
and  Cockermouth  would  say  by  popular 
veto ;  but  they  have  not  yet  succeeded 
in  converting  the  country  to  their 
opinion.  The  popular  veto  embraces  the 
possibility  of  sweeping  away  entirely  all 
the  public  houses  in  any  particular 
locality  without  the  slightest  regard  to 
any  interests  which  may  be  possessed  by 
the  holders  of  licences,  and  the  effect  of 
that  would  be  to  reduce  a  large  number 
of  persons  to  beggary  and  destitution.  If 
we  are  to  wait  for  a  reduction  of 
licences  until  that  reform  takes  place  we 
should  possibly  have  to  wait  even  now 
for  a  very  long  time.  It  is  said  that 
magistrates  may  refuse  to  renew.  That 
process,  I  contend,  is  also  a  slow  one. 
Even  assuming  that  they  have  an 
absolutely,  uncontrolled  power  of  re- 
fusing renewal,  nevertheless  magistrates, 
in  exercising  'their  discretion,  do  regard 
the  position  of  a  publican,  and  the  claim 
he  has  after  a  long  course  of  renewals  to 
a  belief  that  his  renewal  will  again  take 
place.  But  we  desire  to  quicken  the 
process.  We  do  not  desire  to  wait  till 
the  great  reforms  to  which  I  have 
referred  are  carried  out,  and  so  we  give 
to  the  representatives  of  the  ratepayers 
the  power  to  diminish  the  number  of 
licences,  and  we  give  them  the  means 
out  of  which  they  can  fulfil  that  object. 
I  would  point  out,  first  of  all,  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  imagine  that  by  the 
action  of  the  County  Councils  they 
would  do  something  extremely  detri- 
mental to  the  principles  which  are 
advocated  by  the  extreme  section  of  the 
Temperance  Party — those  hon.  Gentle- 
men ssem  to  have  very  little  faith  in 


popular  representation.  In  giving  this 
money  to  the  County  Councils  we  impose 
upon  them  no  obligation  to  diminish 
licences  if  they  do  not  think  it  desirable 
to  do  so  or  if  they  are  unable  to  make 
terms  which  they  consider  favourable; 
Secondly,  no  one  is  to  bo  taxed  against 
his  will  for  this  particular  purpose.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  argue  whether  this 
money  comes  from  the  makers,  the 
sellers,  or  the  consumers  of  drink ;  I  am 
content  with  this  fact,  which  no  one  can 
.gainsay,  that  it  comes  out  of  the  drink 
somewhere  or  other,  and  I  imagine 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  will  not  be 
prepared  to  say  that  it  is  not 
a  legitimate  source  from  which  taxa- 
tion should  come  to  this  purpose.  It 
is  said  that  we  are  instituting  a  great 
scheme  of  compensation.  I  utterly  and 
absolutely  deny  anything  of  the  kind. 
As  I  said  the  other  day,  compensation  is 
a  word  which  might  possibly  be  applied 
to  any  bargain  which  is  made  between 
two  persons.  A  man  buys  a  hat  and  he 
leaves  with  the  hatter  in  compensation 
whatever  may  be  the  price  of  it.  Well, 
that  is  exactly  what  we  are  proposing  to 
do— nothing  more  and  nothing  less ;  and 
although  in  a  sense  it  is  compensation, 
because  value  is  received,  I  deny  that  it 
is  compensation  in  the  ordinary  sense  of 
the  term.  I  assert  that  the  word  "  com- 
pensation "  is  ordinarily  applied  to  trans- 
actions in  which  at  least  one  of  the 
persons  concerned  is  not  a  free  agent. 
In  purchasing  under  this  Bill  it  is 
undoubtedly  recognised  that  licences 
have  a  market  value.  They  are  recog- 
nised for  all  commercial  purposes  as 
having  a  goodwill  attached  to  them.  The 
fact  that  they  are  marketable  commodi- 
ties is  recognised  by  the  business  com- 
munity, by  the  State,  and  by  the  Local 
Authorities.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  the  other  day  showed  com- 
pletely that  for  Probate,  Legacy,  and 
Succession  Duty  the  goodwill  of  a  public 
house  is  taxed  on  its  capital  value.  It 
is  the  practice  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
to  estimate  at  so  many  years  the  value  of 
the  profits  made  in  a  public  house, 
although  the  licence  is  annually  renew- 
able. 

Sir  W.  H ARCOURT  (Derby) :  How 
many  years  ? 

•Mr.  RITCHIE  :  Three  years,  I  think. 
I  am  not,  however,  certain  about  that,  and 
I  would  rather  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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did  not  take  it  from  me.  It  is  sufficient 
for  me  to  know  that  the  value  of  the 
licence  is  taken  for  more  than  one  year. 
If  the  Inland  Revenue  are  not  satisfied 
with  the  value  which  is  placed  upon  the 
interest  in  a  public  house  they  can,  and 
frequently  do,  require  an  outside  valuer, 
such  as  the  publican  himself  would  have 
engaged,  to  value  the  interest  in  the 
house  and  to  supply  them  with  proofs  as 
to  its  value,  and  upon  that  value  the  tax 
is  raised.  Again,  the  Local  Authorities 
have  always  recognised  the  value  of  a 
goodwill,  both  in  public  houses  and  all 
other  houses  which  they  take  for  public 
improvements.  The  London  County 
Council  have  bought  up  and  cancelled 
valuable  licences  out  of  the  rates,  and 
that  is  the  very  thing  which  we  are 
blamed  for  giving  to  Local  Authorities 
throughout  the  country  the  power  of 
doing,  only  there  is  this  advantage 
in  our  proposal,  that,  instead  of 
having  recourse  to  the  rates,  we 
provide  funds  for  them,  coming  not  out 
of  the  rates  but  out  of  the  drink  itself. 
It  has  been  stated,  as  an  objection  to  our 
proposals,  that  we  are  committing  Parlia- 
ment to  certain  bases  of  compensation. 
That  I  utterly  deny.  I  maintain  that 
we  are  not  doing  half  as  much  by  this 
Bill  to  set  up  bises  of  compensation  as 
has  been  done  for  years  past,  both  by 
the  State  and  by  the  Local  Authorities. 
I  would  make  an  appeal  to  the  extreme 
Temperance  Party,  as  represented  by  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Barrow.  Do  they  think 
they  will  ever,  in  a  reasonable  time — 
in  their  lives — be  able  to  deal  with  this 
question  without  recognising  existing 
facts,  such  as  those  I  have  enumerated  ? 
I  assert  that  it  will  not  be  possible  to 
deal  with  this  question  properly,  when  it 
has  to  be  dealt  with  comprehensively, 
without  recognising  existing  facts,  and 
that  you  cannot  reduce  to  ruin  and 
beggary  persons  who  have  been  carrying 
on  a  legitimate  business  with  no  fault. 
Whatever  may  be  the  legal  position  of 
licence  holders,  the  business  has  been 
carried  on  under  the  sanction  of  the  law, 
and  with  an  assurance  fully  warranted 
by  practice  of  the  renewal  of  the  licence. 
I  do  not  believe  that  public  opinion  will 
tolerate  any  such  action  as  that  contem- 
plated by  the  hon.  Member  and  the  ex- 
treme Temperance  Party.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  believe  that  public  opinion  would 
revolt  against  the  iniquity  of  depriving 
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men,  women,  and  children,  of  their  liveli- 
hood by  such  a  process  as  that  which  is 
favoured  by  the  hon.   Gentleman,  and 
those  who  think  with  him ;  and,  further, 
if  you  transfer  this  licensing  to  Local 
Authorities  to-morrow,  unless  you  were 
to  provide  some  means,  upon  some  basis 
or  other,  by  which  the  interests  in  these 
premises  should    be   recognised,   I    do 
not     believe     you     would     ever    get 
any     Local     Authority     to     put     the 
law   into  operation.      I  believe  public 
opinion  would  be  too  strong  against  it. 
In  the  first  place,  there  was  the  question 
of  Army  purchase,  and  that  of  the  over- 
regulation  prices,  which  were  certainly 
not  legal.     But  in  that  case   Parliament 
recognised    existing    facts,    and    spent 
several  millions  of  money.     I  assert  that 
in  regard  to  those  over-regulation  prices 
there  had  been  an  illegal  traffic,  which 
had  grown  up  contrary  to  the  will  of 
Parliament  and  against   the  law ;  yet, 
when  Parliament  saw  that  it  was  neces- 
sary for  the  public  good  to  deal  with  the 
matter,    money    was    provided    out   of 
which  the  status  of  those  who  had  paid 
for  commissions  was  recognised,  and  pay- 
ment    in     compensation     was     made. 
Another  illustration  is  that  which  was 
afforded  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers) 
in   1883,  when  he  proposed  to  diminish 
the  work  performed  by  local  collectors  of 
taxes.     Those  appointments  were    only 
held  from  year  to  year,  and  there  was 
no  claim  to  renewal ;  but  there   was  a 
reasonable  expectation  of  re-appointment, 
and  my  right  hon.  Friend  proposed  in 
his   Bill  to  compensate  the    collectors, 
and,  as  far  as  I  recollect,  there  was  not 
a  single  voice   raised  against  it  at  the 
time.     So  also  with  regard  to  our  public 
men.     From  one  time  to  another  they 
have   given  strong  expression  to-  their 
views  that  this  matter  cannot  be  dealt 
with    without  recognising    the    proper 
claims   to    compensation    put    forward. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone) — and  I 
should  be  surprised  if  he  held  any  other 
sentiments — has  expressed  similar  opin- 
ions.    At  Dalkeith,  in  1879,  he  said — 

"  But  I  must  also  add  that,  I  think,  if  it  be 
necessary,  if  Parliament  should  think  it  wise, 
to  introduce  any  radical  change  in  the  working 
of  the  liquor  law  in  such  a  way  as  to  break 
down  the  fair  expectations  of  persons  who  have 
grown  up,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  it  is 
not  their  fault — it    is  our  fault— under  the 
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—in  fact,  I  gathered  from  what  he  said  that 
this  is  so— oot  think  it  absolutely  wrong  for 
Parliament  to  provide  some  mode  by  which  men 
who  are  now  engaged  in  a  lawful  business 
should  not  be  deprived  of  that  busiuess  without 
some  sort  of  compensation. " 

Then,  Sir,  there  is  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gockermouth  (Sir  W.  Lawson)  himself. 
I  may  bring  him  forward  as  a  witness 
against  his  own  proposals,  although  the 
House  will  not  expect  that  he  said  any- 
thing very  warm  and  sympathetic  on  the 
subject  of  compensation.  The  hon. 
Baronet  said : — 


shadow  of  those  laws,  their  fair  claim  to  com- 
pensation ought,  if  they  can  make  good  their 
oasev  to  be  considered,  as  all  such  claims  have 
been  considered,  by  the  wisdom  and  liberality 
of  the  British  Parliament." 

Again,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  on 
the  5th  of  March,  1880,  speaking  on  the 
Local  Option  Resolution  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Gockermouth 
(Sir  W.  Lawson)  : — 

"We  ought  .not  to  allow  our  prejudices  with 
regard  to  this  particular  trade,  or  our  sense  of 
the  enormous  mischiefs  associated  with  its  work- 
ing, to  cause  us  to  deviate  by  one  hair's  breadth 
from  the  principle  on  which  Parliament  has 
always  acted  in  analogous  circumstances— 
namely,  that  where  a  vested  interest  has  been 
allowed  to  grow  up,  the  question  of  compensa- 
tion should  be  considered  when  such  vested 
interests  were  proposed  to  be  interfered  with 
by  Act  of  Parliament.  What  I  am  prepared  to 
say  is  neither  more  nor  less  than  this— that  the 
licensed  victualler  has  the  same  right  to  fair 
consideration  that  is  enjoyed  by  persons  follow- 
ing every  other  trade  or  calling  which  is  inter- 
fered with  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  to  whom 
compensation  is  awarded  owing  to  such  inter- 
ference. We  must  not  allow— I  need  not  say 
that  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  will 
not  allow — any  political  feeling  or  prejudice  to 
interfere  with  the  rectitude  of  our  judgment, 
or  to  prevent  us  from  giving  the  same  measure 
of  justice  or  indulgence  to  licensed  victuallers 
that  we  should  give  to  any  other  class  in  the 
community.  If  that  be  so,  I  am  inclined  to 
think  that  this  Resolution,  which  is  to  be  re- 
garded as  a  sort  of  charter,  laying  down  the 
lines  of  our  future  conduct,  ought  to  contain  at 
-least  an  allusion  to  the  question  of  compensa- 
tion. When  Parliament  enacted  negro  emanci- 
pation it  was  preceded  by  a  preliminary  Resolu- 
tion, in  which  the  principle  of  compensation 
was  recognised.  My  hon.  Friend  says  we  must 
wait  till  a  claim  for  compensation  is  made. 
Parliament  does  not  act  on  that  principle. 
Where  the  facts  presented  the  possibility  of 
such  a  claim,  the  recognition  of  the  possibility 
has,  I  think,  taken  place  in  the  original  pro- 
ceedings of  Parliament.*' 

These  are  the  statements  made  at 
different  times  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and  I 
should  be  very  much  surprised  if  he  is 
now  prepared  to  depart  from  the  principle 
he  has  laid  down.  I  do  not  wish  to 
weary  the  House,  but  1  should  like  to 
quote  a  few  words  spoken  by  the  late  Mr. 
Bright  in  the  Debate  on  the  Local  Option 
Resolution  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cockermouth.  On  the  14th  of 
June,  1881,  Mr.  Bright  said : — 

u  The  other  difficulty  is  the  question  which 
has  been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Daly),  the  question  of  compensation 
in  case  public  houses  were  suppressed  where 
there  had  been  no  breach  of  the  law.    I  think 

the  hon.  Baronet  would,  on  further  consideration 

* 


"Hon.  Members  tell  me  that  there  ought  to 
be  something  about  compensation  in  my  Resolu- 
tion. If  I  would  only  do  that  they  would  find 
it  in  their  hearts  to  vote  for  me.  Now,  I  do 
not  want  to  condemn  compensation ;  but  it  is 
not  the  questiou  which  is  before  the  House. 
The  question  is  whether  it  is  right  to  force 
these  houses  upon  an  unwilling  neighbourhood, 
and  if  it  cannot  be  done  without  compensation, 
let  us  have  compensation.  I  am  quite  sure 
that  if  ever  my  Resolution  is  crystallised  into 
an  Act  of  Parliament  this  House  will  never 
refuse  a  fair  demand  from  any  body  of  men." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  has  also 
given  expression  to  the  opinion  that  in 
dealing  largely  and  broadly  with  this 
question,  the  just  right  to  compensation 
on  the  part  of  people  deprived  of  their 
licences  by  an  alteration  in  the  law 
should  and  ought  to  be  considered.  I 
may  say  that  I  have  to-day  read  a 
pamphlet  which  has  been  sent  to  me  con- 
taining a  speech  made  by  Mr.  Bright 
before  a  temperance  audience  in  1883, 
in  which  he  laid  down  the  exact  lines 
upon  which  we  now  proceed  as  being,  in 
his  opinion,  the  right  lines  upon  which 
the  question  should  be  dealt  with.  I 
have  already  said  that  the  opposition  to 
our  proposals  is  formidable,  if  we  are  to 
judge  by  the  number  of  resolutions  and 
telegrams  that  have  been  received.  Hon. 
Members  will  recollect  that  one  day  last 
week  the  floor  of  the  House  was  brown 
with  the  envelopes  of  telegrams  sent  to 
hon.  Members  conveying  resolutions 
from  all  quarters  of  the  country.  I 
have  something  to  say  about  these 
resolutions.  A  large  proportion  of  them 
bear  intrinsic  evidence  of  proceeding 
from  the  same  source.  There  has  been 
a  handle  turned,  and  they  have  come 
out  all  ready  made  in  incredible 
numbers.  But  there  are  some  which 
appear  to  be  spontaneous,  and  about 
those  I  should  like  to  say  a  word.  Occa- 
sionally they  go  wrong.  One  resolution  ia 
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very  formidable,  being  couched  in  strong 
language  and  evidently  intended  to  be 
directed  against  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment.    It  says — 


"We  totally  and  entirely  and  absolutely 
dissent  from  tbe  licensing  proposals  of  Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill." 

But  my  noble  Friend's  Bill  is  evidently 
not  the  Bill  against  which  this  resolution 
was  directed,  because  there  is  no  com- 
pensation clause  in  that  Bill  at  all.  So 
that  here  this  resolution  very  clearly 
went  wrong.  [Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone: 
They  meant  his  speech.]  They  may  have 
meant  his  speech,  but  they  said  his  Bill. 
I  will  give  another  illustration.  Here  is 
a  resolution — 

"  That  tbe  proposal  in  the  Budget  to  give 
£850,000  to  tbe  County  Councils  as  a  fund 
from  which  to  compensate  publicans  whose 
licence  '  for  one  year  and  no  longer '  may  not 
again  be  granted  is  a  dangerous  innovation." 

That  shows  clearly  that  the  individuals 
who  were  considering  this  resolution 
thought  that  by  our  proposals  we  were 
providing  a  fund  for  the  compensation 
of  those  licences  which  were  not  renewed 
by  the  Magistrates.  Nothing  can  be  more 
contrary  to  our  intention — nothing  can 
be  more  ludicrous.  I  have  one  or  two 
more  cases.     Here  is  one  from  Wales — 

"  That  this  meeting  protests  most  emphati- 
cally against  the  renewed  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  compensate  publicans  whose 
licences  may  nob  be  renewed.1' 

There,  again,  the  evident  idea  in  the 
minds  of  these  people  is  that  we  are  en- 
deavouring to  compensate  men  who  are 
deprived  of  their  licences  by  the  Magis- 
trates. Another  resolution  is  from  the 
Portsmouth  Band  of  Hope  and  Abstainers' 
Union,  and  it  says — 

"  The  Portsmouth  Band  of  Hope  and  Ab 
stainers'  Union  —  consisting  of  36  societies, 
with  a  membership  of  over  7,000 — protests 
most  strongly  against  the  giving  of  compensa- 
tion to  publicans  in  case  of  non-renewal  of 
lioence." 

Here  is  a  resolution  the  idea  of  which 
cannot  be  mistaken.  The  idea  is  that 
our  proposal  for  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion is  that  we  are.  compensating  the 
publican  in  case  of  the  non-renewal  of 
his  licence.  I  am  glad,  however,  to 
think  that  there  are  some  temperance 
reformers  who  take  a  different  view  of 
our  proposals.  Here  is  a  letter  from 
a  member  of  the  Southwark  Band  of  Hope 
Union.  It  says — 
Mr.  Ritchie 


"Though an  ardent  supporter  of  total  ab- 
stinence, I  deeply  regret  the  position  which 
the  temperance  party  are  taking  up  in  con- 
nection with  the  Government  Bill.  Whilst  I 
certainly  object  very  much  to  any  indis- 
criminate form  of  compensation,  I  think  the* 
advantages  to  be  gained  from  the  Bill  to  be 
introduced  on  Monday  are  far  more  than  com- 
mensurate with  its  defects,  and  I  shall  be 
very  grieved  indeed  if  the  Government  give 
way  by  allowing  the  whole  Bill  to  drop.  Most 
moderate  men  would,  1  thick,  be  better 
pleased  if  they  could  see  their  way  clear  to- 
adopting  the  Church  of  England  Temperance 
Society's  plan — namely,  ten  year*'  limit." 

[Cries  ©/"Name."']  It  is  not  a  letter 
addressed  to  me,  so  I  am  afraid  1  cannot 
give  the  name.  Here  is  a  cutting  which 
has  been  sent  to  me  from  a  newspaper 
in  Hull.     It  concludes  by  saying — 

"  I  cannot  but  think,  Sir,  that  the  unseemly 
attitude  of  the  would-be  leaders  of  the  temper* 
ance  party  give  the  lie  direct  to  all  the  sentiment 
that    has    emanated     from    the    temperance 
platforms  for  the  last  halt- century.    Opponents 
of  the  scheme  would  cajole  us  into  believing 
that  it  is  to  the  compensation  clauses  only  that 
they  object ;  but  how  they  can  expect  any  man. 
of  common  sense  to  swallow  such  utter  rubbish 
passes  my  comprehension    altogether,   seeing 
that  the  compensation  is  purely  permissive,  and 
that  the  scheme  if  carried  in  its  entirety  would 
practically  give  to  the  people  that  very  local 
option     which     temperance    reformers   have 
worked  and  atiiven  and  prayed  for  for  years,  and 
amongst  those  who  have  looked  to  this  as  an 
earnest    of    victory    for  our    cause    may    be 
numbered  many  of  those  who  to-day  so  madly 
denounce  it,    for  the    miserable    dog-in  the- 
manger  reason  that  it  comes  from  the  wrong 
side  of  the  HouBe." 

Wries  of  "Name."]  It  is  signed  «'A 
Good  Templar."  I  have  one  more 
extract  to  give.  It  is  taken  from  the 
speech  of  a  gentleman  once  well  known 
iu  this  House,  chairman  of  the  Essex 
County  Council,  and  who  has  been  for 
many  years  intimately  associated  with  all 
temperance  movements  in  the  country — 
I  refer  to  Mr.  Andrew  Johnston.  [u  A 
Liberal  Unionist."]  That  does  not  detract 
from  the  importance  of  the  statement — 

"  They  had  the  most  temperance  Budget  that- 
had  ever  been  brought  in.  It  suggested  a 
system  for  reducing  the  number  of  public 
houses  in  London  in  a  way  that  all  could  agree 
with,  but  the  full-blown  Radical  could  not 
agree  with  shutting  up  public  houses  unless  at 
tbe  same  time  he  ruined  the  publicans.  He 
wanted  practical  reforms,  for  he  was  quite  as 
ardent  a  reformer  as  ever ;  but  he  did  not  wish 
to  bring  them  about  in  the  same  harassing  way 
as  the  Radicals." 

I  have  one  more  illustration  to  give  of 
the  support  which  we  are  likely  to 
receive  from  the  Temperance  Party  in 


» 
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connection   with    this   question.     It    is 
from  the  Church  of  England  Temperance 
Society.     Let   us    contrast    what    their 
conduct  has  been  in  this  matter  with  the 
conduct  of  some  other   societies,  which 
shall  be  nameless.     This  society  waited 
upon  me  as  a  deputation  to  discuss  the 
proposals  of  thi  Bill.     They  recognised 
that,    whatever  might    be   said  to  the 
contrary  by  the  opponents  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  of  the  Bill,  it  was  an   honest 
and  well-intended  attempt  to  deal  with 
this  great  question  of  intemperance,  and 
they   put  before  me  certain  suggestions 
which  they  said  required  to  be  considered 
in  connection  with  this  matter  by  the 
Government.     They  desired  to  represent 
to  the    Government  that    the  existing 
powers  of  Magistrates,  while  not   in  any 
way   set  aside   by  the   Bill,   should  be 
recognised  as  existing  in  express  terms  in 
the  wording  of  the  Bill.     To  that  I  saw 
not  the  smallest  objection.     We  have  not 
the  least  intention   of  interfering  with 
any  powers  now  possessed  by  Licensing 
Magistrates,   and    we    shall   be  glad  to 
introduce     words     in    order     to    make 
this  plain.     Then   the  deputation  dealt 
with  grocers'  licences,  and   urged  that 
no  privileges  of  removal  should  attach  to 
conditional  licences.      I    am    also,  pre- 
pared to  deal  with  those  licences.     They 
also  set  out  that  the  bases  of  the  arrange- 
ment  under  which    agreement  for  the 
purchase  and  sale  should  be  made  under 
the    Bill    should  not  be  considered   as 
necessary  to  be  adopted  by  Parliament 
when  it  came   to  deal  with  the   whole 
question ;    and  to  that   also    I    see  no 
objection.       [Sir   W.    Harcourt:   Why 
not?]      Subject  to  these    reservations, 
the  Government  have  been  able  to  obtain 
the  support  of  this    great  Temperance 
Society.     It  has  not  been  content  simply 
with  giving  the  Government  a  negative 
support  in  this  matter.       It  recognises 
the  attempt  we  are  making,  and  it  has 
gone  the  length  of  advising  its  friends 
to  support  the  Government  in  the  pro- 
posals they  have  made.       I  have  felt  it 
to  be  of   supreme  importance  that  we 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  putting 
before    the     House   and    the    country 
the  details   of  our  proposals,  because  I 
believe  the  more  widely  the  proposals  we 
are  making  are  known  the  more  we  are 
likely  to  obtain  support  from  all  classes 
of  the  community.       I  confess  that  we 
are  disappointed  at  the  way  in  which  we 


have  been  met  by  some  Temperance 
Associations  in  this  matter,  and  by  some 
of  those  who  advocate  the  cause  of  tem- 
perance in  this  House.  But  I  earnestly 
hope  that  a  fuller  consideration  of  our 
proposals  may  enable  them  somewhat  to 
alter  their  position  towards  us.  How- 
ever that  may  be,  I  ask  the  House  and 
the  country  to  believe  that  our  sole 
object  has  been  to  help  temperance 
reformers  and  to  promote  the  cause  of 
temperance ;  and  we  appeal  to  the 
House  to  give  us  their  assistance  in  the 
carrying  out  of  an  object  which  I  believe 
we  all  have  at  heart.  I  move  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr.  Ritchie.') 

*(5.22.).  Mr.  CAINE:  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  neither  the  appeal  with 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded,  nor  the  able  and  clear 
speech  he  has  delivered,  nor  the 
arguments  he  has  adduced  in  the  course 
of  that  speech,  have  any  effect  whatever 
in  inducing  me  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment which  I  am  about  to  move — 

"  That  this  House  declines  to  assent  to  a  BUI 
which  provides  by  payment  out  of  public 
moneys  for  the  extinction  of  annual  licences  in 
the  manner  provided  in  the  said  Bill." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
the  proposals  which  the  Bill  contains  are 
equitable  and  desirable,  and  that  the 
opposition  brought  forward  is  owing  to  a 
misunderstanding  of  their  nature.  I 
can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Bill  itself  is  exceedingly  easy  to 
understand.  The  difficulties  which  I 
and  my  Friends  experience  have  not  been 
in  understanding  the  clauses  of  the  Bill, 
but  in  understanding  the  various  expla- 
nations which  Ministers  have  given  with 
regard  to  them.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man also  spoke  of  the  Bill  as  being 
brought  forward  from  a  desire  to  help 
those  who  are  battling  with  intempe- 
rance. Well,  Sir,  those  of  us  who  oppose 
the  Bill  have  been  for  years  past  battling 
with  intemperance,  and  we  can  see 
nothing  in  this  measure,  taken  as  a 
whole,  which  is  at  all  likely  to  promote 
the  cause  we  have  at  heart.  On  the 
contrary,  we  believe  that  it  will  seriously 
injure  it ;  and,  therefore,  we  feel  com- 
pelled from  the  initial  steps  of  these 
proposals  to  oppose  them  to  the  utmost 
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of  our  power  in  every  legitimate  way.  I 
beg  to  assure  my  right  hon.  Friend  that 
I  do  not  in  the  least  doubt  his  good 
intentions,  especially  towards  the  liquor 
trade  ;  but  it  is  the  method  by  which  he 
proposes  to  carry  out  those  good  inten- 
tions that  we  object  to.  It  would  appear 
as  though  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Front  Bench  opposite  cannot  do  any- 
thing for  the  Temperance  Party  without 
doing  something  at  the  same  time  for 
the  liquor  trade.  Whilst  offering  6d.  to 
meet  the  demand  of  the  Temperance 
Party  they  give  a  good  round  sovereign 
to  those  engaged  in  the  trade.  I  will 
not  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  into 
all  the  ridicule  he  has  endeavoured  to 
cast  upon  the  expressions  of  public 
opinion  which  have  been  elicited  by  this 
Bill.  It  is  perfectly  natural,  if  hon. 
Members  who  are  opposed  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  measure,  and  have  put  down 
notices  of  opposition  are  supposed  by  its 
authors  to  misunderstand  the  principles 
of  the  Bill — it  is  perfectly  natural  that 
humble  individuals  up  and  down  the 
country  who  are  not  here  to  follow  the 
intricacies  of  legislation  should  also  be 
under  some  misunderstanding.  But  I 
will  endeavour  to  show  that  some  of  the 
"  misunderstandings  "  on  which  he  has 
poured  ridicule  are  very  natural  and 
legitimate  conclusions  to  draw,  and  that 
the  country  is  justified  in  supposing 
that  the  proposals  of  the  Bill  are  only  a 
re-introduction  of  the  proposals  of  1888. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  a 
very  old  friend  of  mine — Mr.  Andrew 
Johnston — as  being  in  favour  of  this 
Bill,  but  this  gentleman .  is  certainly 
strongly  opposed  to  any  money  com- 
pensation being  given  out  of  the  rates  or 
taxes  to  publicans  who  may  have  lost 
their  licences.  Mr.  Johnston  took  the 
chair  for  me,  in  1888,  at  a  meeting 
in  Essex,  called  for  the  purpose  of 
denouncing  the  proposals  brought  for- 
ward by  the  Government  at  that  time. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  claims  that 
he  has  secured  the  support  of  the  Church 
of  England  Temperance  Society.  But  I 
would  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  has  only  secured,  if 
at  all,  the  assent  and  support  of  one  of 
the  committees  of  that  organisation. 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  from  the 
intimate  knowledge  I  have  of  that  associa- 
tion, being  myself  a  vice-president  and 
on  its  Parliamentary  Committee,  that  its 
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main  body  would  probably  repudiate  any 
such  compromise  as  has  been  arrived  at 
by  the  committee.  Let  us  know  the 
exact  truth  of  the  cas3.  Canon  Ellison, 
chairman  of  the  Church  of  England 
Temperance  Society,  has  issued  to  the 
Members  of  this  House  a  document  in 
which  he  expresses  the  hope  that  sup- 
port will  be  given  on  the  conditions  con- 
tained in  an  enclosed  communication 
which  appeared  in  the  Times.  What 
are  those  proposals  ?  This  is  one  them — 
that  in  any  such  Bill  as  the  present  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society 
will  maintain  that  the  licence-holder  is 
the  only  person  whom  the  law  recognizes 
that  he  has  no  legal  but  only  an  equitable 
claim  to  compensation ;  if  there  are 
other  interests  behind,  as  are  claimed,  it 
must  be  a  matter  of  agreement  between 
themselves ;  that  compensation  shall  be 
on  the  limited  basis  put  forward  by  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society, 
and  shall  be  restricted  to  the  period  of 
10  years  from  the  passing  of  the  Act. 
We  have  heard  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  a  detailed  account  of  the 
concessions  which  the  Government  are 
prepared  to  make  to  the  Church  of 
England  Temperance  Society.  Will  any 
purchase  made  under  the  Bill  be  on  the 
lines  thus  laid  down  ? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  read  further  on  he  will  see  the 
suggestions  which  have  been  made  by 
the  Government  for  the  alteration  of  the 
Bill. 

*Mr.  CAINE :  The  suggestions  are 
there,  but  I  take  my  stand  on  the  Bill 
itself.  It  is  a  suggestion  contained  in  a 
letter  to  the  Times  which  I  am  quoting, 
and  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  is  going  to  insert  in  this  Bill 
a  clause  directing  that  when  the  County 
Council  and  the  publican  agree  with 
regard  to  the  price,  that  price  shall  not 
be  higher  than  the  equivalent  of  10 
years  after  the  passing  of  the  Act?  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  puts  that  in 
he  will  largely  modify  his  proposal,  for 
10  years  hence  the  whole  objectionable 
features  of  the  Bill  will  have  passed  away 
The  fact  of  the  matter  is — that  if. 
Members  opposite  who  are  members  of 
the  Church  of  England  Temperance 
Society  are  going  to  take  any  notice  of 
this  whip,  I  claim  their  votes  for  my 
Amendment  without  hesitation,  unless, 
of  course,  they  get  a  concession  of  the 
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conditions  contained  in  the  communi- 
cations I  have  already  referred  to. 
I  cannot  understand  how  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance 
Society  could  have  accepted  such 
paltry  concessions  as  those  made  by 
the  Ministers  in  cliarge  of  this  Bill.  I 
may  point  out,  however,  that  this  is  the 
action  of  one  of  the  committees  only  of 
a  society  which  has  ramifications  all 
over  the  country.  The  Liverpool 
Diocesan  Church  of  England  Temperance 
Society,  for  which  I  claim  as  much 
respect  as  any  other  Temparance  Society, 
passed  at  its  annual  meeting,  last  Thurs- 
day, resolutions  which,  while  approving 
the  proposals  further  to  tax  spirits,  to 
continue  the  increased  duty  on  beer,  to 
reduce  the  duty  on  tea,  and  to  prohibit 
the  issue  of  additional  licences,  strongly 
disapproves  of  the  proposal  to  authorise 
County  Councils  to  purchase  liquor 
licences,  on  the  ground  that  they  are 
only  held  from  year  to  year,  and  are  not 
proper  subjects  for  compensation.  The 
resolutions  go  on  to  invite  all  Members 
of  Parliament  representing  Divisions  in 
the  diocese  to  use  every  effort  to  secure 
the  rejection  of  this  part  of  the  Bill.  '  I 
have  still  further  evidence  on  this  point. 
On  the  9th  May  a  meeting  of  the  Liver- 
pool Temperance  Federation,  conspicuous 
in  which  is  the  Church  of  England  Tem- 
perance Society,  was  held.  A  resolution  was 
unanimously  adopted  by  that  federation  in 
favour  of  the  Government  Bill  so  far  as 
it  restricts  the  issue  of  future  licences, 
but  strongly  disapproving  the  proposal 
to  pay  compensation  for  liquor  licences. 
The  total  abstinence  branch  of  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society, 
which  contains  two-thirds  of  the  members, 
and  all  the  energy  of  the  Church  of 
England  Temperance  organisation,  also 
at  its  annual  meeting  on  the  13th  passed 
a  resolution  which  strongly  opposed  the 
Bill  and  urged  their  members  to  vote 
against  it.  At  the  meeting  last  referred 
to  the  Chairman  made  a  speech  in 
which  he  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  on  the  preceding  night  I  had 
asserted  in  the  House  of  Commons  that 
the  Temperance  Party  would  go  solid 
against  any  proposal  for  giving  compen- 
sation to  publicans.  At  that  statement 
there  was  long  continued  cheering,  the 
audience  rising  like  one  man,  and  this 
completely  discomfited  the  chairman, 
who  had  himself  previously  spoken  in 


favour  of  some  sort  of  compensation,  and 
had  suggested  that  the  British  nation 
would  not  desire  to  ruin  the  publicans. 
I  can  assure  the  committee  of  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society 
that  they  have  not  heard  the  last  of  the 
whip  which  they  have  sent  out.  Now 
I  come  to  the  Bill  itself.  The  right 
hon.  Gentfeman  said  that  if  we  were 
successful  in  carrying  my  Amendment 
the  whole  of  the  Bill  must  go.  But 
why  should  the  whole  of  the  Bill  go? 
It  contains  four  distinct  provisions, 
namely,  (1)  Police  superannuation ;  (2) 
Conferring  a  vested  interest  on  publicans ; 
(3)  Suspending  the  issue  of  new  licences ; 
and  (4)  Free  education  for  Scotland.  The 
Educational,  Superannuation,  and  Sus- 
pensory Clauses,  to  which  I  believe  no 
opposition  will  be  raised,  are  the  sugar 
that  coats  the  compensation  pill.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  is,  undoubtedly,  con- 
tained in  the  attempt  to  create  for  the 
first  time  a  legal  vested  interest  in  a 
public  house  licence.  The  acceptance  by 
the  House  of  my  Amendment  will  only 
withdraw  from  the  Bill  three  clauses  out 
of  14 ;  three  sub-sections  out  of  the 
balance.  If  these  disappear  the  sus- 
pending of  licences  and  the  superannua- 
tion of  the  police  and  the  education 
proposal  for  Scotland  will,  I  think,  meet 
with  little  serious  opposition.  And  why 
should  we  not  carry  them  without  con- 
senting to  this  bribe  to  the  publican's 
interest.  I  am  greatly  surprised  that 
the  Government  should  again  raise  this 
thorny  question  during  the  present 
Parliament.  When  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  was  introducing 
the  Local  Government  Bill,  in  1888,  he 
said,  on  the  Compensation  Clauses — 

"  We  have  determined,  therefore,  to  make 
some  proposal  to  the  House  which  we  believe 
fair  and  equitab.e,  and  it  is  for  the  House  to 
say  whether  it  is  acceptable  to  it  or  not.  We 
shall  make  a  proposal  wbioh  we  hope  the  House 
will  accept.  If  the  House  does  not,  our  duty 
will  have  ceased." 

Well,  Sir,  the  House  and  the  country 
repudiated  the  proposal.  It  cost  the 
Government  two  seats — Southampton, 
where  their  majority  of  668  was  turned 
into  a  minority  of  885  ;  and  Ayr 
Boroughs,  where  a  Unionist  majority  of 
1,175  was  turned  into  a  minority  of  63. 
And  be  it  remembered  that  in  the  latter 
constituency  the  seat  was  recovered 
when  this  compensation  question  was 
out  of  the   way.     History  will  repeat 


723     Local  Taxation  (Customs      {COMMONS}        and  Excise)  Duties  Bill.     724 


itself  if  the  Government  persevere.  A 
warning  has  already  come  from  Bristol, 
and  the  country  will  repudiate  this 
latter  proposal  as  vigorously  as  in 
1888,  and  all  the  more  because  it  is 
sought  to  bring  it  in  by  a  back  door. 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  objects  to  the  word  "compensation" 
being  used  as  regards  this  Bill.  I  am  noi 
surprised  at  it ;  it  is  a  word  of  ill  omen 
to  him.  I  have  not  used  it  in  the  Resolu- 
tion which  I  have  to  move,  but  it  lurks 
behind,  and  neither  he  nor  1  can  keep  it 
out  of  Debate,  if  we  would.  This  Bill  is 
intended,  under  cover  of  some  small 
concessions  to  temperance  reformers,  to 
establish  a  money  value  in  licences 
granted  for  12  months' only;  so  that, 
whenever  the  question  of. a  large  ex- 
tinction of  licences  may  come  up  in  the 
future,  the  principle  of  compensation 
shall  be  found  to  be  fully  established. 
We  have  a  statue  in  St.  Stephen's  Hall 
to  John  Hampden,  and  he  earned  it  by  his 
resistance  to  ship  money.  The  sum  was 
but  small  on  each  county ;  but  there  was 
the  principle,  and  it  was  to  the  principle 
that  Hampden  objected.  In  his  speech 
last  Wednesday  to  a  deputation  from  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  said — 

"  The  word  '  compensation  *  never  appears  in 
the  Bill,  and  I  assert,  that  in  doing  what  we 
have  done,  we  do  not  lay  the  basis  of  compensa- 
tion. .  .  .  1  assert  that  we  do  not  desire 
by  our  proposals  to  lay  down  any  lines  upon 
which  compensation  is  to  proceed  when  Parlia- 
ment comes  to  deal  with  the  whole  question  of 
licensing." 

I  am  sure  my  right  hon.  Friend  is 
sincere  in  this  declaration,  and  yet  1 
differ  with  him  in  toto.  The  Bill  has  not 
been  so  understood  by  the  Temperance 
Party  in  country,  or  by  the  leaders  of  the 
Liquor  Trade ;  nor  has  it  been  so  under- 
stood by  the  Conservative  Press.  What 
does  the  Standard  say  ?  The  Standard 
speaks  of  the  Bill  as, 

"  A  measure  which  assumes  that  County 
Councils  might  think  it  right  to  purchase 
instead  of  confiscating  rights  in  licensed 
premises." 

It  proposes  to  enable 

'*  Local  bodies  that  are  desirous  of  making  a 
positive  and  immediate  reduction  to  do  so  by 
offering  fair  terms  to  the  publican." 

Surely,   "to  purchase    instead  of    con- 
fiscating  (so-called)    rights   in   licensed 
premises"  will  "lay   down   lines  upon 
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which  compensation  will  proceed*'  in 
future  legislation.  But  I  commend 
to  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  the  following  remarks  of  the 
Birmingham  Daily  Mail — an  organ 
most  devoted  to  the  interests  of  the 
Government.     They  are  as  follows : — 

"  We  scarcely  think  Mr.  Ritchie  is  smoothing 
the  passage  of  the  Government  licensing 
measure  by  quibbling  over  the  meaning  of  the 
word  'compensation/  There  is  no  reason 
why  he  should  not  at  once  admit  that  the  Bill 
which  comes  before  the  House  of  Commons  for 
Second  Reading  on  Monday  next  does  establish 
the  principle  of  compensation.  All  the  hair- 
splitting in  the  world,  and  the  strictest  in- 
sistence on  verbal  accuracy,  will  not  get  over 
that  fact.  We  take  Mr.  Ritchie's  contention 
to  be  this — that  the  payments  of  money 
authorised  by  the  Bill  are  for  the  purpose  of 
extinguishing  licences,  and  not  for  enriching 
the  outgoing  publicans.  Well,  what  is  that 
but  compensation  P  Why  cannot  Mr.  Ritchie 
frankly  say  that  with  certain  reservations  the 
principle  of  compensation  must  be  conceded. 
Why  heat  about  the  buith  and  give  the  Tem- 
perance Party  the  impression  that  the  Govern- 
ment shrink  from  the  responsibility  of  urging 
that  a  licence-holder  has  in  equity,  if  not  in 
law,  a  claim  to  compensation." 

Now,  there  is  a  refreshing  frankness 
about  the  Morning  Advertiser  and  the  St. 
James1  Gazette  that  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  would  do  well  to 
imitate.  The  trade  understands  it  as  we 
do.  What  does  the  Morning  Advertiser 
say  ?  The  Morning  Advertiser  says — 

"  The  trade  in  both  its  departments  are  pre* 
pared  to  give  an  unanimous  support  to  legisla- 
tion which,  however  defective  in  regard  of  their 
interests,  proposes  to  give  them  a  certain,  mea- 
sure of  protection.  They  have  the  assurance 
that  the  Government  have,  at  all  events,  put 
their  foot  down  against  plunder,  and  asserted 
the  principle  that  the  suppression  of  a  licence 
through  no  misconduct  on  the  part  of  its 
holder  shall  ta  effected  by  payment  for  its  ex- 
tinction. Once  this  principle  is  established  by 
Parliament  it  cannot  be  revoked  off-hand 
when  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  and  his  friends 
chance  to  find  themselves  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  or  behind  it.  They  will  have  to  respect 
the  action  of  their  predecessors,  they  will  have 
to  assume  an  honesty  if  they  have  it  not,  and  it 
is  because  the  Licensing  Bill  of  the  Government 
will— among  other  things— provide  a  safeguard 
in  the  future  that  it  invites  the  approval  and 
support  of  the  trade." 

What  does  the  St.  James*  Gazette  say — 

"  The  Government  has  successfully  asserted 
the  principle  that  the  extinction  of  a  licence 
(not  forfeited  by  misbehaviour)  shall  be  accom- 
panied by  compensation.  And  once  estab- 
lished in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  once  set  at 
work,  the  principle  cannot  well  be  thrown  over 
when  the  Radicals  come  into  power.  They 
may  kick  and  complain,  but  they  would 
scarcely  venture  to  treat  the  remaining  licences 
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We  are  not  left  in  doubt  on  that  point. 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  during  the  Debate  on  the  Bill  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Padding- 
ton  (Lord  R.  Churchill)  made  it  perfectly 
clear  that  the  compensation  to  be  laid 
down  in  any  future  measure  the  Govern- 
ment may  introduce,  with  a  view  to  a 
settlement  of  the  licensing  question,  will 
be  identical  with  that  proposed  in  1888 
in  the  Licensing  Clauses  of  the  Local 
Government  Bill  for  England.  What 
were  the  proposals  of  the  English  Local 
Government  Bill  ?  In  introducing  that 
measure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  said — 


with  less  honesty  than  those  whom  tbeir  pre- 
decessors had  bought  oiit-"  ,. 

Let  me  go  to  a*  Conservative  paper  of 

quite  a  different  character.     Tlie  Rock,  a 

Church  of  England  family  newspaper, 

flays,  in  a  leading  [  article  (April  25th,. 

1890)— 

"The  blot  in  the  plan,  the  fly  in  the  oint- 
ment, is  the  renewal  by  a  side-wind,  of  that 
old  idea  of  compensating  publican  for  the  non- 
renewal of  licences.  Their  licences  are  for  the 
first  time  to  be  treated  us  vested  interests. 
Next  Sunday  is  the  Church  of  England  Temper- 
ance Society's  Sunday  in  London.  We  trust 
that  powerful  and  prudent  Society  will  weigh 
the  insidious  drift  of  this  suggestion  about 
County  Councils  buying  up  licences.  It  is  the 
thin  end  of  the  wedge  for  much  more  extensive 
demands,  and  it  will  be  the  first  time  the 
English  law  has  admitted  that  inn-keepers  had 
vested  rights  in  their  licences." 

But  now  I  wish  to  call  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  attention  to  the  words  of  one 
of  his  own  colleagues.  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach), 
speaking  at  Bristol  on j  Primrose  Day, 
said — 

"  The  brewer  and  the  publican  may  surely 
not  feel  dissatisfied  at  the  important  recognition 
of  the  principle  of  compensation  for  licences 
taken  away  without  any  default  of  their 
holders." 

I  might  go  on  ad  nauseam  with  such  quo- 
tations. It  is  idle  for  the  Government 
to  pretend  that  the  Bill  does  not  set  up  the 
principle  of  compensation.  If  it  becomes 
law,  the  first  County  Council  that  buys  up 
a  licence  with  a  view  to  extinction  con- 
firms and  legalises  the  principle  that 
there  is  a  money  value  in  a  public  house 
licence  granted  for'  12  months,  and  no 
longer.  The  principle  contained  in  this 
Bill,  therefore,  is,  that  no  public  house 
licence  shall  be  extinguished  without 
money  compensation,  except  for  offences 
against  the  law,  and  it  is  that  principle 
the  Temperance  Party  intend  to  resist  to 
the  bitter  end.  In  his  speech  to  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society, 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  said — 

"I  am  very  glad  of  the  opportunity  of 
aaying  that  if  they  are  driven  to  argue  it,  the 
Government  will  argue  this  question  of  com- 
pensation, and  will  maintain  that  in  order  to 
deal  with  this  question  effectually,  the  question 
of  compensation  must  be  recognised." 

Well,  Sir,  the  Government  have  brought 
the  argument  on  themselves,  and  it  is 
now  necessary  that  1  should  remind 
the  House  of  what  are  the  views 
of    the   Government    on    compensation. 


"  The  question  of  the  measure  of  compensa- 
tion shall  be  referred  to  an  arbitrator  who 
shall  consider  what  is  the  difference  in  the 
value  of  the  particular  house  with  the  licence 
and  of  the  house  without  the  licence  at  the 
time  of  the  passing  of  the  Bill." 

The  Division  on  this  Amendment  will  be 
a  clear  enough  issue.  Those  who  vote 
with  me  will  declare  that  they  cannot 
consent  to  a  proposal  which  will  confer  a 
freehold  interest  in  a  licence  granted  for 
12  months  and  no  longer.  That  is 
all  I  ask  the  House  to  do.  If  we  are 
defeated  and  these  clauses  become  law, 
it  will  become  impossible  to  extinguish 
a  single  licence  without  a  money  pay- 
ment, "  equal  to  the  difference  in  the 
value  of  the  particular  house  with  the 
licence  and  of  the  house  without  the 
licence."  This  will  become  evident  the 
moment  a  possible  transaction  is  con- 
sidered. A  section  of  the  public  want  to 
get  rid  of  a  public  house.  I  will  take  a  well 
known  case  in  Liverpool  as  an  illustration. 
Five  or  six  years  ago  a  large  gin  palace 
was  built  opposite  the  gates  of  the  prin* 
cipal  dock  for  American  liners.  The 
application  for  a  licence  was  opposed  by 
all  the  steamship  owners  using  the  dock, 
and  by  all  the  stevedores  loading  the 
vessels.  It  was,  however,  granted.  The 
house  cost  £8,000,  and  in  1888  the  owner 
refused  £20,000  for  it.  If  this  Bill  be- 
comes law  immediate  pressure  will  at 
once  be  put  on  the  County  Council  to 
extinguish  this  licence  on  account  of  the 
mischief  it  is  doing  to  the  workpeople  in 
the  docks.  The  County  Council  will  try 
to  come  to  terms  with  the  owner,  who 
has  just  refused  £20,000.  The  house  is 
of  no  use  for  any  trade  but  that  of  a 
public  house,  or  that  of  a  coffee  palace. 
The  first  thing  the  owner  would  do  would 
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be  to  go  to  Peter  Walker  k  Sons,  or 
some  other  great  monopolist.  Any  of  the 
great  monopolist  brewers  would  jump  at 
the  chance  of  acquiring  such  a  house. 
Having  mode  his  bargain  with  them,  the  , 
owner  would  use  it  for  screwing  up  the 
Council.  This  licensed  house,  which  is 
exactly  of  the  kind  that  the  public  want 
to  see  closed,  could  not  be  bought  up  by 
the  County  Council  under,  at  least, 
£20,000.  Liverpool's  share  of  the  grant  \ 
of  £350,000  will  be  £7,000,  so  that  they 
could  only  extinguish  this  house  by  ex- 
ercising the  borrowing  powers  of  the  Bill 
and  taking  three  years'  instalments.  This 
transaction  once  through,  the  principle 
of  compensation  would  be  established  for 
«tll  time  in  Liverpool  as  well  as  the  rest 
■of  the  country.  The  transaction  would 
be  thundered  forth  from  the  opposite 
Benches  as  having  established  a  principle 
from  which  Parliament  could  not  depart, 
in  considering  this  Bill  we  must  use  our 
own  common  sense  and  the  knowledge  of 
our  own  districts,  as  to  what  effect  it  will 
have  if  it  became  law.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says — 

"  The  money  we  desire  to  appropriate  would 
enable  Local  Authorities  to  get  rid  of  a  con- 
siderable Dumber  of  comparatively  valueless 
public  houses  which  are  probably  doing  much 
more  harm  than  more  valuable  public  houses  ; 
especially  in  the  rural  parts  of  the  country." 

He  said  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  do  that  with- 
out raising  the  burning  question  of  com- 
pensation. He  has  found  out  his  mistake 
by  now.  He  has  raised  that  question.  The 
principle  which,  1  contend,  would  be  legally 
established  by  the  purchase  of  the  great 
Liverpool  gin  palace,  would  be  quite  as 
successfully  established  by  the  buying 
Up  of  the  little  rural  public  house.  Let 
me  take  a  case  of  which  I  have  some 
personal  experience.  I  am  a  partner  in 
a  mining  company  at  Mil  lorn.  There  was 
a  small  house  on  a  freehold  which  we  do 
not  own,  but  over  which  we  have  royal- 
ties. It  came  into  the  market,  and  we 
sent  an  agent  to  buy  it  at  any  price.  He 
bid  up  to  £390,  and  the  house  was 
bought  over  our  heads  for  £400.  When 
asked  why  he  had  not  bid  higher,  he 
said  the  value  of  the  house  was  only 
£200.  A  licence  was  removed  to  the 
house,  and  a  man  began  to  make  money 
by  demoralising  our  minora.  There 
came  a  time  when  we  had  to  take  the 
minerals  from  under  the  house,  and  we 
had  to  pay  £2,200  for  it.  If  this  Bill 
Mr.  Caine 


had  been  passed  we  should  have  tried  to 
get    the    County    Council    to    buy    it. 
Millom's  share  of  the  £350,000  will  be 
£80.     I  contend  that  this  Bill,  whether 
viewed    from    the    standpoint     of    the ' 
Government,  or  the  Opposition,  or  the 
Liquor  Trade,  or  the  Temperance  Party, 
must  inevitably  set  up  the  principle  that 
a  12  months'  licence  is  a  freehold.      I 
turn  now  from  the  consideration  of  the 
principle  to  that  of  the  methods  by  which 
the  Bill  proposes  to  carry  it  out.     The 
measure  contains  no  scheme  for  reducing 
the  number  of  public  houses  throughout 
the  country,  no  principle  to  guide  Licens- 
ing Authorities  in  awarding  compensa- 
tion.    It  leaves  the  County  Council  to 
make  its  own  bargain  with  the  publican 
whose  licence  is  to  be  extinguished.     It 
is   a  Compensation    Bill    for    publicans 
without  a  scrap  of  machinery  to  carry  it 
out.     I  wonder  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  submitted  his  scheme  to 
the  Chairmen  of  the  County  Councils  and 
got  their  opinions  upon  them.     I  shall 
be  greatly  mistaken  if,  before  the  Bill 
gets  through   Committee,   the    County 
Councils    do    not    make   it  abundantly 
clear  that  they  will  have  no  such  powers 
conferred  on  them  with  their  goodwill 
and  consent.     I  have  heard  only  to-day 
that  the  Cardiganshire  County  Council 
have   passed    a    resolution   condemning 
the     proposal     to     pay     compensation. 
I  should  like  to  read  a  letter  I  received 
this  morning,  which  I  am  sure  will  have 
great  weight  with  hon.  Members,  especi- 
ally Lancashire  Members.  It  is  from  Mr. 
John    Fell,   Chairman   of    the   Quarter 
Sessions  of  Lancaster,  and  who,  1  think, 
has  been   Chairman  of    the    Licensing 
Committee    for  some  years.     Mr.    Fell 
who,  I  may  add,  is  a  supporter  of  the 
present  Government,  writes  to  me : — 

"  I  think  you  are  thoroughly  in  the  right  in 
opposing  the  recognition  or  any  vested  interest 
in  public  houses  to  be  acquired  in  any  sense  by 
public  funds.  As  you  know,  for  many  years 
I  have,  as  a  magistrate,  held  the  view  that 
renewals  were  absolutely  discretionary,  subject, 
of  course,  to  the  preliminary  notices  required 
by  Statute  and  the  right  of  appeal.  In  my  30 
years'  experience  as  a  magistrate  no  new  licence 
has  been  granted,  except  on  the  ground  of  appar- 
ently sufficient  public  requirement  to  justify  it, 
proved  on  oath  by  witnesses,  generally  repre- 
senting localities.  If  the  reasons  which  induced 
the  magistrates  to  grant  to  any  individual  the 
exercise  of  a  privilege  and  limited  monopoly  in 
the  sale  of  drink  have  passed  away,  the  cause  for 
the  licence  has  also  passed  away.  Why  should 
anyone  be  compensated  because  in  a  pure  trade 
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venture  in  which  he  has  simply  invested 
adequate  fnnds  to  carry  out  his  enterprise,  the 
surrounding  circumstances  have  changed  P  The 
applicant  for  the  licence,  if  he  misconstrued 
the  bearing  of  the  law,  has  been  unfortunate — 
so  is  everyone  else  who  commits  the  same  mis- 
take, but  it  has  always  seemed  to  me  monstrous 
that  we,  the  general  public,  should  have 
anything  strained  to  recognite  a  vested  interest 
in  any  licensing  venture,  as  if  the  licensee 
had  been  a  public  benefactor  and  heroic.  I 
could  tell  you  of  many  a  modified  fraud  which 
has  been  practised  on  Licensing  Justices  to 
secure  a  licence ;  but  I  am  merely  writing,  as 
one  of  your  constituents,  to  say  1  thoroughly 
approve  resistance  to  the  principle  of  compen- 
sation in  any  form.  I  hope  Mr.  Goschen  will 
withdraw  his  plan.  With  the  knowledge  now 
well  realised  of  the  licence  being  only  renew- 
able  from  year  to  year  on  adequate  grounds,  I 
fear  there  will  be  an  ugly  rush  at  the  money 
provided  for  the  extinguishment  of  licences  in 
the  hands  of  County  Councils,  possibly  a  good 
deal  of  jobbery  to  secure  a  share  for  the 
indifferent  houses,  whose  fate  is  pretty  well 
sealed  at  no  distant  date  by  surrounding 
causes." 

I  quote  this  because  Mr.  Fell's  name  is 
so  well-known  in  the  North  of  England, 
and  because  I  am  sure  his  opinions  will 
have  great  weight  with  Members  from 
the  North  of  England.  Now,  I  think 
the  Government  have  no  right  to  try  to 
settle  the  compensation  question  apart 
from  the  whole  subject  of  licensing 
reform.  A  Suspensary  Act  rather  indi- 
cates an  intention  to  deal  comprehen- 
sively with  the  whole  question ;  but  if 
the  Suspensary  Clauses  are  only  in- 
tended to  buttress  the  principle  of  com- 
pensation, they  will  not  be  of  any  great 
value  to  the  Temperance  Party.  But  I 
want  to  call  attention  to  the  absurd 
situation  which,  in  my  judgment,  this 
Bill  will  land  us.  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  has  squared  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society, 
for  the  Second  Beading,  at  any  rate,  by 
promising  to  insert  words  that  shall 
make  it  clear — 

"  That  nothing  in  this  Act  should  be  taken  to 
interfere  with  the  powers  possessed  by  the 
present  Licensing  Authority  to  refuse  the  re- 
newal of  licences  without  payment." 

I  want  the  House  to  see  the  position 
that  this  promise  sets  up.  If  this  Bill 
becomes  law  the  County  Council  may 
give  £  1,000  for  the  extinction  of  a 
licence,  and  next  week  the  Justices  may 
refuse  to  renew  a  licence  in  the  same 
street  of  the  same  town  without  any 
payment  whatever.  This  shows  the 
utter  absurdity  of  attempting  to  settle 
the  principle  of  compensation  apart  from 


a  general  and  comprehensive  settling  of 
the  whole  licensing  question.  Again, 
I  ask  the  House*  to  consider  for  a 
moment  the  ridiculously  inadequate 
amount  of  money  allocated  for  the  pur- 
pose of  extinguishing  licences.  £350,000 
is  to  be  divided  among  52  English  .and 
Welsh  counties,  £50,000  among  33 
Scotch  counties,  and  £40,000  among  32 
Irish  counties.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  one  of  his  speeches  on 
this  subject,  spoke  of  this  money  as  » 
nest  egg.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ever  kept  poultry  he  knows  what  a  nest 
egg  is ;  but,  if  he  does  not  know,  I  will 
tell  him  what  it  is.  It  is  a  sham  egg 
put  into  a  sham  nest  to  induce  hens  to 
lay  real  eggs.  That  is  precisely  the 
operation  this  Bill  will  have  on  the  tax- 
payers of  the  country  if  they  are  foolish 
enough  to  allow  it  to  pass  into  law.  I 
have  already  suggested  the  inadequacy 
of  the  sum,  but  let  me  give  London  alone 
as  an  illustration.  London's  share  of 
the  grant  cannot  be  more  than  £60,000 
I  have  circulated  to  Members  a  pamphlet 
giving  particulars  of  the  valuations  of 
public  houses  in  the  Metropolis  in  1888, 
on  the  basis  of  the  clauses  of  the  Local 
Government  Bill.  They  show  that  the 
lowest  average  valuation  at  which  the 
10,000  "on"  licences  of  London  can  be 
estimated  is  £5,000  each.  This  is  not 
my  valuation  ;  but  that  of  two  eminent 
firms  of  valuers  in  the  City  of  London. 
The  money  allocated  to  London,  there- 
fore, will  bs  enough  to  extinguish 
12  houses  in  the  whole  Metropolis. 
But  it  will  be  found,  if  this  Bill  passes, 
that  every  district  of  the  Metropolis  will 
have  public  houses  to  be  extinguished. 
For  County  Council  purposes  London  is 
divided  into  58  districts.  Each  will 
want  its  share,  £1,000.  Does  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  believe  that  there  is  a  single  fully- 
licensed  house  in  London  that  can  be 
bought  up  for  £1,000? 

♦Mb.  RITCHIE :  Certainly. 

♦Mr.  CAINE  :  I  advise  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  test  it.  I  say,  without 
any  hesitation,  that  to  close  one  house  in 
each  district  the  County  Council  must 
accumulate  their  share  of  the  grant  for 
five  years.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  under  impression  that  lots  of  public 
houses  can  be  extinguished  for  an  old 
song.  Let  him  build  a  public  house,  and 
go  into  the  market  to  buy  a  licence  up, 
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and  lie  will  soon  find  out  how  mistaken 
he  is.  The  restrictive  policy  of  recent 
years  pursued  by  magistrates  under 
increasing  pressure  of  public  opinion 
and  the  keen  competition  of  monopolist 
brewers  have  given  a  large  speculative 
value  to  licences  which  never  existed 
before.  He  now  proposes  to  add  a  fresh 
competition  to  the  market  in  the  shape  of 
all  the  County  Councils  in  this  country. 
What  can  be  more  ridiculous  than  a 
grant  which  gives  £60,000  a  year  to 
extinguish  licences  among  4,000,000  of 
people  ?  That  gives  to  the  mining  coun- 
ties of  Cumberland  and  Cornwall  £3,000 
and  £5,000  respectively.  To  Glasgow, 
£6,500;  to  Belfast,  £1,500;  to  Hun- 
tingdonshire, £800;  to  Rutlandshire, 
£160,  and  to  the  vast  County  of  York- 
shire, with  its  2,500,000  of  industrial 
population,  £35,000  a  year  to  extinguish 
annual  licences  which  the  Bill  granting 
the  money  turns  into  perpetual  Govern- 
ment leases.  We  have  been  told  over 
and  over  again  that  the  publicans  will 
have  to  pay  this  compensation.  We 
have  an  interest  in  the  Revenue.  We 
get  the  revenue  from  liquor,  tea,  In- 
come Tax,  property,  and  other  sources. 
If  this  pernicious  principle  of  taking 
taxes  for  the  relief  of  rates  continues, 
continual .  gaps  will  be  made  in  our 
£85,000,000,  which  must  be  made  up 
from  other  sources,  and  we  draw  upon 
our  Reserve  Fund,- we  draw  upon  the 
resources  of  the  ratepayers  just  as  much 
as  if  we  raised  taxes.  I  cannot  admit 
for  a  moment  that  my  interest  in  the 
tax  raised  from  beer  is  any  less  than  my 
interest  in  the  tax  raised  from  tea.  We 
are  taxed  all  round ;  the  public  house  is 
a  taxable  article,  and  I  am  not  going  to 
be  humbugged  by  the  argument  that  the 
tax  on  drink  is  not  a  tax  laid  on  the 
whole  community.  But  I  want  to  turn 
from  the  proposals  of  the  Bill  itself, 
which  I  think  I  have  conclusively 
proved  to  contain  the  principle  of  com- 
pensation laid  down  by  the  Government 
in  1888,  to  the  effect  the  acceptance  of 
that  principle  will  have  upon  the  whole 
future  of  the  Temperance  Movement. 
That  is  the  main  reason  why  I  have 
raised  the  opposition  to  the  Bill.  The 
declaration  of  the  principle  of  com- 
pensation in  the  Local  Government  Bill  of 
1888,  to  which  I  have  referred  already, 
meets  with  tne  uncompromising  hostility 
of  every  section  of  the  Temperance  Party, 
'        Mr.  Cains 


who  believe  that  if  it  were  once  estab- 
lished, their  difficulties  would  be  in- 
creased ten-fold,  and  a  solid  wall  of 
200  million  of  sovereigns  would  "be  built 
across  their  path,  which  is  now  clear  and 
unobstructed.  We  cannot  entertain  any 
proposal  which  gives  anything  but  a 
12  months'  interest  in  the  licence. 
We  contend  that  the  liquor  trade  is  a 
peculiar  one  and  differs  in  toto  from 
other  trades.  If  a  man  wants  to  start  a 
public  house,  he  has  to  go  before  a 
magistrate,  and  furnish  evidence  of  good 
character.  Unless  he  is  a  man  of  un- 
sullied reputation,  and  unless  a  public 
house  is  required  in  the  neighbourhood, 
the  magistrates  cannot  give  him  a 
licence.  When  he  has  got  a  licence,  he 
is  placed  under  constant  police  super- 
vision, and  the  trade  is  carried  on  under 
severe  restrictions.  A  man  who  has 
been  convicted  of  felony  cannot  keep  a 
public  house.  When  the  Claimant,  who 
called  himself  Roger  Tichborae,  came  out 
of  prison,  his  friends  raised  a  sub- 
scription, and  thought  the  best  thing 
they  could  do  for  him  was  to  put  him  in 
a  snug  public  house.  They  applied  for  a 
licence,  and  the  magistrates  were  about 
to  grant  him  one,  when  the  clerk  said : 
"  You  cannot  do  it.*  "  Why  not  ?  "  they 
asked.  u  Because  he  has  been  convicted." 
A  man  once  convicted  cannot  be 
entrusted  with  the  trade.  He  may 
become  a  grocer,  or  a  draper,  or  a 
minister  of  religion,  or  a  Member  of 
Parliament,  but  he  cannot  be  a  publican. 
Nothing  can  be  clearer  than  that  a 
licence  is  a  permission  given  to  a  care- 
fully selected  individual  to  sell  a 
dangerous  article  for  12  months,  and 
that  the  State,  by  closelyrlimiting  the 
period,  has  always  reserved  to  itself  the 
right  to  withdraw  the  permission.  A 
publican's  licence  is  not  held  by  him 
with  the  object  of  him  making  money 
out  of  it :  it  is  held  as  subordinate  to  the 
public  good  and  in  fulfilment  of  a  sup- 
posed public  requirement.  The  holder 
of  a  licence  for  one  year  only  has  no 
legal  claim  to  a  licence  for  the  next  year. 
In  1882  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  carried  an  Act  through  the 
House  giving  Justices  the  same  discretion 
with  "off"  beer  licences  that  they  possessed 
injregard  to  public  houses  and  "  on  "  beer 
licences.  Within  two  months  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act  the  Darwen  Justices, 
then  represented  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
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Member  for  Rossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  instructed  the  Chief 
Constable  to  prepare  a  map  of  the  town 
to  indicate  positions  of  the  holders  of 
licences.  The  off-licenses  had  reached 
great  proportions,  and  the  Justices 
resolved  to  make  an  effective  reduction 
by  refusing  licences  to  34  out  of  72  off 
beer  licences,  which,  by  act  of  Parlia- 
ment, enjoyed  the  same  privileges,  and 
were  held  under  the  same  discretionary 
power  as  on-licences.  These  34 
selected  one  of  their  number  to 
appeal  to  the  Quarter  Sessions. 
Quarter  Sessions  at  Preston  confirmed 
the  decision  of  the  Local  Magistrates,  as 
those  who  knew  best  what  was  good  for 
the  community.  The  publicans  appealed 
to  the  Queen's  Bench,  and  they  con- 
firmed the  decision  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions.  Those  34  licences  were  ex- 
tinguished without  a  single  penny  com- 
pensation. Mr.  Justice  Field  rightly 
said,  in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  in 
November,  1882,  in  giving  final  decision 
in  the  Darwen  case,  "  In  every  case  in 
every  year  there  is  a  new  licence  granted. 
The  Legislature  recognises  no  vested 
right  at  all  in  any  holder  of  a  licence." 
It  is,  too,  equally  clear  that  these  licences 
are  not  considered  to  be  "  property  "  in 
the  sense  of  property  which  would  pass 
to  the  holder's  Trustee  in  Bankruptcy — 
for  in  a  recent  case  in  which  such  a 
Trustee  took  possession  of  a  bankrupt 
publican's  licence  and  opposed  applica- 
tions for  its  temporary  transfer  to  the 
landlord  of  the  house,  the  learned  Chief 
Judge  in  Bankruptcy  held  that  the 
Trustee  had  no  right  to  the  licence.  The 
recent  case  of  "  Sharp  v.  Wakefield  "  shows 
that  this  view  is  held  by  Licensing 
Magistrates  and  sustained  by  County 
Quarter  Sessions,  Queen's  Bench,  and 
Court  of  Appeal — the  latter  finally 
deciding  that  the  Justices  had  an  un- 
limited judicial  discretion  in  the  matter, 
and  might  refuse  to  renew  a  publican's 
licence  on  other  grounds  than  the 
want  of  qualification,  bad  character, 
or  misconduct  of  the  applicant. 
I  contend  this  is  proved  and  upheld  by 
the  authors  of  the  Bill  under  discussion. 
It  is  therein  stated  expressly  that  new 
on-licenses  shall  only  be  granted,  "  at  the 
free  and  unqualified  discretion  of  the  Li- 
censing Authority,"  and  President  of  the 
the  Local  Government  Board  stated,  last 
Monday,  that  these  words  were  inserted 


to  make  it  clear  that  no  right  whatever 
should  attach  in  the  case  of  new  licences. 
But  every  licence  now  in  existence  has 
been  granted  on  precisely  similar  terms, 
and  no  rights  whatever  should,  on  the 
same  grounds,  attach  to  them.  Let  me 
call  attention  to  a  statement  made  over 
and  over  again  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  confirmed  again  and 
again,  by  my  right  hon.  Friond  (Mr. 
Ritchie).  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  argues  that  because  he  and 
his  predecessors  have  charged  Probate 
Duty  on  licences,  that,  therefore,  a  vested 
interest  has  been  created.  There  may 
be  reason  for  refunding  these  unjustifi- 
able imposts  if  they  really  amount  to 
anything  worth  refunding ;  but  we  are 
entirely  in  the  dark  as  to  the  details.  I 
trust  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
may  see  his  way  to  furnish  the  House 
with  some  specific  details  on  this  point. 
I  have  made  inquiries  from  professional 
valuers.  Here  is  what  a  very  large 
firm  wrote — 

"  We  should  not  in  valuing  for  probate  the 
effects  of  a  deceased  publican,  inolude  anything 
on  account  of  the  licence  beyond  the  proportion 
of  its  cost  to  the  next  date  of  payment." 

I  will  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer two  questions  on  this  point.  Firstly, 
What  is  the  largest  amount  ever  paid,  to 
his  knowledge,  in  Probate  Duties  for  the 
value  to  the  estate  of  the  deceased  of  an 
annual  licence?  and  secondly,  Can  he 
give  any  case  in  which  the  amount  paid 
has  been  larger  than  the  proportion  of 
its  cost  to  the  next  date  of  payment  ?  If 
this  be  all  the  Probate  paid,  I 
make  him  a  present  of  his  argument. 
No  compensation  ought  in  any  case  to  be 
given  for  the  extinction  of  a  privileged 
monopoly  at  the  end  of  the  time  for 
which  the  privilege  has  been  granted, 
and  for  which  nothing  has  been  paid; 
Excise  fees  are  required  for  taking  up 
the  licence,  but  neither  certificate  nor 
licence  are  in  any  sense  paid  for.  Mono* 
polies  bar  all  claim  for  compensation,  since 
they  already  confer  what  is  equivalent 
to  compensation  in  the  advantage  given 
by  the  monopoly.  The  position  of  the 
holder  of  apublican's  licence  is  clear  enough 
— he  has  special  profits  from  the  licence 
which  restricts  competition,  while  he 
risks  the  monopoly  being  'withdrawn. 
But  the  contention  of  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site is  that  these  licences  have  changed 
,  hands  at  high  prices,  and  that,  therefore 
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we  have  no  right  to  refuse  to  renew  them 
without  substantial  compensation  equi- 
valent   to    whatever  loss     the   present 
holder  may  sustain.     But  to  this  I  reply 
caveat  emptor  /  ought  the  buyer  to  have 
injured  the  conditions.     How  have  these 
enormous  values  been  built  up  ?    I  take 
the  first  case  I  come  to,  out  of  hundreds 
in  my  possession.     A  man  built  a  house 
a  short  time  ago,   close  to  Burscough 
Junction,  a  country  station  near  Orms- 
kirk,  in  Lancashire.     It  cost  him  £400. 
He  applied  for  and  got  a  beer  licence, 
then     he    got    a     spirit    licence,    then 
he   sold    the    House    for   £4,000.     He 
•walked  into    Court    worth    £400,     he 
walked  out  with  a  certificate,  for  which 
he  paid  nothing,  worth  £4,000.     What 
did  the  brewer,  who  bought  his  housje 
for    £4,000,  get  ?    Bricks    and  mortar 
worth  £400,  and  the  purely  speculative 
chance — I     admit    a    good    chance — of 
getting  a  12  months'  licence   renewed. 
The  trade   of  the   place   improves;    he 
makes  money,  and  sells  it  to  some  other 
brewer,   or   to  the   public,  for  £6,000. 
The  new  purchaser  steps  into  his  place, 
and  again   buys  the  purely  speculative 
chance      of     a      renewal     of     licence. 
And  this  is  what  has  taken  place,  and  is 
taking    place,    all    over     the    country. 
Fictitious  values  have  been  created,  and 
have  been  forced  higher  and  higher  by 
the  greed  of  brewers  for  retail  as  well  as 
wholesale  profits,  and  by  the  greed  of  a 
section  of  the  public  for  high  rates  of 
interest.     The  electors  of  this  country 
will  never  consent  to  endow  monopolist 
Brewery  Companies  with  £200,000,000  ; 
they  must  stand  the  risk  of  the  advance 
of    temperance   sentiments  themselves. 
The  Government  now  ask  the  House  to 
turn  this  speculative  and  artificial  value 
attached  to  the  chances  of  renewal  on  an 
annual  licence,  into  a  State  endowment, 
making  shares  in  Brewery  Companies  as 
good    as    Consols.      We    may    frankly 
admit  that  the  liquor  trada  is  the  very 
good  friend  of  the  Conservative  Party, 
but  Gentlemen  opposite  will  hardly  suc- 
ceed in  getting  such  a  plum  for  the  trade 
as  this.    The  top  of  the  market  in  licences 
has  been  reached.     In  the  gradual  or 
rapid  extinction  of  drinking  facilities,  to 
which    now  all    politicians  stand  com- 
mitted, the  loss  'must  be  borne  by  the 
silly  purchasers  of  speculative  licences, 
and  not  by  the  British  public.     Now  let 
us  consider  the  effect  the  acceptance  of 
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the  Government's  proposal  will  have  on 
future  temperance  legislation.  Certain 
points  both  sides  of  the  House  are  prac- 
tically agreed  upon.  Firstly,  the  trans- 
fer of  licensing  powers  to  County  Coun- 
cils ;  and,  secondly,  that  the  tremendous 
facilities  for  drinking  should  be  reduced 
speedily.  This  side  of  the  House  is  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  principle  of  the 
Direct  Veto,  and  if  the  Liberal  Party 
ever  form  another  Government,  it  will 
be  embodied  in  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
unless  my  hon.  Friends  opposite  antici- 
pate them,  as  they  done  before. 
The  acceptance  of  full  compensation 
on  the  lines  of  the  Government  pro- 
posals will  terribly  increase  the  difficulty 
with  temperance  reform  of  all  classes 
in  all  future  legislation.  Let  us  consider 
how  it  will  affect  these  proposals,  on 
which  everybody  is  agreed,  and  suppose 
that  County  Councils  and  Municipalities 
have  the  power  of  granting  and  renewing 
public  house  licences.  No  one  knows 
better  than  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  that  if  the  present 
po werspossessedbyMagistrates  were  trans- 
ferred to  County  Councils  there  would  be 
a  mighty  quick  clearing  out  of  objection- 
able public  houses  without  compensation, 
and  that  in  many  districts  Councils  would 
be  elected  who  would  reduce  the 
number  of  licences  by  more  than  one 
half.  It  is  to  prevent  this  being  done, 
without  enormous  burdens  being  laid  on 
the  ratepayers,  that  the  Government 
now  propose,  to  quote  the  Morning 
Advertiser — 

"  To  provide  a  safeguard  for  the  future  and 
put  their  foot  down  against  plunder,  by  assert- 
ing the  principle  that  the  suppression  of  a 
licence  can  only  be  effected  by  payment  for  its 
extinction." 

The  St.  James's  Gazette  says — 

"  A  principle  once  established  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  once  set  to  work  cannot  be 
thrown  out  when  the  Radicals  come  into 
power.* ' 

I  want  to  show  the  Temperance  Party  in 
the  House  how  this  will  operate,  by  a 
supposed  case,  but  one  very  likely  to 
occur  if  Councils  have  a  free  hand  given 
to  them  by  legislation.  In  the  Debate 
on  the  Bill  introduced  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Paddington,  I  referred  to 
a  recent  sale  of  public  house  property  in 
Liverpool ;  I  will  take  it  once  more  as  an 
illustration.  I  do  so  the  more  readily, 
because  a  director  of  Peter  Walker  & 
Simkin  is  a  member  of  this  House,  and  I 
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speak  in  the  presence  of  other  Members 
who  know  Liverpool  as  well  as  I  do 
myself.  This  firm  has,  within  the  last 
few  days,  sold  its  business  to  the  public 
for  £3,000,000,  the  vendors  show- 
ing their  confidence  in  the  price 
obtained  by  taking  half  the  shares.  This 
price  was  paid  for  three  breweries,  a 
bonded  store  and  offices,  stock,  book 
debts,  and  250  tyed  public  nouses. 
There  is  no  monopoly  in  a  brewery,  so  if 
we  estimate  the  three  breweries  to  have 
cost  £250,000  each  and  the  bonded 
store  to  be  worth  £100,000,  the  book 
debts  and  stock  being  declared  in  the 
prospectus  at  £150,000,  we  get 
£1,000,000  from  these  three  items,  we 
have  £2,000,000  left  as  the  amount  paid 
for  250  licensed  public  houses.  No  one 
who  knows  these  public  houses,  as  I  do, 
and  as  many  hon.  Members  do  who  hear 
me,  would  value  them  without  the 
licences  at  more  than  £500,000,  so  that 
the  difference  in  value  under  the  terms 
of  the  Bill  of  1888,  which  the  Govern- 
ment still  hold,  and  in  principle  seek  to 
establish,  would  be  just  £1,500,000. 
These  are  fairly  average  public  houses, 
neither  very  extensive  nor  very  small, 
and  I  claim,  therefore,  without  hesitation, 
that  the  average  price  of  a  licence  in 
Liverpool  is  little  short  of  £6,000.  Now, 
supposing  the  Corporation  of  Liverpool 
were  the  Licensing  Authority,  it  is  no 
stretch  of  imagination  to  assume  that 
they  would  receive  instructions  from 
their  constituents  to  reduce  the  number 
of  licences  in  Liverpool,  now  about  2,000, 
by  one-eighth  at  least,  probably  more,  and, 
under  what  the  Government  call  equit- 
able compensation,  £1,500,000  would  be 
required  for  the  purpose.  But  this  Bill 
only  gives  Liverpool  £8,000  a  year,  and 
this  cannot  be  capitalised  beyond  £24,000. 
Where  must  the  rest  of  the  money  come 
from  P  Of  course,  it  comes  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  ratepayers,  who  would 
rightly  refuse  so  large  a  sum  for  the 
dubious  advantage  of  having  only  1,750 
public  houses  instead  of  the  present 
number  2,000.  In  Bristol,  where  the 
public  houses  are  not,  on  the  average, 
more  than  a  third  of  the  rating  of  those 
in  Liverpool,  a  large  Brewery  Company 
has  one  tyed  house  to  each  £4,870  of 
capital.  In  Newcastle,  another  has  215 
tyed  houses  to  each £3,260.  In  Plymouth, 
another  has  146  tyed  houses,  represen- 1 
ting  one  to  £2,700  of  capital.     If  the  J 
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principle  of  compensation  is  right,  by  all 
means  let  the  House  accept  it,  but  with 
their  eyes  open.  If  it  is  ritzht,  then  the 
publicans  are  entitled  to  the  full  com- 
pensation proposed  in  1888,  or  they  are 
entitled  to  nothing.  If  the  former, 
nothing  short  of  £250,000,000  will  pay  for 
their  entire  extinction,  with  a  proportion- 
ate sum  for  their  partial  extinction.  The 
money  can  only  be  raised  by  an  increase 
of  national  or  local  indebtedness,  for  the 
pretence  that  the  trade  itself  can  pay  is 
too  flimsy  to  be  worth  a  moment's  argu- 
ment, and  is  in  itself  destructive  of  the 
whole  principle  of  equitable  compensa- 
tion. There  is  a  disposition  on  the  part 
of  advocates  of  compensation  to  rest 
their  case  upon  precedent,  and  this  is 
insisted  upon  in  a  clever  pamphlet 
entitled  Compensation :  The  Publicans* 
Case,  by  Mr.  Charles  Cazney,  Barrister, 
who  rests  this  part  of  his  case  on 
precedents,  some  of  which  have  been 
mentioned  in  the  House,  afforded 
by  the  Acts  for  the  Abolition  of 
Slavery,  for  the  Abolition  of  Purchase  in 
the  Army,  and  for  the  Disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Church.  Now,  I  contend 
that  none  of  these  are  analogous  to 
this  issue.-  The  money  paid  to  the 
West  India  Planters  was  paid  by 
way  of  a  bribe,  and  not  as 
equitable  compensation.  The  original 
proposal  of  the  Government  of  the 
day  was  to  advance  to  the  West 
India  body  a  loan  to  the  amount  of  10 
years'  purchase  of  the  annual  profit, 
amounting  to  £15,000,000.  This  was 
met  by  the  Acting  Committee  of  West 
India  planters,  by  a  demand  for 
£20,000,000  compensation,  and  a 
loan  of  £10,000,000.  Eventually,  the 
£15,000,000  was  extended  to  £20,000,000 
to  get  rid  finally  of  a  question  that 
threatened  the  allegiance  of  our  West 
India  Colonies,  that  had  become  strained 
beyond  endurance.  It  was  far  more  to 
save  the  colonies  from  absolute  ruin  than 
to  compensate  the  slave  owners  that  the 
loan  was  granted.  It  is  quite  true  that 
this  loan  was  never  repaid,  but  in  all  the 
Debates  on  the  subject — and  I  speak  in 
the  hearing  of  one  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  took  part  in  those  Debates — it 
was  referred  to  as  a  loan,  the  repayment 
of  which,  however,  was  never  insisted 
upon.  But  the  slaves  were  by  law  the 
property  of  their  owners  for  life,  bought 
and  paid  for,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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the  Member  for  Midlothian  said  daring 
the  Debates,  property  honestly  and 
legally  acquired.  But  if  the  planters 
had  held  a  licence  from  the  Government 
to  enslave  the  blacks  from  the  first-  of 
September  next  ensuing  and  no  longer, 
and  had  had  to  come  up  every  year  to 
have  an  annual  licence  renewed,  what 
compensation  would  Parliament  have 
given?  When  the  Slave  Trade  was 
abolished  in  1808,  not  one  penny  of 
compensation  was  asked  for,  not  one 
penny  of  compensation  was  paid.  Then 
the  abolition  of  purchase  in  the  Army, 
which  has  been  referred  to,  and  as  to 
whether  this  established  a  precedent  for 
compensating  publicans  for  loss  of  an 
annual  licence,  I  think  an  answer  was 
given  by  one  or  two  interruptions  from 
this  side,  and  I  do  not  suppose  it  will  be 
pressed  by  any  hon.  Member  speaking  to 
precedent.  In  the  Army  Purchase  Act, 
the  compensation  was  given  for  money 
already  paid  by  the  officers,  and  not  for 
a  fictitious  value  created  by  competition. 
The  commissions  had  been  bought  and 
paid  for.  I  do  not  think  this  will 
be  pressed  as  a  precedent,  but  if  it  is, 
there  are  Members  in  the  House  who 
were  responsible  for  the  measure  and 
who  will,  no  doubt,  disclaim  and  disprove 
the  views  that  it  forms  any  precedent 
for  the  present  discussion.  At  any  rate, 
it  did  not  pass  the  House  without 
strenuous  opposition  from  the  Radical 
Party  of  the  day,  led  by  my  old  fiiend 
Mr.  Peter  Rylands.  The  nearest  pre- 
cedent that  can  be  quoted  of  the  present 
claims  of  the  publicans  are  the  treatment 
of  the  collectors  of  taxes  and  of  the 
Curates  under  the  Irish  Church  Disestab- 
lishment Act,  who,  undoubtedly,  had  no 
freehold  or  life  interest  in  their  curacies. 
But  these  were  not  compensated  out  of 
the  taxes,  but  out  of  the  Irish  Church 
Fund  ;  a  different  thing  altogether.  They 
were  not  licensed  for  12  months  only,  to 
conduct  a  trade  that  the  State  has 
always  considered  a  danger  to  society, 
but  they  were  servants  of  a  Department 
of  State,  whose  avowed  object  was  the 
religious  instruction  of  the  people.  There 
is  no  existing  precedent  which  can 
reasonably  be  brought  forward  to  justify 
the  endowment  of  publicans  with  a  free- 
hold in  the  annual  licences,  to  be  paid  for 
at  full  value  if  they  are  taken  away  in 
the  interest  of  the  community.  It  is 
because  there  is  no  precedent  that  the 
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Government  seek  to  set  up  a  precedent. 
I  am  aware  that  the  authors  of  this  Bill 
deny  any  such  intention.  Speaking  to 
the  Church  of  England  Temperance 
Society  on  May  7,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  said  the  Bill  would 

"  Form  no  precedent  for  a  general  scheme 
when  Parliament  tackles  the  great  question,  as 
it  must  do." 

Now,  with  all  respect  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  must  deny  his  conclusion. 
The  Government  may  not  desire  to  estab- 
lish a  precedent,  but  they  can  no  more 
escape  the  logical  issue  of  their  acts  on 
lincensing  than  on  free  education,  for 
instance.  They  declared  last  year  that 
the  grant  of  a  sum.  of  money  for  the 
payment  of  school  fees  in  Scotland  did 
not  concede  the  principle  of  free  educa- 
tion. But  here  in  this  very  Bill  is  a 
further  proposal  to  round  the  whole 
thing  off.  That  they  were  mistaken 
then  everybody  admits  to-day.  They 
made  the  grant,  and  the  principle  is 
admitted  all  round.  So  it  will  be  with 
compensation.  Once  lay  down  the  law 
empowering  Local  Authorities  to  buy 
licences  at  the  full  market  price,  and  put  it 
in  practice,  and  a  similar  result  will  follow. 
If  we  are  to  compensate  publicans  for  re- 
fusal to  renew  licences,  then,  on  the  other 
hand,  we  ought  to  grant  compensation 
to  owners  of  property  in  every  case 
when  that  property  is  injured  by  the 
granting  of  a  public  house  licence.  I 
have  taken  two  districts  of  Liverpool, 
each  consisting  of  a  block  of  six  streets. 
One  is  at  Toxteth  Park,  on  an  estate 
owned  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Flint  (Mr.  S.  Smith),  and  on  this 
estate  there  is  no  public  house  what 
ever.  In  these  six  streets  there  are  443 
houses.  The  poetical  names  of  the  streets 
are  Elaine,  Enid,  Geraint,  Gwendoline, 
Merlin,  and  Modred  streets.  The  houses 
have  each  a  five-yards  frontage,  and  are 
built  after  a  pattern  which  is  popular  in 
Liverpool,  each  having  five  rooms  and  a 
scullery.  The  income  from  these  443 
houses  last  year  was  £8,744.  Now,  take 
the  other  block  of  streets  at  the  other 
side  of  the  city,  at  Everton,  a  pleasant 
district,  a  much  healthier  district  than 
Toxteth  Park,  and  a  district  very  popular 
among  the  better  working  class.  Here 
are  482  houses  in  six  streets.  I  give  the 
names,  which  are  equally  attractive, 
Bulwer,     Coniston,     Grasmere,    Bydel, 


741     Load  Taxation  (Custom*     {May  12,  1890}       and  Excine)  Duties  BUI.     74 


Ulswater,  and  Windermere  streets.  They 
are  the  same  kind  of  houses,  with  five 
yards  frontage,  five  rooms  and  a  scullery. 
There  is  this  difference,  however,  that 
there  are  eight  public  houses  on  the  estate, 
and  hence  it  is  that  we  find  the  income 
from  these  482  houses  was  last  year 
£6,820,  or  taking  443  houses,  for  the 
sake  of  comparison,  the  income  was 
£6,268 ;  that  is  to  say,  a  public  house 
reduces  rentals  on  443  houses  by  £2,500 
a  year,  30  per  cent,  on  the  whole  rental. 
What  compensation  is  there  for  this? 
Sir,  I  remember  very  well,  when  Mr. 
Brace's  Bill  was  before  the  House, 
attending  a  meeting  of  owners  and 
occupiers  of  public  houses.  The  speakers 
thundered  about  compensation  until  at 
least  one  gentleman  present  rose  and 
desired  to  put  a  question.  I  have,  he 
said,  four  houses  from  which  I  derived 
£160  a  year  until  a  public  house  being 
opened  close  by,  since  which  my  rents 
have  fallen  to  £90.  Who  is  going  to 
compensate  me  ?  Well,  Sir,  the  chair- 
man ruled  him  out  of  order.  Now,  I 
want  to  warn  the  Government  that  if 
they  persevere  with  these  clauses  of 
their  pleasure  we  shall  be  bound  to  put 
down  Amendments  in  this  direction, 
that  if  publicans  claim  compensation 
from  the  rates  owners  must  claim  com- 
pensation for  injury  to  property  from 
public  houses.  I  do  not  wish  to  press  this 
any  further  at  present.  We  are  taunted 
with  obstructing  temperance  legislation, 
and  of  depriving  the  police  of  benefits — 
this  may  be  conferred  by  our  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill.  1  do  not  agree  with 
this  at  all.  There  is  no  difficulty  about 
police  superannuation.  If  the  Govern- 
ment think  it  is  a  good  thing,  I  call 
upon  them,  whatever  may  be  the  fate 
of  the  rest  of  the  Bill,  to  go  on  with  that, 
but  not  to  bracket  it  with  proposals  the 
Temperance  Party  cannot  accept,  and 
which  would  ruin  their  movement  for 
long  years  to  come.  We  may  be  charged 
with  obstructing  temperance  legislation, 
but  we  take  the  responsibility  of  that 
without  the  slightest  fear  or  hesitation, 
knowing  what  public  opinion  will  be. 
Then  we  are  asked  to  propose  a  com- 
promise. There  is  a  section  of  the  Tem- 
perance Party  which  has  made  a  pro- 
posal for  compensation  and  agree  to 
pay  solid  black  mail  to  the  trade  in  the 
shape  of  10  years'  lease  of  life.  Now, 
will  the  Government  accept  that  as  a 


final  settlement  of  the  controversy  ?  I 
do  not  offer  it,  but  I  tell  the  Government 
if  they  choose  to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the 
lines  of  compensation  proposed  by  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society, 
neither  I  nor  anyone  else  could  prevent 
it  coming  on  the  Statute  Book.  I  only 
say  this  as  a  word  of  friendly  advice. 
I  make  one  last  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  find  some  way  out  of  the 
mess  they  have  got  into.  I  have  shown 
no  enmity  to  the  Government,  except  in 
1888  and  again  to-day ;  but  I  tell  them 
frankly  that  if,  by  this  Resolution,  I 
conld  turn  them  out,  turn  them  out  I 
would  with  the  greatest  pleasure ; 
for  I  consider  their  proposals  are 
fraught  with  such  danger  to  the  whole 
community  that  I  would  run  any 
risk  on  any  other  subject  and 
rather  than  allow  them  to  pass  into  law. 
You  may  make  jokes  at  expressions  of 
public  opinion,  but  I  challenge  Members 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  to  take  a  test  of 
public  opinion.  Let  them  go  into  the 
streets  in  any  district  where  working 
men  live,  take  100  men,  and,  having 
separated  from  these  every  teetotaller, 
from  the  remainder  take  an  opinion 
whether  they  would  consent  to  a 
farthing  of  the  people's  money  being 
paid  as  compensation  to  publicans.  I  do 
hope  the  Government  may  accept  the 
Amendment  I  bring  forward.  I  do  not 
see  why  they  should  not.  Let  them 
take  this  question  out  of  the  Bill,  and 
keep  it  back  until  they  are  prepared  to 
deal  with  the  whole  question  of  licensing. 
I  am  puzzled  and  bewildered  by  the 
action  of  the  Government.  What  do 
they  hope  to  get  by  thus  dragging  a 
furious  controversy  on  to  the  back  of  an 
already  overloaded  Session  ?  Do  they 
think  they  can  carry  this  Bill,  the 
Tithes  Bill,  and  the  Irish  Land  Purchase 
Bill?  Are  they  going  to  give  up 
remedial  legislation  for  Ireland  to  com- 
pensate publicans  in  England  1  If  they 
think  they  can  gain  popularity  by  such 
a  proceeding,  I  give  very  little  for  their 
judgment.  Are  they  going  to  please  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society  by 
throwing  over  the  Tithes  Bill  in  favour 
of  this  measure  ?  The  best  thing  the 
Government  can  do  is  to  frankly  avow 
they  have  committed  a  blunder.  Other 
Governments  have  committed  blunders 
before.  No  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  will  have 
2  D  2 
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something  to  say  if  they  withdraw  these 
clauses,  bat  never  mind  him.  His  past 
career  is  not  altogether  free  from  such 
blunders,  and  he  will  be  ready  to  admit 
.that.  Withdraw  this  Bill.  Nobody  wants 
it  I  fail  to  find  that  the  Government  are 
under  any  trade  pressure  and  certainly 
they  are  under  none  from  the  Tem- 
perance Party.  No  doubt  it  is  an  honest, 
bond  fide  attempt  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  give  effect  to  certain 
qualms  of  conscience  awakened  in 
them  on  account  of  the  increased  con- 
sumption of  liquor,  and  I  am  glad  their 
conscience  is  pricking  them;  but  let 
them  "bring  forth  works  meet  for 
repentance,"  let  them  withdraw  the  Bill 
or  accept  my  Amendment,  taking  these 
clauses  out  and  to  the  rest  of  their  pro- 
posals they  will  find  no  opposition  that 
they  cannot  overcome.  Take  these 
clauses  out  and  it  is  a  good  Bill.  I  did 
at  one  time  put  down  an  Amendment 
attacking  the  whole  Bill.  1  have  thought 
better  of  that,  and  now  simply  attack 
these  clauses  alone.  Any  Member  of  the 
House  can  vote  for  my  Amendment 
without  committing  himself  to  more 
than  the  Compensation  Clauses  '  as 
here  drawn.  I  do  not  condemn 
by  my  Amendment  any  form  of 
compensation  except  that  contained  in 
this  Bill.  We  are  determined  to  get  rid 
of  it  if  we  can ;  and  if  we  cannot,  we 
shall  open  an  agitation  for  the  repeal  of 
the  measure — an  agitation  which  will  be 
supported  not  only  by  the  Temperance 
Party,  but  by  tho  Church  of  England, 
the  Nonconformists,  and  every  person  in 
the  community  who  cares  for  the  welfare 
of  humanity. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  oat  all  the'words  after  the  word 
"  That "  to  the  end  of  the  question,  in  order  to 
add  the  wordf  "  this  House  declines  to  assent 
to  a  Bill  which  provides  by  payment  oat  of 

1>ublic  moneys  for  the  extinction  of   annual 
icencet  in  the  manner  provided  in  the  said 
Bill/'— (JaV.  Cain*,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question/' 

(6.45.)  Mb.  STOREY  (Sunderland)  : 
My  hon.  Friend  has  spoken  as  a 
teetotaller  and  as  the  acknowledged 
mouthpiece  of  the  teetotallers ;  but  I 
address  myself  to  this  subject  from  a 
different  standpoint,  for  I  am  not  a 
Mr.  Caine 


teetotaller.    Now,    Mr    Speaker,   apart 
from  the  owners  of  public  houses,  whom 
this  Bill  proposes  to  compensate,  I  think 
the  people  of  this  country  may  be  divided 
into  three  classes — a  main  army  and  two 
wings.     There  is  the  first  wing  composed 
of  those   whom  the   Chancellor  of   the 
Exchequer     classed      as    tipplers    and 
drunkards,  and  I  propose   to  leave  the 
Government,  whose  coffers  these  gentle- 
men have  filled,  to  speak  for  them ;  there 
is   the  second  wing   composed   of   the 
teetotallers,  and  for  them  my  hon.  Friend 
has  spoken.    Sir,  I  shall  venture  to  speak, 
or,  at  any  rate,  I  shall  claim  to  speak — I 
do  not  know  whether  my  claim  will  be 
allowed — for  the  great  body  of   sober, 
respectable  people  in  this  country,  who 
are  not  teetotallers,  to  whose  stomachs 
wine  is  a  comfort  and  the   pleasures  of 
Guinness's  stout  and  Islay  whisky  not 
unknown,  and  yet  who  are  so  permeated 
with  a  sense    of    the    enormous  •  evils 
springing  from  drink  traffic  under  our 
licensing  system  that  they  are  prepared 
to  march  long  and  march,  far  with  their 
teetotal  brethren  in  the  path  of  licensing 
reform.     Now,  I  said  my  hon.  Friend  is 
the  mouthpiece  of  the  teetotallers,  and  I 
must    say,  if    the     Chancellor    of    the 
Exchequer  had  been  present  during  the 
speech,   he    would  have  complimented 
him  upon  being  one  of  those  whom  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  loves,  for, 
like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  corres- 
pondent  whom  he  quoted  in  reference 
to  the  Budget,  he  is  a  patriot,  although 
he  is  a  Radical.     My  hon.  Friend's  views 
upon  the  Union  proclaim  his  patriotism 
and    his    action    to-day,    the     threats 
he     has    held    out     to    the     Govern- 
ment, have  convinced  us — some  of  us  did 
not  need  convincing — that  upon  this  as 
upon  many  other  points  my  hon.  Friend 
is  a  Radical  still.     Now,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the   President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board    spoke   kindly  and 
fairly  of  teetotallers  in  this  matter,  and 
though  I  am  not  one,  and  I  will  venture 
to  say  the  majority  of  hon.  Members  are 
not  teetotallers,  I  am  sure  the  wish  of 
the  House  is  that  the  habits  and  practice 
of  the   right  hon.  Gentleman  were  imi- 
tated by  supporters  of  the  Government 
outside.       For  instance,  I  read  in   the 
Spectator  for  Saturday,  that  ancient  and 
rather  antiquated  organ  of  philosophic 
Liberalism     which    now     supports    the 
Government — 
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"This  effort  like  every  other  reasonable 
effort  of  the  kind,  is  hotly  opposed  by  tem- 
perance fanatics.  Their  hatred  of  publicans  is 
far  in  excess  of  their  love  for  sobriety  or  com- 
passion tor  the  drunkard,  and  they  hope,  by 
getting  rid  of  the  Bill,  to  have  opportunities 
of  gratifying  their  hatred  in  the  future." 

Now,  Sir,  is  it  not  time  that  these 
ridiculous  libels  against  a  noble  body  of 
men  should  be  relegated  to  the  limbo  of 
forgetf ulness  ?  I  am  not  a  teetotaller,  as 
I  have  said ;  but  ought  we  not  all  to 
recognise  that  these  are  men  who  take 
this  for  their  *  principle :  "  If  meat 
maketh  my  brother  to  offend,  I  will 
eat  no  flesh  while  the  world  standeth, 
lest  I  make  my  brother  to  offend/' 
If  these  men  are  right,  they  are 
nobly  right;  if  they  are  wrong, 
surely  they  are  magnificently  wrong. 
But  I  claim  to  speak  as  I  have 
said  for  the  non-teetotallers,  and 
I  shall  exhibit,  and  I  feel,  no  hatred 
for  publicans,  and  I  shall  not  deny  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues 
recognition  of  the  claim  they  make  that 
they  are  making  an  honest  effort  to  do 
something  to  diminish  the  evils  of 
drunkenness.  In  the  short  space  in 
which  I  shall  address  the  House  I  shall 
go  from  the  ordinary  ratepayer's  point  of 
view — the  ordinary  citizen's  point  of 
view — straight  to  the  point,  and  to  my 
contention  that  this  Bill  is  vicious  in 
principle,  and  woefully  insufficient  for 
the  end  proposed.  For  my  part,  I  think 
we  ought,  as  the  Americans  say,  to  get 
down  to  "  bed  rock "  principles  in  this 
matter.  I  have  no  desire  to  see  public 
houses  perish  from  the  land.  I  do  not 
want  to  see  the  day  when  there  will  be 
no  more  public  houses  in  the  country. 
If  we  could  imitate  the  simplicity  of 
Eastern  manners,  when  every  man  away 
from  home  could  go  to  the  first  tent, 
enter,  and  claim  by  right  the  hospitality 
of  the  owner,  why  then  we  could,  per- 
haps, do  without  public  houses ;  but  in 
the  present  state  of  civilisation  there 
must  bo  public  houses,  and  all  that  the 
State  can  do  is  to  see  that  these  houses 
are  suitable  for  their  purpose.  Now, 
what  were  the  public  houses  conceived 
by  Parliament,  and  as  supported  by 
Parliament?  The  public  house  con- 
ceived by  Parliament  was  a  place 
of  public  entertainment  for  man 
and  beast,  where  a  man  could 
take  not  only  his  liquor,  but  such  other 
food  as  he  requires,  and  other  than  alco- 


holic drinks ;  where,  if  he  needed  it,  he 
could  get  a  decent  bed .  for  himself  and 
his  family.  Is  that  the  public  house  as 
it  exists  to-day?  I  admit  freely  that 
there  are  hotels  in  London  in  large 
numbers  answering  to  this  description, 
and  I  admit  also  that  in  some  of  our 
large  towns  you  can  find  a  few  such 
hotels ;  and  scattered  up  and  down 
among  our  smaller  towns  and  villages  you 
may  find  admirable  public  houses  still 
fulfilling  this  ancient  purpose  of  their 
being.  But  what  in  great  majority  are 
public  houses  in  London  and  in  such 
towns  as  that  I  represent  ?  Instead  of 
comfortable  attendance,  rest  and  refresh- 
ment for  man  and  beast,  you  find  a 
flaunting  gin  palace  or  a  glaring  long 
bar,  where  the  servants  who  ought  to  be 
ministering  to  the  wants  of  decent 
people  stand  and  dispense  liquors  and 
nothing  else  ;  where  the  ostler  and  boots, 
whose  duty  in  ancient  times  was  to  make 
travellers  comfortable,  are  now  employed 
as  "  chuokers  out "  when  customers 
become  unruly.  I  welcome  any  reform 
that  may  bring  the  public  house  back  to 
its  original  position.  I  would  not 
have  public  houses  abolished.  I 
would  have  them  places  of  entertain- 
ment, and  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquor  is  not  at  all  a  necessary  adjunct 
of  the  institution.  You  may  have  a 
multitude  of  public  houses,  in  no  sense 
of  the  word  places  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors.  Who  is  the  publican  now 
and  who  was  he  formerly  ?  He  used  to 
be  what,  in  a  limited  number  of  cases, 
he  still  is — a  man  living  on  the  premises 
with  his  wife  and  family,  interested  to 
have  as  few  unpleasantnesses  as  possible 
in  his  trade.  His  presence,  with  his 
family,  was  a  bond  for  the  business 
being  properly  conducted.  But  what  is 
the  publican  now  ?  He  lives  away  from 
the  mischief  the  public  house  creates,  in 
his  villa,  or,  it  may  be,  in  his  castle,  and 
the  business  is  carried  on  by  a  servant — 
a  bond-slave  who  does  the  dirty  work 
by  which  his  master  lives,  and  who 
deserves  compensation  more  than  the 
man  who  does  no  work  at  all.  The 
6th  clause  of  this  Bill  is  extremely 
peculiar — 

*'  The  County  Council  may  either,  on  the 
application  of  any  llrban  or  Kural  Authority, 
&c,  enter  into  such  agreement  with  persons 
haying  any  interest  in  the  premises." 

Who  has   the  interest?    There  is  the 
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nominal  licensee.    I  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  last  week  for  the  names 
of  the  real  owners  and  the  names  of  the 
nominal  licencees.     He  told  me  he  could 
not  give  them,  and  that  it  would  be  very 
expensive,     costly,    and    inconvenient. 
But  I  can  give   the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man some  information  about  the  town 
which  I  represent — Sunderland.     It  has 
a    population  of   150,000,   and  it   id   a 
very  fair  sample  of  the  large  boroughs  of 
the  country.      I  find  that  in  Sunderland 
we   have   254  fully  licensed  houses — I 
omit  the  hpuses    "  off  "  for  the   present. 
Ten  firms,  or   10   persons  only,  own  no 
less  than  154  of  the  254  public   houses 
— that  is  to  say,  three-fifths  of  the  whole. 
These  houses,  as  a  rule,  are  big  houses ; 
for  it  is  your  fashionable   brewer,  who 
lives  in  his  villa,  who  takes  care  to  get 
the  best  houses  with  his  accursed  capital, 
because  that  capital   is  accursed  which 
goes  to  the  creation  of  these  long  bars 
and  gin  palaces.      And  if  you  proceed  to 
compensate,  four-fifths  of  the  spoil  will 
go  to  these  gentlemen.     As  a  matter  of 
tact,   in    one    township   of  Sunderland, 
there  are  37  publio  houses,  28  of  which 
are  owned  by  two  persons  only.     Whom 
do  the  Government  propose  to  compen- 
sate ?     The  clause  says  they  will  compen- 
sate the  persons  interested  in  the  premises. 
Take  these  150  public  houses  belonging 
to  brewers,  who  live  away  from  them. 
These    men    are     the     real    licensees, 
but  they  put  in  persons  who  are  tenants- 
at-will,  and  who  can  be  turned  out  by 
the  brewer  at  a  moment's  notice.     It  is 
very    evident    that    the  tenant-at-will 
cannot  have  any  interest  in  the  premises. 
It      is    the    brewer     or     the     owner 
of    the    house    who    has    the   interest. 
Therefore,  this  is  not  a  Bill  to  compen- 
sate the  poor  man  who  does  the  work  of 
the  brewer  for  a  small  pittance  ;  it  is  a 
scheme  to  compensate  the  owners  of  the 
public  houses  at  the  expense    of    the 
public  at  large.     I  am  not  disposed  to 
agree  to  any  such  compensation  as  that. 
I  can  understand  that  there  would  be 
some  hardships  in  the  case  of  those  who 
have  invested  their  money  in  and  really 
keep  the  public  houses,  who  have  been 
brought  up  to  the  trade,  probably,  all  their 
lives,    and   know   none  other — persons 
who  have  some  country  village  inn — if 
we  suddenly  put  an  end  to  their  means 
of    living.    I    would    come,  with  such 
holders  of  public  houses,  to  some  reason- 
Mr*  Storey 


able  arrangement  by  which  time  would 
be  allowed  them  to  convert  their  drink- 
ing   shops    into    reasonable    places   of 
entertainment.        There       are      many 
moderate  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  who  would  not  object  to  such  a 
proposal  as  that.     But  there  is  no  pro- 
posal to  compensate  such  persons  except 
they  are  owners.     Inasmuch  as  the  great 
majority  of  houses,    especially    in    the 
North,   are  held  by  monopolists,  who  do 
not  subject  themselves  to  the  unpleasant- 
nesses of  the  trade,  and  who  make  money 
out  of  other  men's  labour,  and  the  foolish 
arrangements  of  the  law,  I  am  not,  for 
my  part,  disposed  to  agree  to  the  com- 
pensation scheme  of  the   Government. 
Who   is  to  pay  this  money?      It  has 
been  said  that  this  is  a  compensation  to 
be  paid    by  drink    to    the    sellers   of 
drink.     I  dispute  entirely  that  any  por- 
tion of  this  money  is  to  be  paid  by  drink. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  on 
the  18th  April,  that  if  the  gigantic  drink 
bill  of  the  nation  is  responsible  for  the 
police  work  and  the  pauperism,  then  it  is 
certainly  not  out  of  place  that  the  com- 
suraer   of  spirits    should  contribute   in 
some   slight  degree   to  the  cost  for  local 
purposes.      The      Chancellor      of    the 
Exchequer  says  because  ABODE 
and   F  drink   that  which  makes  them 
drunk    and  cause    mischief,    therefore 
GHJK  down  to  Z  should  be  asked  to 
contribute  towards  the  cost  of  the  police 
to  keep  the  others  in  order.     He  went  a 
little  further.    He  said  the  Customs  and 
Excise  expected  some  decrease  in  the 
consumption,   not  perhaps  in  the  total 
amount  of    revenue    by    measure,  bat 
because    further    watering     may    take 
place  in  consequence  of  the  increased 
duty.     Am  I  not  right  in  saying  that  it 
is  not  drink  which  is  going  to  pay,  but 
that  you  are  going  to  charge  people  like 
me  for  extra  water  in  order  to  provide  a 
fund  to  compensate  publicans  that  are 
bought    out?      My    hon.     Friend    the 
Member    for    Barrow    referred    to  the 
entire  inadequacy  of  this  -Bill   for  the 
purpose  in  view.     I  find  the  254  public 
houses  in  Sunderland  are  rated  at  some 
£21,000  a  yoar.     If  you  take  half  that 
rateable  value  as  the  difference  between 
the  value  of  the  house  when  it  is  licensed 
and  the  value  of  the  house  when  it  is 
not,    you    get    the    rateable    value    of 
£10,000  a  year;  and  if  you  apply  the 
rule    of    tb*    noble    Lord    the     Mem- 
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bar  for  Paddington  of  giving  a 
publican  24  years'  purchase,  you  get 
a  total  sum  for  Sunderland  of  £240,000. 
Assume  that  we  should  agree  to  extin- 
guish half  of  the  public  houses  of 
Sunderland,  we  should  have  to  find  a 
sum  of  nearly  £120,000.  How  much 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  us 
to  perform  this  magnificent  operation 
with?  If  ever  we  get  the  money,  I 
have  ascertained  that  it  will  amount  to 
£1,233  per  annum,  so  that  the  people  of 
Sunderland  would  have  to  wait  100 
years  before  they  could  get  rid  of  one- 
half  of  the  public  houses  of  Sunderland. 
So  inadequate  is  the  Bill  that  I  do  not 
believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ever 
propoaed  it  for  the  purpose  of  passing  it 
into  law.  I  believe  it  has  been  sent  out 
as  a  sort  of  pilot  vessel  to  ascertain  the 
state  of  the  weather.  Finding  a  dark 
sky  and  a  rough  sea,  the  sooner  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gets  his  small 
vessel  into  harbour  again  the  better  it 
will  be  for  him  and  hi6  Government. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Borrow  seemed  to 
think  there  were  valuable  clauses  in  the 
Bill  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  valuable 
clause  in  it.  I  think  the  principle  of 
subventions  to  County  Councils  is  so 
vicious  in  itself  as  to  make  the  grant  an 
evil,  rather  than  a  good,  thing.  But 
who  says  that  the  County  Councils  want 
grants  t  Why,  the  mining  county  of 
Durham  to  which  I  belong  is  so  favour- 
ably circumstanced  that  we  have  not  a 
county  rale  at  all.  Owing  to  the  money 
we  have  borrowed,  we  have  only  a  small 
police  rate  of  2d.  Or  take  Hampshire, 
an  agricultural  county.  The  County 
Council  there  is  so  rich  with  subventions 
that  they  do  not  propose  to  have  any  rate 
this  year — simply  a  small  police  rate  of 
l£d.  in  the  £1.  I  am  opposed  to  sub- 
ventions outof  public  money,  which,  in  my 
opinion,  are  used  for  the  purpose  of  un- 
fairly relieving  property  in  counties  of 
charges.  It  is  said  that  the  clause 
relating  to  police  superannuation  is  an 
important  matter.  It  may  be  as  regards 
the  counties;  but  as  regards  the  boroughs 
we  do  not  want  this  money,  and  we  are 
competent  and  ready  to  take  care  of  our- 
selves. The  Bill  is  said  to  contain  a 
proposal  for  suspending  the  granting  of 
further  licences.  Does  it?  Does  it  contain 
anything  more  than  we  have  at  present  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  is 
going  to  bring  in  a  Bill  providing  that 


no  new  licences  are  to  be  granted  other 
than  for  removals,  or  transfers,  except  in 
the  case  of  hotels,  refreshment  houses, 
and  so  on.  But  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  he  tell  me  of  a  single 
place  in  the  country  where  this  is  not 
practically  the  law  at  the  present 
moment?  For  several  yoars  in  the 
borough  of  Sunderland  no  new  licences 
have  been  granted.  The  voice  of 
the  people  of  Sunderland  has  been 
so  dead  against  the  multiplication  of 
licences  that  the  Magistrates  have 
been  glad  to  adopt  this  course.  In  fact, 
I  do  not  know  a  town  or  country  dis- 
trict in  which  for  several  years  past  it 
has  been  the  habit  to  grant  new  licences 
unless  in  the  exceptional  cases  that  have 
been  referred  to.  But  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  as  much  about  the 
North  of  England  as  he  does  about 
London,  he  would  understand  how  this 
proposal  makes  the  Bill  offensive  in  my 
eyes.  He  tells  us  that  no  new  licences 
are  to  be  granted  except  by  way*  of 
removal  or  transfer ;  but  I  say  that  this 
is  the  worst?  of  the  operations  that  have 
been  taking  place.  L?t  mo  put  the  case 
of  a  district  in  a  town  from  which  the 
inhabitants  have  removed.  The  public 
houses  in  that  district  have  little  or  no 
trade  left.  What  has  the  brewer  done  ? 
He  has  built  new  houses  in  the  pro- 
gressive parts  of  the  town,  and  has 
persuaded  the  Magistrates  to  give  up  the 
useless  licences  and  transfer  them  to 
other  houses  in  the  new  and  improving 
localities.  This  is  one  of  the  most 
mischievous  things  that  could  take  place, 
and  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  makes 
in  his  Bill  the  very  exemption  that  will 
allow  it  to  be  done.  He  would  permit, 
by  the  proposed  transfer,  the  creation  of 
big  houses  in  lieu  of  the  small  ones,  and 
thus  make  a  large  compensation  necessary 
instead  of  a  low  one.  Therefore  I  say 
that  in  so  far  as  this  Bill  provides  for  the 
suspension  of  the  granting  of  new 
licences,  that  is  already  practically 
secured,  and  that  in  so  far  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  desires  to  exempt 
removals,  he  is  perpetuating  one  of  the 
great  evils  which  the  Bill  ought 
to  remedy.  In  my  judgment,  the 
restrictive  clauses  of  the  Bill  are  a 
sham.  They  are  like  most  of  the  pro- 
posals I  have  heard  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  since  I  have  sat  opposite 
them.      They    bring    in,    with  a  good 
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deal  of  flourish,  Bills  which  they  put 
before  the  country  as  the  means  of  doing 
great  things ;  but  when  we  come  to  ex- 
amine them  they  are  really  very  little. 
Let  me  illustrate  this  remark.  They 
brought  in  an  Allotment  Bill  which  was 
to  do  no  end  of  good;  but  what  has 
become  of  it  ?  They  have  had  to  bring 
it.  back,  and  now  propose  to  amend  it,  as 
it  was  of  no  use.  Then  they  brought  in 
a  Tithes  Bill,  which  was  regarded  as  a 
great  measure ;  but  it  was  so  unsatis- 
factory that  it  was  not  passed  into  law, 
and  haying  been  driven  out  of  Parlia- 
ment last  year,  they  bring  it  forward 
again  in  a  new  form  this  year.  Then 
they  brought  in  a  Bill  for  the  creation  of 
County  Councils;  and  wherever  one  goes 
the  Conservatives  say,  "  Oh ;  you  must, 
at  least,  admit  that  the  Conservative 
Government  brought  in  the  County 
Councils  Bill,  and  that  that  is  a  great 
matter."  Well,  Sir,  I  know  it  is  not  very 
popular  to  say  so,  but  I  think  the  County 
Councils  Act  is  one  of  the  hughest 
shams  ever  passed  through  Parliament 
and  palmed  off  on  a  confining  public. 
The  County  Councils  are  great  bodies, 
but  they  have  very  little  to  do.  They 
meet  four  times  a  year  as  a  rule,  but 
when*  they  do  meet  they  soon  separate, 
because  of  the  small  amount  of  work 
that  is  put  into  their  hands.  The 
County  Councils  Act,  when  supple- 
mented by  a  Liberal  Government,  may 
become  a  great  measure ;  but,  at  the 
present  moment,  it  is  a  fair  illustration 
of  what  I  call  sham  legislation.  Well, 
then,  let  me  ask,  is  it  not  the  same  with 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill?  They  bring  in 
a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  settling  the 
Irish  land  question.  [An hon.  Member: 
Order!]  I  have  simply  used  the  Land 
Bill  as  an  illustration  to  force  my  point 
home  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I 
am  glad  it  has  succeeded.  They  bring 
in  an  Irish  Land  Bill,  and  they  propose 
to  settle  that  question  with  one  quarter 
of  the  money  that  will  be  necessary  to 
settle  it.  Their  Licensing  and  Suspen- 
sory Bill  is  of  the  same  character.  It 
pretends  to  do  what  is  being  already 
done,  and  it  refrains  from  doing  what- 
ever of  a  valuable  nature  it  might 
do.  The  mere  fact  that  a  Suspensory 
clause  is  in  the  Bill  is  not  sufficient  to 
induce  me,  notwithstanding  my  objec- 
tion to  compensation,  to  vote  for  the 
Second  Beading  of  the  Bill.  I  conclude 
Mr.  Storey 


that  this  Bill  is  in  its  financial  aspect 
unnecessary,  and  inadequate,  and  that  it 
is,  therefore,  my  bounden  duty  to  give  it 
my  continuous  opposition,  because  it 
takes  money  from  the  wrong  people, 
and  gives  it  to  the  wrong  people, 
and  because  it  introduces  by  a  side- 
wind an  unjust  and  novel  principle, 
which,  if  effect  be  given  to  it,  will  at  one 
stroke  of  the  pen  add  £200,000,000  to 
the  liabilities  of  the  nation.  I  beg  to 
second  the  Amendment. 

(7.22.)  Sib  R.  LETHBREDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  :  Before  I  proceed  to  follow 
the  general  remarks  contained  in  the  two 
speeches  to  which  I  have  just  listened  in 
support  of  the  Amendment,  I  desire  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Newcastle.  I 
am  sorry  to  see  that  he  has  just  left  the 
House ;  but  I  have  no  doubt  the  appeal  I 
venture  to  make  will  be  conveyed  to 
him.  I  have  been  requested  by  one  of 
my  constituents,  a  most  respectable 
licensed  victualler,  who  lives  in  the  con- 
stituency I  have  the  honour  to  represent, 
to  bring  to  the  remembrance  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  most  solemn  and 
explicit  pledge  which  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  gave  to  him  at  the  time  he 
was  a  candidate  for  Westminster  in  the 
year  1880.  That  pledge  was  contained 
in  a  letter  written  in  answer  to  one 
addressed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
by  my  constituents  asking  what  would 
be  his  conduct  in  regard  to  a  Permissive 
Bill,  Local  Option,  and  similar  proposals. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whose  letter 
I  hold  in  my  hand,  after  replying  to 
some  of  the  questions  addressed  to  him, 
proceeded  thus — and  I  ask  the  House  to 
take  particular  notice  of  the  words  here 
used 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Did 
the  hon.  Member  give  notice  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  that  he  was  going  to 
quote  that  letter  ? 

Sib  R.  LETHBRIDGE:  I  am  sorry 
to  say  I  did  not  give  him  notice  ;  but  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  fact  of  my 
referring  to  this  point  will  be  brought  to 
his  attention,  and  he  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity, in  the  later  period  of  the  Debate, 
to  reply.  These  are  the  words  1  desire 
to  quote — 

"  I  may  add  that  I  should  strongly  oppose 
any  legislation  which  should  overlook  the  fact 
that  immense  capital  has  l>een  embarked  in 
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your  trade  in  the  ordinary  expectation  that 
the  trade  would  not  be  interfered  with." 

That  letter  was  written  to  Mr.  D. 
Gupwell,  of  the  Talbot  Hotel,  Clarendon 
Road,  North  Kensington,  and  was  dated 
February  10,  1880.  That  gentleman 
entirely  accepted  the  solemn  pledge 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  do 
not  know  how  he  voted ;  but  he 
spoke  and  acted  at  the  time  in  a 
manner  friendly  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  am  aware  that  since  the  time 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
that  pledge  a  good  deal  of  somewhat 
intemperate  language  has  been  used  all 
oyer  the  country  by  a  portion,  and  I 
believe  only  a  section,  of  the  Temperance 
Party.  I  may  say  here  that  I  regard 
myself,  although  a  very  humble  Member 
of  the  Conservative  Party,  as  a  Member 
of  the  Temperance  Party,  and  a  sup- 
porter of  the  views  of  that  portion  of  the 
Temperance  Party  which  is  temperate 
in  its  wishes,  its  language,  and  its  expecta- 
tions, namely,  the  Church  of  England 
Temperance  Association,  whose  views  I 
believe  will  ultimately  be  successful  in 
this  country.  I  have  myself  received 
very  strong  representations  of  various 
kinds  from  those  who  are  opposed  to  the 
Bill,  and  who  are  at  the  same  time  sup- 
porters of  a  temperance  movement.  I 
may  say  that  some  of  those  gentlemen 
threaten  me  with  all  sorts  of  dreadful 
consequencesfor  my  action  in  this  matter; 
but  not  one  of  them  has  ever  yet  voted 
for  me,  or  is  likely  to  vote  for  me  in  the 
future,  nor  for  that  matter  for  any  person 
belonging  to  the  Party  with  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  be  connected.  I  have 
mentioned  the  fact  of  my  belonging  to 
one  section  of  the  Temperance  Parly, 
which  is  the  section  that  I  regard  as 
temperate  in  its  wishes  and  expectations. 
We  have  been  told  that  when  the 
Temperance  Brigade  were  out  on  parade 
there  was  not  a  single  sober  man  in 
Ballyhooly ;  and  I  venture  to  think  that 
intemperance  of  speech  on  this  subject 
is  not  altogether  confined  to  the  Sister 
Island.  Since  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  have  seen  the  light  an 
attempt  has  been  made  by  a  section  of 
the  Temperance  Party  to  make  the 
question  of  what  may  be  called  per- 
missive compensation  a  sort  of  principle 
of  the  whole  Temperance  Party.  It  has 
been  pressed  upon  the  view  of  the  public 
that  a  man  cannot  properly  be  said  to  be 


an  advocate  of  temperance  unless  he  op- 
poses everything  in  the  form  of  payment 
for  the  extinction  of  licences.  If  this 
were  so,  it  would  seem  that  the  object 
of  the  temperance  movement  was 
not  the  extinction  of  drunken- 
ness, or  the  suppression  of  those 
crimes  that  spring  from  drunkenness, 
but  hostility  to  the  persons  who  are 
engaged  in  the  Licensed  Victuallers'  trade. 
It  seems  to  me  that  an  attempt  is  being 
made  to  transfer  to  the  licensed  victuallers 
that  hostility  which  I  venture  to  think 
would  far  better  be  shown  against  the 
trade  itself  and  the  abuse  of  the  trade. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  the  trade  of  the 
licensed  victualler  has  been  always 
recognised  by  law.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  showed" 
clearly  that  in  regard  to  taxation  a 
certain  amount  of  interest  in  this  trade 
has  been  recognised  by  law.  In  regard 
both  to  the  Probate  Duties  and  to  other 
taxation,  the  taxes  have  been  levied  on  the 
value  of  the  licensed  premises  regarded 
not  merely  as  houses  but  as  houses 
possessing  licences.  I  confess  that  I 
should  be  ashamed  to  be  associated  with 
any  friends  of  temperance  legislation 
who  would  insist  on  attacking  the  pro- 
perty of  those  engaged  in  the  traffic 
rather  than  the  abuses  .of  the  traffic.  I 
agree  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  possibly  be.  well  advised  in 
introducing  some  alterations  in  Com- 
mittee to  meet  the  objections  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  with  regard  to  the 
possibility  of  speculations  in  licences.  I 
entirely  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  that  anything  like  an  encourage- 
ment to  speculators  in  licences  should,  if 
possible,  be  prevented.  But  clearly  such 
a  matter  as  this  is  one  for  Committee, 
and  ought  not  to  enter  into  the  discussion 
at  this  stage.  Admitting  that  the  abuse 
of  the  drink  traffic  is  sinful,  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Storey)  that  the  traffic  itself  is  really 
very  necessary  for  the  comfort  of  many 
of  us.  Even  if  we  grant,  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  that  the  traffic  itself  is  sinful, 
surely  that  is  not  any  reason  why  the 
Legislature  should  act  unjustly  to 
those  who  are  engaged  in  it.  Many 
hon.  Members  will  have  in  their  minds 
the  old  maxim  of  John  Wesley,  to 
the  effect  that  while  you  hate  and  attack 
the  sin  you  should  love  the  sinner.     I 
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want  to  ask  the  House  whether,  if  we 
assume  that  the  object  of  the  temper- 
ance movement  is  to  restrain  intemper- 
ance, and  not  to  punish  publicans,  that 
object  will  not  be  greatly  assisted  by  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  in  this  Bill. 
It  is  perfectly  obvious  that  the  effect  of 
this  Bill  will  be  in  a  way  to  grease  the 
wheels,  if  I  may  use  a  familiar  term,  of 
the  temperance  movement.     For  a  long 
time  past  the  strongest  opposition  to  the 
temperance  movement  has  undoubtedly 
been  aroused  by  tho  fact  that  very  great 
personal  suffering  and  personal  loss  must 
accrue  from  any  large  extinction  of  exist- 
ing licences.     If  we  can  obtain  the  great 
boon  of  extinction  of  a  number  of  un- 
necessary,    and,     therefore,     pernicious 
licences,  is  it  not  well  we  should  do  so, 
provided  we  can  do  it  by  fair,  honour- 
able, and  honest  means?      This  brings 
me  to  th3  one  question  which  I,  as  a 
temperance  advocate,  think  this  House 
should  consider  with  regard  to  these  pro- 
posals of  the  Government,  and  that  is 
whether,  allowing  that  they  will  put  an 
end  tj  a  great  deal  of  opportunity  for 
drunkenness,  they  are  in  themselves  such 
as  we  can  approve,  as  moral,  expedient, 
and   non -injurious   to  the   taxpayers  of 
this  country?    The  method  proposed  by 
the  Government  for  obtaining  a  fund 
with  which  to  purchase  the  extinction  of 
^licences  aimed  at  under  this  Bill  seems 
to  answer  this  question  in  the  affirmative. 
Who  are  to  provide  the  funds?      The 
licensed    victuallers    themselves.      The 
liquor  traffic  is  to  be  taxed  in  order  to 
obtain  the  means  of  extinguishing  the 
most    injurious  portion    of    the    trade. 
Therefore,  no  taxpayer  will  be  one  penny 
the  worse  for  this  proposal.     No  one  can 
doubt  that,  under  the  operation  of  this 
Bill,   a  large   number  of    licences  will 
become  extinct,  and  that  at  once  marks 
the   proposal  as  being  desirable  in  the 
cause  of  temperance  and  morality.     I  am 
frae  to  admit  that  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  are  also  expedient  from  the 
point  of  view   of  the   publicans  them- 
selves.    It  is  quite  true  that  the  extinc- 
tion of  some   of  these   more   injurious 
licences  will  possibly  enhance  the  value 
of  those  which  remain.      Therefore,  the 
trade  itself  will  endure  the  imposition 
of   the  tax   necessary  for  the    purpose 
of  extinguishing    the    licences.     I  say, 
then,  that  these  proposals  have  this  very 
great    advantage,  that,  whilst  they  are 
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compatible   with  national  honesty  and 
morality  and  injure  no  class,  they  will 
benefit  all.     I  have  already  given  reasons 
for    regarding    the    proposals     of    the 
Government  as  entirely  compatible  with 
morality.      If  the  Government  had  not 
proposed  to  pay  for  the  'extinction  of 
these  licences,  it  is  clear  that  they  would 
have  been  taking  away — I  will  not  say  a 
vested  interest,  because  it  is  clear  that 
the  interest  exists  for  a  twelve-month ; 
but,  at  any  rate,  an  interest   that  has 
been  recognised  by  the  law  of  the  country 
for  many  years,  and  which  is  practically 
recognised  and  understood  by  everyone, 
and  especially  by  the  trade  itself  in  its 
purchases.      Therefore,   I   say  that  the 
proposals  of  the  Government,  while  they 
are  expedient  and  will  promote  the  cause 
of  temperance,  are  also  compatible  with 
the  interests  of  morality.     I  shall  accord- 
ingly support  the  Bill  most  readily,  and 
I    do    hope    that  there  will   be   found 
amongst  those  on  the  opposite  side  who, 
like   myself,  are  moderate  advocates  of 
temperance,  many  who  will  come  over 
and    help    the    Government  with   this 
most  important  measure. 
*(7.41.)  Mr.  WAYMAN  (York,  W.R., 
Elland)  :  If  ever  there  are  times  when 
constituencies  require  to  be  represented 
by  the  voices  of  their  Members  as  well 
as   by  their  votes,  I  think  this   is  un- 
questionably one  of  them.     I  have  never, 
during  the  time  I  have  Bat  in  this  House, 
received  so  many  letters  on  any  subject  as 
I  have  received  on  the  subject  now  under 
discussion,  and  all  those  letters  are  most 
strongly  antagonistic    to  the  proposals 
of  the  Government  on  the  question  before 
the  House.  Two  years  ago  it  was  brought 
home  to  the  Government  that  the  com- 
pensation    proposals     in    the    licensing 
scheme    of  the  Local  Government  Bill 
were  proposals  which  the  country  was 
strongly    averse    to,  and   I    think   the 
Government  showed  great  prudence  in 
retreating    before  the  storm  they  had 
provoked.        However,   there    was    no 
good  reason  why  they  should  have  re- 
treated from  the  whole  of  their  licensing 
scheme.     No  doubt  there  was  much  ia 
the  whole  licensing  scheme  which  might 
have  been  adopted  with  advantage  and 
satisfaction  to  the  country.     The  hon. 
Member    for   Barrow  laid  the   country 
under  obligation  by  his  opposition  to  the 
licensing  scheme  of  the  Government  two 
or  three  years  ago ;  but  he  would  have 


757     Local  Taxation  (Customs     {Mat  12,  1890}       and  Excise)  Duties  Bill.     758 


laid  it  under  a  deeper  obligation  still  if  he 
had  succeeded  in  inducing  the  Government 
to  confer  power  on  the  County  Councils 
to  close  public  houses  on  Sundays,  or 
in  compelling  them  to  give  way  to 
those  who  would  have  done  so.  The 
Government,  however,  do  not  seem  to 
have  learned  much  from  theirp&st  experi- 
ence, or  they  would  not  have  made  such 
proposals  as  those  now  under  discussion. 
There  was,  two  years  ago,  some  excuse 
for  them,  because  at  that  time  a  wide- 
spread feeling  prevailed  to  the  effect 
that  there  was  a  kind  of  freehold  in 
licences,  and  the  Solicitor  General  very 
firmly  expressed  an  opinion  to  that 
effect.  That  opinion,  I  am  quite  aware, 
was  roughly  handled  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dumfries ;  but  it 
was  quite  open  to  the  Government 
to  consider  that  the  opinion  of  their 
Solicitor  General  was  at  least  worth 
as  much  as  that  of  the  Member  for 
Dumfries.  Since  then,  however,  the 
Queens'  Bench  Division  and  tho  Appeal 
Court  have  upheld  the  opinion  expressed 
by  the  Member  for  Dumfries,  and  have 
knocked  into  a  cocked  hat  the  opinion 
of  the  Solicitor  General.  1  do  not  doubt 
that  the  Government  are  perfectly 
sensible  of  the  evils  which  result  to 
this  country  from  excessive  drinking. 
I  do  not  doubt  either  that  they  desire 
that  the  temptations  to  drink  shall 
be  sensibly  reduced.  I  believe,  as  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  told  us  to-night,  that  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  are  good ;  but 
we  are  told  that  a  certain  place,  which  I 
need  not  describe,  is  paved  with  good  in- 
tentions. We  want  something  more  than 
good  intentions.  We  want  the  Govern- 
ment to  act  with  some  degree  of  common 
sense,  and  with  some  perception  of  the 
feeling  of  the  nation.  There  is  nothing 
in  the  Bill  which  will  compel  a  man  to 
sell  his  licence,  and  a  publican  will 
refuse  to  do  so  except  on  terms 
which  will  yield  him  as  great  advan- 
tages as  would  the  retention  of  his 
licence.  I  cannot  see  that  the  measure 
will  be  of  much  advantage  in  pro- 
moting the  cause  of  temperance, 
which  the  Government  profess  to  have 
so  much  at  heart.  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  country  will  agree  to  leave  things 
as  they  are,  or  to  pay  a  most  exorbitant 
price  for  the  purchase  of  licences.  The 
Government  are  impaled  on  one  or  other 


of  the  two  horns  of  a  dilemma.  Either 
they  must  give  a  licence-holder  all  he  may 
demand  for  it,  or  they  must  leave  it 
where  it  is.  They  have  made  up 
their  mind  that  the  drinking  habits 
of  the  people  shall  be  seriously  con- 
sidered, but  no  remedy  can  be  successful 
unless  it  is  applied  in  a  most  drastic 
manner,  and  certainly  very  different 
from  what  is  the  case  in  this  JBill.  I 
was  very  pleased  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  say  that  if  the 
Government  were  to  accept  the  com- 
promise proposed  by  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land Temperance  Society  he  would  not  op- 
pose that  compromise.  It  is  practically 
carrying  out  a  proposal  made  in  this 
House,  20  years  ago,  by  Lord  Aberdare, 
and  it  has  also  been  made  recently  in 
the  Times  by  Sir  Thomas  Fairer,  and  I 
believe  such  a  compromise  would  be  per- 
fectly reasonable.  There  has,  no  doubt, 
been  a  notion  that  licence  holders  should 
not  be  disturbed  in  the  possession  of 
these  licences  so  long  as  they  hold  them 
without  reproach.  In  these  circumstances 
we  feel  that  whenever  the  question  is 
settled  it  must  be  settled  by  some  kind 
of  compromise;  and  that  to  which  I 
refer  is  a  kind  of  compromise  to  which 
the  House  might  safely  commit  itself. 
We  have  been  told  by  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  intend  that  all  the 
powers  which  are  now  possessed  by 
Licensing  Justices  shall  be  reserved. 
These  include  the  power  both 
of  granting  and  of  refusing  licences. 
By  this  arrangement  we  should  have 
Licensing  Justices  doing  one  thing  and 
the  County  Councils  doing  another. 
There  would  be  a  most  ridiculous  con- 
flict of  authority,  and  confusion  and  dis- 
pleasure would  reign  as  between  one 
authority  and  the  other.  I  have  great 
pleasure  in  supporting  the  Amendment, 
and  in  expressing  my  obligations  to  tbe 
Member  for  Barrow  for  the  able,  com- 
prehensive, and  masterly  manner  in 
which  he  has  laid  it  before  the  House. 

*(7.52.)  Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants, 
Basingstoke)  :  It  is  said,  "  Why  give 
the  powers  proposed  in  this  Bill,  as  the 
Justices  already  have  power  to  refuse 
licences  ? "  Well,  that  may  possibly  be 
the  law.  It  is  disputed,  but  sup- 
posing that  it  is  the  law,  I  should 
like  to  know  what  Licensing  Justices 
take  advantage  of  it?  Speaking  for 
myself,   and  those  Justices  with  whom 
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I  serve,  we  feel  the  greatest  difficulty  in 
refusing  the  licence  of  a  public  house 
when  it  is  well  conducted  and  nothing 
is  brought  against  it,  although  there  is 
not  the  slightest  doubt  that  in  many 
villages  there  is  a  surplusage  of  public 
houses.  I  know  a  village  in  which  there 
are  three  public  houses,  although  two 
would  be  sufficient,  and  although  we 
might  possibly  have  power  to  suppress 
one,  where  all  are  equally  well  con- 
ducted it  would  be  very  unfair 
to  single  one  out  for  destruction 
in  preference  to  either  of  the  others. 
Some  years  ago  a  public  house  in  a  small 
village  was  put  up  for  sale,  and  it 
appeared  to  me  that,  as* it  was  not 
wanted,  it  would  be  a  good  thing  for  the 
community  if  it  were  bought  up  and 
the  licence  extinguished.  The  value  of 
the  house  was  intrinsically  £400,  and 
when  it  was  put  up  to  auction, 
with  the  licence,  it  sold  for  £1,500.  I 
could  not  afford  to  give  so  much,  as  it 
would  have  meant  a  loss  of  £1,100. 
The  money  was  not  subscribed  by  tem- 
perance friends;  but  under  this  Bill 
there  would  be  a  power  of  getting  the 
money  from  the  publicans  themselves  if 
it  were  desired  to  abolish  such  licences.  I 
think  the  free-and-easy  way  in  which 
transfers  are  often  effected  is  a  great 
evil,  and  I  should  like  to  see  some  change 
made  in  this  direction.  I  disagree  with 
the  theory  that  large  owners  ought  not 
to  be  compensated,  because,  in  my 
opinion,  simple  justice  requires  that,  if 
we  are  going  to  compensate  one  man,  we 
should  compensate  all.  I  am  not  inte- 
rested in  any  kind  of  brewers,  but  I 
recognise  that  theirs  is  a  legitimate  trade. 
There  are  a  good  many  most  honourable 
men  who  are  brewers,  and  I  think  it  a 
great  shame  to  throw  their  trade  in  their 
teeth,  and  to  say  that  because  they  are 
brewers  they  must  be  bad  men.  The 
.brewing  trade,  to  a  certain  extent,  is  a 
necessity,  especially  in  England.  Beer 
is  a  very  good  and  harmless  thing,  if 
taken  in  moderation,  and  as  we  know 
it  cannot  be  got  without  the  brewer, 
I  think  it  is  hard  to  abuse  the 
brewers.  I  feel  very  much  indebted 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
for  having  introduced  the  clauses  with 
regard  to  the  superannuation  of  the 
police.  In  the  county  I  represent,  the 
Superannuation  Fundisgettingexhausted, 
that  fund  having  been  started  when  the 
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police  first  came  into  existence,  about  50 
years  ago.  At  first  all  went  well,  owing 
to  the  subscriptions  of  the  men,  who 
were  all  young,  but  after  20  or  25  years, 
the  police  began  to  draw  largely  on  the 
fund,  and  it  was  found  too  small  to  pay 
the  pensions.  The  consequence  is  that 
every  year  it  is  necessary  to  sell  out  a 
certain  amount  of  stock.  If  it  were  not 
that  we  have  funded  property,  we 
should  be  unable  to  bear  the  strain,  and 
I  believe  that  many  other  counties  are 
similarly  situated.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what  we 
are  to  do  with  this  money  when  we  get  it  t 
In  aid  of  police  superannuation  we  are 
to  get  £150,000,  roughly  speaking, 
£3,000  for  each  county.  That  would  be 
amply  sufficient  for  our  county ;  but  are 
we  to  understand  that  we  are  to  have 
£3,000,  comparatively  speaking,  every 
year? 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschbk,  St  George's 
Hanover  Square) :  It  will  be  an  annual 
grant. 

•Mb.  JEFFREYS:  Then  I  think  we 
ought  to  congratulate  ourselves  still  more. 
With  the  aid  of  the  grant  we  shall  be 
able  to  put  our  Superannuation  Fund  in  a 
thoroughly  good  state,  and  we  shall  get 
a  better  class  of  men,  because  they  will 
know  that  their  pensions  are  safe.  I 
suppose  the  money  will  be  alloted  to  the 
counties  according  to  their  number  of 
police ;  indeed,  I  do  not  see  any  other 
fair  way  of  allocating  it.  It  certainly 
would  be  rather  unfair  that  the  counties 
which  have  managed  their  finance  badly 
should  receive  as  muoh  as  those  counties 
which  have  managed  their  finance  well. 
But  the  distribution  of  this  grant,  and 
also  of  the  grants  in  respect  of  licensing 
and  county  finance  is  a  mere  matter  of 
detail,  which  may  be  safely  left  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Certainly, 
all  county  Members  ought  to  unite  in 
thanking  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
having  given  us  the  money,  which  will  be 
a  very  great  relief  to  our  local  burdens. 
(8.30.)  Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Lanark, 
Govan)  :  I  rise  to  address  the  House  as 
a  Scotch  Member  on  this  question  of 
compensation  to  publicans,  on  which 
Scotcm  people  are  much  interested ;  and 
I  should  fail  in  my  duty  if  I  did  not 
declare  that  all  classes  of  the  Temperance 
Party,  and,  in  a  large  measure,  non- 
temperance  parties,  are  opposed  to  any 
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proposal  of  compensation   on  the   lines 
laid  down   in  the  Bill.      I  speak  in  no 
spirit  of  ill-feeling  towards   the   trade, 
although,    personally,  I  have    been    an 
abstainer  for  many  long  years.     I  do  not 
now  speak  so  much  as  an  abstainer  as  on 
behalf  of  my  countrymen  generally,  the 
great  majority  of  whom  I  am  persuaded 
are  opposed  to  these  clauses.     I  do  not 
object  to  be  twitted  as  a  fanatic,  because, 
on  principle,  I  am  and  have  long  been  an 
abstainer.     I  have  been  impelled  to  this 
course  as  the   result  of  long  connection 
with  the  working  classes,  whom  I  have 
sought  to  influence  by  example.      Often 
and  often  have  I  been  told  by  workmen 
that  it  has  been  a  temptation  well  nigh  im- 
possible to  resist  to  pass  the  many  public 
houses  on  their  way  home  on  pay  day. 
My  own  experience  as  an  employer  of 
labour  in  Oovan  is  that  it  is  with  the 
intention  of  tempting  workmen  that  public 
housesare  established.  Three  public  houses 
were  planted  down  at  Govan;  and  my 
conviction  has  been  increased  that  these 
licences   tend  to  demoralise    the    com- 
munity     among    whom     they      exist. 
With     every    word     of    the    Amend- 
ment    I     cordially     concur;     and      I 
hope  the  House  which  has  listened  to 
the  exposition  of  the  nature  of  this  Bill, 
and  the  very  damaging  statistics  my  hon. 
Friend  has  brought  to  bear  against  the 
Government  proposal,  will  show  by  its 
vote  that    it   has    no    sympathy  with 
the  idea    of    public      compensation    to 
publicans.       The    licensing  system     in 
Scotland    is    somewhat    different    from 
that    in  England.      In  Scotland  we  do 
not  license  houses,  but  individuals,   and 
hence  it  is  that,  though  sometimes  large 
sums  are  paid  for  a  licence,  they  do  not 
rise  to  the  amount  paid  in  England.     In 
England  I  find  you  not  only  pay  for  the 
individual  right  to  a  licence,  but  you  pay 
for  the  freehold  right  so  far  as  the  pro- 
perty is  concerned.    In  Scotland,  as  a 
Justice  of  the  Peace,  it  has  often  struck 
me  with  surprise  to  find  how  large  a  sum 
of  money  passes  on  the  transfer  of  a 
licence,   which  might,  in  the  ordinary 
course,  be  refused  without  even   cause 
shown.     But  the   transfer  is  taken  for 
granted.     I    have    known   as  much  as 
£2,000    passing    on    the    transfer.     In 
England  it  is  somewhat  different,  and  I 
should  say  that  any  one  who  pays  for  a 
licence  and  buys  the  right  to  sell  liquor 
does  a  very  risky  business.     There  is  a  ! 


common  idea  abroad  that  the  Licensing 
Authorities,  in  granting  a  licence,  are 
supposed  to  confer  a  blessing  on  the 
community.     At  all  events,  I  know  that 
in  Scotland  the  one  thing  for  the  Justices 
to  consider  is  whether  the  licence  will  be 
for  the  public  weal,  and  if  it  is  not,  then 
the    licence     should     not   be    granted. 
But   a   system    has    got  into    practice 
by  which  the  Justices  are  beset  by  the 
landlord,  the  individual  who  wants  the 
licence,  and  their  friends  to  induce  the 
Justices   to    grant  a  privilege    to    the 
individual  to  which  he  has  no  right  or 
title,  and  yet  people   have  got  it  into 
their  heads    that    in'  the  event  of  the 
public  weal  demanding  that  a  licence 
should  be    taken    away,    compensation 
must  be    given    to  the  individual.     I 
dispute  the  principle  on  which  compensa- 
tion for  the  non-renewal  of  licences  is 
advocated,  and  contend  that  as  Magis- 
trates have  the  power  to  grant  a  licence 
for  the  public  weal,  without  the  slightest 
reference     to    compensation     for    non- 
renewal, so    they    have  the  power    to 
withdraw  or    refuse  the  licence  if  the 
public  interest  requires  it.     I  hold  that 
the  value  and  goodwill  of  a  licence  are 
entirely  in  the  discretion  or  power  of  the 
Licensing  Authority.     The  Chancellor  of 
the   Exchequer  has  stated  that  there  is 
no  desire  by  this  measure  to  take  away 
the  power  of  the  Magistrates  to  refuse 
licences  without  compensation,  and  yet  he 
would     give     County     Councils — quite 
another  authority,  and  not  the  Licensing 
Authority — power  to    buy  up  licences. 
Why,  there  are  no  Magistrates  anywhere 
who  would  put  themselves  in  the  in- 
vidious position  of  taking  away  a  licence 
when  the    Government    have    actually 
provided     the    County    Councils     with 
money  to  buy  it.     I  urge,  further,  that 
the  sum  of  £50,000  to  be  given  to  the 
County  Councils  of  Scotland  under  the 
Bill  is  an  absurdly  inadequate  amount. 
It  is    scarcely    sufficient    to  touch   the 
fringe  of  the  question.     The  amount  is  at 
the  rate  of  £1,600  per  county,  while  in 
Lanarkshire  alone  there  are  5,000  public 
houses,   and  in  Glasgow  between  1,700 
and  1,800.     I  am  sure  if  the  Chancellor 
of  the   Exchequer  would  look  the  thing 
in  the  face,  he  would  see  the  futility  of 
going    to     the    country    with    such    a 
proposal,  putting  an  extra  sixpence  on 
the  Spirit  Duty,  and  coupling  with  it  the 
sop  of  superannuation  for  the  police,  and 
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tion  about  the  keeping  of  a  public  house, 
perhaps  because  the  work  is  not  hard 
and  the  profits  are  large.     People  acquire 
a  licence  simply  for  enriching  themselves, 
and  in  no  degree  in  the  interest  of  the 
community.      I  was    struck    with   one 
observation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.    Ritchie).       He    told    temperance 
advocates  that  the  time  was  not  ripe  for 
a  local  veto,  but  if  he  were  in  his  place 
now  I  could  assure  him  that  the  people 
of   Scotland  are   perfectly  ready  for  a 
local  veto.     We  have  taken  a  plebiscite 
over  large  cities  and  towns,  with  the 
result  that  five  to  one  of  the  people  who 
are  taxpayers  are  in  favour  of  a  local 
veto  being  put  into  the  hands  of  the 
people    themselves,  and  of    this  I  am 
quite   sure,   that    what    would    be    in- 
vidious   on    the    part  of    Justices  and 
Magistrates   in  boroughs  would  not  be 
invidious   on   the   part    of    the   people 
themselves,   who  would    declare    what 
licences  should    be   granted    and  what 
withheld.     I  hope  that  when  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    again    considers    this 
question  ho  will  eliminate  from  his  view 
any  idea  that  Scotland,  at  any  rate,  is 
not    ripe     for    snch    legislation.      The 
majority  of  Scotch  Members  are  pledged 
up  to  the  hilt  for  a  local  veto,  and  I  hope 
they  will  remember  their  pledges  to  their 
constituents.     1  feel  satisfied  they  will 
do    so,  and    will    not  vote    in    favour 
of  a  proposal  which  is  opposed  to  the 
right  of  the  people  to  protect  themselves 
against  the  planting  of  public  houses  in 
their  midst.     I  may  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  so  far  as  Scotland  is 
concerned  the  "heather  is  on  fire"  on 
this  subject.     I    speak  for  the    united 
Temperance  Party,  the  Good  Templars, 
the    Scotch    Temperance    League,    the 
Scotch  Permissive  Bill  Association,  and 
many  other  temperance  organisations  in 
the  country,  and  on  their  behalf  I  pro- 
test against  anything  being  done  in  the 
manner  proposed  in  this  Bill  to  entail  a 
burden  on  the  people  for  the  compensa- 
tion of  publicans,  a  principle  which,  in 
the  general  interest,  should  be  condemned 
by  the  House  of  Commons. 
•(8.55.)      Me.     MARK     STEWART 
(Kirkcudbright) :   I  am  quite  sure  that 
everyone  who  has  heard  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
will  give  him  every  credit  for  enthusiasm 
in  the  cause  of  temperance  he  so  ably 
advocates.     But  there  are  others  who, 


the  assistance  to  education.     Why,  Scot- 
land   would    rather    forego  both   these 
advantages  than    be    saddled  with    the 
monstrous  iniquity  of    having    to  pay 
compensation  for  licences  they  want  to 
do  away  with.     Only  last  year  in  Govan 
the  Justices  had  before  them  an  appli- 
cation from    a    licensee  who   had  lived 
for  a  considerable  time  in  the  borough. 
His   lease    had    run    out,  and    he  had 
quarreled  with  his  landlord,  who  claimed 
the  licence  should  be  transferred  to  him, 
while  the  licensee  insisted  upon  his  claim, 
but  very  wisely,  as  I  think,  the  Justices 
refused  the  licence  to  either  party.  They 
were  justified,  as  I  contend,  in  the  interest 
of  the  public  weal.     If  public  houses  are 
a  public  benefit,  how  is  it  that  the  in- 
fluence of  the   more  wealthy  classes  pre- 
vents the  existence  of  more  than  one 
small  public  house  within  the  residential 
districts  of  Hillside  and  Kelvinside,  near 
Glasgow?    The  whole  system  of  licen- 
sing is  one  of  gross  corruption   to  the 
community.      Wherever  public    houses 
are  thickly  planted  in  a  community  there 
crime,  immorality,  trouble,  and  misery 
increase.     Whisky  and  morality  cannot 
exist  together.     If  we  acted  rightly   we 
should  take  a  very  different  course  to  that 
proposed  in  this  Bill.     Earlier  this  even- 
ing the   right    hon.     Gentleman    (Mr. 
Ritchie)  said    in    his  benevolence  and 
wisdom,  surely  we  would  never  consent 
to    bring    ruin    upon    the    wives    and 
families  of  publicans,  but  he  had  not  a 
word  to  say  for  the  wives  and  families 
ruined    by    this    trade.     These  to  the 
families  of  publicans  are  as  100  to   1, 
and  anyone  who  knows  anything  of  the 
masses  of  the  working  classes  will  not 
let  this  tenderness  stand  in  the  way  of 
sweeping  away,  to  a  large  extent,  the 
sources  of  this  immorality,  misery,  and 
crime  that  afflict  humanity.     Publicans 
often  get  a  licence  apart  from  any  con- 
sideration of  the  welfare  of  the  district 
where  the  licence  is  to  be  used.     Some 
two  years  ago  I  was  on  the  Bench  when 
an  application  for  a  licence  was   made, 
and  one  reason  put  forward  for  it  was  that 
the  applicant  had  a  wife  and  15  children. 
The  Justices  could  not  hold  this  a  reason 
for  granting  the  licence,  and  the  man 
was  respectfully  told  that  he  must  find 
some  other  occupation   to   provide  the 
means  of  maintaining  his  family  than 
that  of  keeping  a  public  house.     With 
some  people  there  is  a  kind  of  fascina- 
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actuated  by  the  same  motives,  do  not 
take  the  same  views  as  the  hon.  Member. 
There  are  some  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  who  think  that  something  ought 
to  be  done,  and  done  immediately,  and 
who  are  not  willing  to  wait  until  a  large 
and  comprehensive  scheme  is  perfected 
and  brought  before  the  House  for  dealing 
with"  this  very  great  question  ?  Al- 
though I,  for  one,  would  rather  see  such 
a  measure  for  dealing  with  the  whole  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  yet  I  am  thankful 
that  the  Government  have  seen  fit  to 
take  up  this  question,  and  have  turned 
their  attention  to  the  extent  to  which  the 
drink  traffic  has  grown.  It  cannot  be 
denied  that  it  is  this  which  has  prompted 
the  Government  to  this  legislation. 
Knowing  well  the  difficulty  of  carrying 
a  large  measure  through  the  House  of 
Commons,  I  presume  they  thought  they 
might  still  do  something  in  the  direction 
of  diminishing  drinking  by  diminishing 
the  number  of  public  nouses,  and  hence 
the  introduction  of  this  measure.  The 
measure  divides  into  two  sections.  By 
one,  the  public  houses  are  to  be  reduced 
in  number  by  no  further  licences  being 
issued,  and  by  the  other,  and  upon  what 
we  may  call  the  "  betterment "  principle, 
the  extra  toll  levied  on  drink  is  to  be 
devoted  to  buying  up  certain  public 
houses.  It  would  have  been  matter  of 
grievance  if  the  Government  had  pro- 
posed fresh  taxation  in  order  to  buy  up 
public  houses,  but  when,  to  diminish  the 
number,  the  tax  falls  heavier  on  the 
remainder,  I  think  it  is  a  method  to 
which  we  should  not  object.  No  one 
can  doubt  for  a  moment  that  one  of  the 
greatest  evils  to  Scotland  is  the  enormous 
consumption  of  whisky.  But  you  can- 
not stop  drinking  by  Resolutions  and 
Acts  of  Parliament.  We  know  perfectly 
well  what  would  happen  if  we  attempted 
it,  and  those  of  us  who  have  travelled 
in  the  United  States  know  that  where 
State  Legislatures  havo  imposed  very 
stringent  laws  against  the  sale  of  in- 
toxicating liquors,  these  laws  have  failed 
in  effect,  and  that,  in  a  certain  time,  a 
man  could  go  to  various  shops,  and,  under 
various  names  be  furnished  with  raw 
spirits.  You  cannot  entirely  forbid  the 
drinking  of  alcoholic  liquors,  although 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  apparently 
wish  to  do  so.  Hon.  Members  ought  to 
welcome  any  means  by  which  the  number 
of  public  houses  may  be  diminished.  The 


Government  have  been  animated  by  a 
good  motive  in  this  matter ;  they  have 
told  us  that  this  question  must"  be  dealt 
with  step  by  step,  and  I  venture  to  sub- 
mit that  this  measure  will  not  be  passed 
in  vain  if  it  dees  some  good,  however 
slight ;  therefore,  temperance  advocates 
should  assist  us  in  passing  it.  Hon. 
Members  say  it  will  be  unworkable ; 
then  let  them  pass  the  Second  Beading, 
and  endeavour  to  amend  it  in  Committee. 
The  Bill  will  not  interfere  with  the 
present  jurisdiction  of  the  Licensing 
Authority ;  it  does  not  prejudice  the 
principle  of  compensation,  for  that  prin- 
ciple may  be  discussed  at  some  future 
period.  The  Government  have  already 
promised  certain  Amendments  in  the 
Bill ;  they  have  told  us  it  shall  not  pre- 
judice the  general  question  of  compen- 
sation. I  should  like  to  draw  attention 
to  the  position  in  which  publicans  now 
stand.  It  is  an  artificial  position.  Pub- 
licans are  very  properly  surrounded  by 
the  watchfulness  of  a  vigilant  police,  in 
return  for  having  a  share  in  the 
monopoly  of  drink.  But  because  they  have 
that  share  it  does  not  follow  that  each 
individual  publican  is  enriching  himself 
by  pursuing  a  trade  legalist  d  by  the  law. 
If  he  is  well  behaved,  and  if  his 
business  is  conducted  properly,  he  may 
hope  to  continue  a  servant  of  the  public. 
Then  will  this  House  ever  sanction  his 
being  turned  out  of  his  house  neck  and 
crop,  simply  because  the  Licensing 
Magistrates  have  allowed  him  to  pursue 
a  legitimate  trade,  and  then  suddenly 
Withdraw  his  licence.  I  think  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  would  be  among  the  last  to 
beggar  such  a  man.  It  is  not  the 
publicans  they  dislike  ;  it  is  the  system 
to  which  they  are  opposed.  The  great 
difficulty  arises  from  the  system  of  tyed 
houses.  Until  within  the  last  few  years 
there  were  no  such  houses  in  Scotland, 
and  in  that  country,  therefore,  that  diffi- 
culty can  be  easily  dealt  with.  But  in  Eng- 
land most  of  the  brewers  own  tyed  houses, 
and  there  the  great  difficulty  of  solving 
this  problem  will  come  in.  Suppose  that 
this  Bill  became  law  would  it  be  possible 
to  adopt  any  other  mode  of  compensation 
other  than  purchase?  The  suggestion 
which  has  been  made  of  giving  a  man  a 
vested  interest  in  his  house  for  10  yean 
involves  the  principle  of  compensation. 
We  must  not  drive  rough-shod,  to  use 
the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  over  a 
frank  recognition  of  this  principle.  We 
ought  to  look  this  question  fairly  in  the 
face.  This  Bill  is  a  step  in  the  right 
direction.  By  passing  it  we  shall  be 
endeavouring  to  diminish  drinking  and 
to  lessen  the  number  of  public  houses, 
and  I  maintain  that  everybody  who  is 
interested  in  the  temperance  cause 
ought  to  vote  for  the  Second  Beading  of 
the  Bill.  It  has  been  termed  an  un- 
righteous Bill  because  it  proposes  to 
give  public  money  for  the  extinction  of 
licences.  It  will  not  give  a  shillingof  public 
moneycompulsorilyforthatpurpose.  Then 
again,  it  is  said  it  is  unfair  to  affirm  the 
principle  in  a  Budget  Bill,  which  affirms 
other  principles.  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  Barrow  knows  that  it  would  have  been 
impossible  to  carry  a  Bill  for  each  separate 
proposal  in  the  Bill.  I  thank  the  Govern- 
ment for  attempting  to  carry  a  measure 
having  as  its  sole  object  the  promotion  of 
temperance. 

•(9.14.)  Mr.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS 
(Carnarvonshire,  Eifion) :  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  last  spoke  entirely  mis- 
understood the  object  of  this  Bill. 
He  seemed  to  think  the  person  to  be 
compensated  under  the  Bill  was  the 
licensee.  But  the  fact  is,  it  is  not  pro- 
posed to  give  a  shilling  of  compensation 
to  the  publican  unless  he  happens  to 
have  an  interest  in  the  house;  the 
compensation  will  go  entirely  to  the 
owners. 

•Mr.  RITCHIE :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  a  statement  which  I  am  bound 
to  contradict.  It  is  perfectly  clear  that 
if  the  licensee  has  an  interest  he  will  be 
entitled  to  compensation  under  the   Bill. 

•Mr.  J.  B.  ROBERTS  :  What  compen- 
sation will  a  licensee  who  is  only  a 
tenant  at  will  get  ?  I  contend  that,  under 
this  Bill,  he  will  not  receive  a  farthing. 

•Mr.  RITCHIE :  If  the  man  is  only 
tenant  al  will  he  can  be  tnrned  out 
without  compensation,  and  almost  with- 
out notice ;  but  I  imagine  the  great 
bulk  of  the  licensees  hold  on  very 
different  terms  from  that.  I  believe 
they  hold  on  a  much  more  secure 
tenure. 

•Mr.  J.  B.  ROBERTS :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  explanation  fully  bears  out 
my  contention,  which  is  that  the  licensee 
takes  compensation  in  proportion  to  his 
interest  in  the  tenancy.  If,  for  instance, 
he  holds  a  lease  for  10  or  20  years  he  will 
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be  compensated  in  the  proportion  which 
the  value  of  his  lease  bears  to  the  value 
of  the  freehold.  The  compensation  here 
paid  will  be  exactly  the  same  as  in  the  case 
of  a  railway  company  which  takes  land, 
the  amount  of  compensation  that  goes  to 
the  tenant  is  in  proportion  to  the  length 
of  his  tenancy  which  has  still  to  .run, 
and  has  no  reference  whatever  to  any 
permanent  loss  of  occupation.  If  a 
railway  company  cuts  through  land  held 
on  a  yearly  tenancy  the  tenant  is  only 
compensated  to  the  extent  of  the  value 
of  a  year's  occupancy.  Reference  has 
been  made  to  cases  such  as  that  of  the 
Irish  curates  and  tax  collectors,  who 
have  been  compensated,  but  these 
instances  bear  no  similarity  to  the 
present  compensation  proposals.  Those 
are  cases  in  which  persons  who  have 
spent  years  of  their  lives  in  a  profession 
or  calling,  and  have  thus  become  unfitted 
for  any  other,  were  compensated  on  being 
deprived  of  their  occupation.  But  this 
is  a  proposal  to  compensate  for  loss  of 
alleged  property,  which  compensation 
will  mainly  go,  not  to  the  man  who  has 
carried  on  the  public  house  business,  but 
to  the  owner  of  the  public  house.  But  let 
me  revert  to  the  case  of  the  Irish  curate. 
Suppose  the  cases  of  such  curates  living 
in  poor  and  thinly  populated  districts, 
and  therefore  occupying  houses  above  the 
quality  of  the  houses  suited  to  the  poor 
inhabitants  of  the  district.  The  curates' 
houses  becoming  vacant  owing  to  the 
abolition  of  curacies,  and  being  practically 
unlettable  to  anybody  else.  If  the 
compensation  had  been  based  on  the 
principle  of  this  Bill,  it  would,  in  the 
case  put,  have  gone  to  the  landlord  of 
the  depreciated  house.  But  there  the 
compensation  was  given,  not  to  the 
landlord,  but  to  the  tenant,  who  was 
deprived  of  his  calling  or  profession. 
No  Legislature  in  the  world  would 
dream  of  compensating  a  landlord 
under  such  circumstances.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board  has 
argued  in  favour  of  this  proposal  from 
the  fact  that  Probate  Duty  is  paid  in 
respect  of  the  value  of  the  licence.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Barrow  has  contro- 
verted that  point,  and  he  has  thrown 
considerable  doubt  upon  it.  But  whether 
Probate  Duty  is  paid  or  not,  I  quite 
admit  that  it  ought  to  be  paid.  No 
doubt,  if  a  house  is  licensed,  there  is  a 
probability  that  the  licence  will  be  oon- 
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tinned,  and  just  as  a  man  pays  for  good- 
will and  probable  benefit  therefrom,  he 
should   pay  for  the  probability  of  the 
licence  being  renewed.  Probability  had  a 
market  value.     Bat  that  is  no  reason 
why     a     probability     should    be    con- 
verted   into   a  certainty.     Precisely  in 
the  same  manner  Probate  Duty  is  paid 
on  the  goodwill  of  a  deceased  solicitor's 
practice,  and  the  executors  sell  it,  but 
they  only  sell  the  chance  or  probability 
that  the  clients  will  continue  the  business 
in  the  same  office.    If  the  clients  decline 
to  do  so  the   purchaser   cannot  say  to 
them,  "  I  brought  your  future  business, 
and  the  executors  paid  Probate  Duty  on 
it.     It  is,  therefore,  property,  and  you 
must  continue  it,  or  give  compensation." 
It  is  clear  that  there  would  be  no  legal 
or  moral  claim  for  compensation  from 
the  clients,  the  executors,  or  the  Inland 
Revonue.     The  public,  or  the  State  as 
representing  the  public,  is  in  exactly  the 
same  position  with  regard  to  continuing 
the  licence  as  the  clients  with  regard  to 
continuing     their     business.       It    may' 
eontinue   the    licence    or    not.      It    is 
perfectly    unfettered,   and    the  discon- 
tinuance gives  no  claim  for  compensa- 
tion,  because   the    probability    of    con- 
tinuance had  a  money  value  as  long  as 
such    probability    existed.       It     ought 
to .   be     borne     in     mind     that     this 
value  attaching  to  a  licence  is  only  of 
recent  growth.     It  has  practically  been 
called  into  existence  by  the  success  of 
the  temperance  movement.     Twenty  or 
30  years  ago  there  was  no  value  what- 
soever in  a  licence,  for  any  respectable 
person   could  obtain  a  licence  just  as  a 
game-seller's  licence  is  now  obtainable ; 
and  it  is   only   when  the  Temperance 
Party   turned   public  attention   to    the 
possibility  of  reducing  intemperance  by 
restricting  the  number  of  public  houses, 
and  when  Parliament  adopted  that  view 
and  passed  the   legislation  which  com- 
menced in   1870,    that    tho    value    of 
licensed     property     became      specially 
valuable.      Since   then     the    Licensing 
Authorities     have      shown     great    dis- 
inclination to  grant  new  licences,  and 
those  already  granted  have  thus  gained 
an  artificial  value.     Under  these  circum- 
stances, it  seems  to  me  most  monstrous 
that  compensation  should  be  given  for 
what  has  thus  been  called  into  existence 
by  the    exertions    of    the    Temperance 
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Party.  At  the  time  the  value  of  the 
licences  was  increased  there  ought  to 
have  been  a  commensurate  increase  in 
the  amount  of  duty  imposed,  so  that  the 
benefit  of.  the  monopoly  should  accrn.3 
not  to  the  licence  holders,  but  to  th.3 
public  at  large.  There  is  one  other 
point.  I  sae  Clause  9  of  the  Bill  enacts 
that  in  estimating  the  value  of  an 
interest  in  any  licensed  premises,  no 
account  is  to  be  taken  of  increased 
value  "due  to  the  operation  of  this 
Act."  How  is  it  possible  to  work  this 
Bill  with  that  clause?  The  increased 
value  will  appertain  to  the  licence  in 
spite  of  any  legislation.  If  you  buy 
one  public  house,  of  necessity  you 
increase  the  value  of  the  neighbouring 
public  house.  Under  the  circumstances, 
this  Bill  will  be  totally  inoperative  to 
enable  the  County  Council  to  buy  the 
second  licence,  for  the  reason  that  it  is 
permissive  and  not  compulsory.  There- 
fore, the  owner  of  the  second  licence 
would  never  sell  unless  he  got  the  in- 
creased value. 

♦Mr..  RITCHIE:  This  is  a  saving 
clause,  which  has  been  put  into  the  Bill 
with  reference  to  any  legislation  which 
Parliament  might  give  assent  to  of  a  com- 
pulsory character.  Suppose  Parliament 
were  to  change  the  Licensing  Authority, 
and  were  to  give  complete  power  to 
refuse  a  renewal  and  to  propose  compen- 
sation, then  this  clause  would,  in  the 
event  of  purchase  under  any  Act  of  that 
kind,  prevent  the  increased  value  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  from 
being  taken  into  account. 

•Mr.  J.  B.  ROBERTS :  How  can  you 
guage  the  respective  values  due  to  legisla- 
tion and  to  previous  purchase  by  the 
County  Council.  It  appears  to  me  to  be 
utterly  impossible.  We  know  that  where 
a  public  body  is  dealing  with  public 
money,  not  coming  directly  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  ratepayers,  as  a  rule  it  is 
most  generous  in  giving  compansation. 
Under  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation 
Act  10  per  cent  is  paid  for  compulsory 
purchase. 

The    SOLICITOR    GENERAL    (Sir 
E.  Clarke,  Plymouth)  :  That  is  not  so. 

•Mr.  J.  B.  ROBERTS :  The  Act  does 
not  say  so,  but  we  all  know  that  the 
theory  of  valuers  is  that  10  per  cent, 
should  be  paid,  but  that  the  practice  is  to 
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give  more  than  10  per  cent.  That  will 
be  the  case  here,  and  we  may  be  sure 
that  compensation  will  le  paid  utterly 
irrespective  of  Clause  9. 
**(9.35.)  Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Ty- 
rone S.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  say  frankly,  in 
the  few  words  I  have  to  address  to  the 
House,  that  I  wish  the  Government  had 
left  this  question  alone;  but  since  we 
are  face  to  face  with  the  Bill  I  want  to 
point  this  out  first  of  all.  The  discussion 
has  proceeded  so  far  on  the  assumption 
that  the  law  with  regard  to  licences  is 
the  same  in  the  three  kingdoms.  It  is 
not.  In  Ireland  every  publican  has  a 
freehold  in  his  licence.  That  was 
decided  in  1877.  The  Recorder  of  Dub- 
lin considered  that  he  had  the  same  right 
to  refuse  to  transfer  a  licence  as  to  grant 
it,  and  in  the  Clitheroe  case  he  did 
refuse  to  transfer  the  licence,  on  theground 
that  the  house  was  not  required.  The 
case  was  brought  before  the  Queen's 
Bench  in  Dublin,  and  that  Court  held 
that  when  a  man  had  received  a  licence 
in  Ireland  it  could  only  be  taken  away 
on  two  distinct  grounds — either  on  the 
ground  of  the  bad  character  of  the  holder 
of  the  licence,  or  on  the  ground  that  the 
house  had  been  badly  conducted.  The 
discussion,  therefore,  ought  not  to  pro- 
ceed on  the  assumption  that  the  law  is 
necessarily  the  same  in  all  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  The  Bill  proposes  that 
a  certain  sum  shall  be  set  aside  to  pur- 
chase public  houses.  That  is  held  to 
involve  the  question  of  compensation. 
What  is  the  law  now,  if  any  Cor- 
poration or  public  company  desire 
to  clear  an  area  for  public  improvements  ? 
I  will  take  one  example.  Twenty  years 
ago  the  South  City  Markets  Company  in 
Dublin  proposed  to  erect  markets,  and 
they  had  to  purchase  a  great  area  in  the 
centre  of  the  city,  one  of  those  festering 
spots  which  are  a  disgrace  to  great  cities. 
They  had  to  purchase  the  property  upon 
that  area,  including  15  public  houses, 
and  they  had  to  pay  for  those  houses  out 
of  the  funds  of  the  company.  They  have 
been  embarrassed  ever  since.  In  several 
cases  where  they  did  not  accept  arbitra- 
tion the  cases  went  to  a  jury,  and  the  jury, 
guided  by  Lord  Justice  Barry,  decided 
that  the  payment  of  compensation  was 
strictly  according  to  law.  The  company 
found  that  if  they  were  to  take  the 
public  houses  they  must  pay  the  value  of 
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them.  If  a  Corporation  purchases  the 
funds  will  come  out  of  the  rates.  What 
this  Bill  proposes  to  do  is  to  supply  the 
funds  whereby  the  work  of  purchase  can 
be  done,  that  fund  coming  from  the  con- 
sumption of  alcoholic  liquor.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Barrow  and 
myself  have  stood  on  the  same  platform 
in  this  matter  for  30  years.  But  I  am 
going  to  vote  against  my  hon.  Friend  to- 
night. I  will  tell  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  why.  Because  I  have  not 
the  slightest  confidence  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
presided  at  the  annual  meeting  of  the 
United  Kingdom  Alliance  last  October, 
but  he  presided  at  publicans'  banquets 
before,  and  he  was  quite  as  happy  at  the 
one  as  the  other. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  never  did. 
♦Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  at  Oxford.  I  remember 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sneering  at 
temperance  legislation  as  grandmotherly 
legislation.  If  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow  is  prepared  to  wait  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  am  not ;  for 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  on  the 
benches  opposite  next  year  he  would  eat 
every  word  he  has  said  on  this  question, 
as  he  has  done  on  political  questions.  I 
heard  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Barrow  to-night. 
My  objection  to  it  is  that  I 
heard  speeches  like  it  20  years  ago 
against  Mr.  Brace's  proposals.  I  was 
in  the  Lobby  then,  and  I  heard 
such  speeches  when  the  Bill  was  before 
the  House.  I  heard  such  speeches  at 
excited  public  meetings  against  Mr. 
Brace's  proposals,  and  there  is  not  a 
man  who  made  those  speeches  who 
would  not  to-night  bo  delighted  if  he 
could  get  Mr.  Bruce's  proposals.  I  have 
a  letter  from  one  of  seven  brothers, 
warm  supporters  of  temperance  legis- 
lation, in  which  the  writer  says  that 
there  is  no  public  act  of  his  life 
which  he  has  ever  regretted  so  much 
as  his  opposition  to  Mr.  Bruce's 
Bill ;  that  its  opponents  did  inestimable 
injury  to  the  cause  of  temperance  ;  that 
they  were  warned,  but  that  they  were 
deaf  to  everything  but  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson's  jokes.  Mr.  Bruce's  proposals 
were  scornfully  rejected  by  the  friends 
of  temperance,  and  they  have  been 
in    the     wilderness    ever    since.      The 
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persons  to  blame  for  the  rejection 
of  Mr.  Brace's  Bill  were  not  the 
publicans — though  they  were  insane 
against  it — but  the  temperance  leaders, 
who  calmly  folded  their  arms,  and 
because  the  Bill  did  not  contain  all  they 
wanted,  would  have  none  of  it.  I  am 
not  going  to  make  any  such  mistake 
now.  The  Temperance  Party  have 
been  fighting  for  50  years,  they  have  done 
much  through  moral  suasion,  they  have 
won  over  many,  and  they  have  passed 
three  Sunday  Closing  Acts.  That  is  all 
that  they  have  done.  The  evil  is  a 
gigantic  one.  It  covers  the  whole  land. 
It  is  time  for  this  House  to  face  it. 
After  35  years  of  hard  fighting,  I  have 
made  up  my  mind  that  the  work  can 
never  be  done  without  recognising  the 
equitable  claims  of  publicans — I  do  not 
say  legal  claims — and  I  will  be  no  party 
to  standing  any  longer  in  the  way, 
fighting  for  what  we  shall  never  get. 
L8t  no  one  tell  me  of  what  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  will  do.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  is  committed  as  deeply 
as  anyone  to  the  principle  of  compensa- 
tion. I  do  not  say .  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  is  committed  to 
anything.  Having  been  fighting  in  this 
cause  for  many  years,  I  cannot  find  it  in 
my  conscience  to  stand  up  against  the 
proposals  of  the  Bill. 
*(9.45.)  Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton ) :  I  was  anxious  to 
rise  after  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  spoken,  for,  like  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow,  I 
am  one  of  the  oldest  supporters  of  the 
temperance  movement  in  this  House ; 
and  I  may  add  that  among  the  official 
Members  on  the  Front  Benches  on  either 
side  of  the  House  I  have  been  the  longest 
and  the  most  consistent  supporter  of 
what  are  generally  called  the  extreme 
views  of  the  Temperance  Party.  I  ^hink 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  has 
been  deceived  by  a  false  analogy.  I  will 
not  enter  into  a  discussion  as  to  who 
were  to  blame  for  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill  of  Lord  Aberdare ;  but  I  am  inclined 
to  think  that  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  has  given  an  account  of  the 
defeat  of  that  measure  which  was 
not  dictated  by  prejudice.  There 
is,  doubtless,  a  good  deal  in  what  he  has 
said  ;  but  I  would  rather  put  aside  the 


question  whether  Lord  Aberdare's  Bill 
was  defeated  by  the  unseen  opposition  of 
the  publicans  or  the  ill-judged  opposition 
of  the  extreme  Temperance  Party.  [A 
Voice  :  "  Apathy."]  Well,  apathy ;  still 
it  was  defeated,  and  we  have  a  right  to 
draw  from  it  a  lesson.  But  I  utterly 
deny  that  the  lesson  which  the  hon. 
Member  drew  from  the  defeat  of  Lord 
Aberdare's  Bill  was  the  right  one.  Does 
the  hon.  Gentleman  think  that  the  Bill 
of  the  present  Government  can  be  named 
on  the  same  day  as  the  Bill  of  Lord 
Aberdare,  either  for  what  it  does  for 
good  or  for  what  it  does  for  evil.  For 
my  part,  I  think,  and  I  will  undertake 
to  show  before  I  sit  down,  that  the  Bill 
of  the  Government  does  little  or  nothing 
in  the  right  direction,  whereas  it  does  a 
very  great  deal  to  kill  the  hopes  of  the 
Temperance  Party.  The  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  cannot  bring  upon  him- 
self to  wait;  he  has  forced  the  battle 
till  he  was  on  the  eve  of  being  triumph- 
ant ;  a  few  more  years  and  one  more 
General  Election,  su<jh  as  we  on  this 
side  hope  we  may  have,  returning  a 
majority  of  men  who  wish  to  carry  out 
the  views  of  the  great  body  of  the 
citizens,  and  what  the  Temperance  Party 
has  been  labouring  for  so  long  will  be 
carried.^  The  hon.  Member  has  talked 
with  great  knowledge  of  the  change  that 
has  come  over  the  world  on  this  subject; 
he  has  shown  how  the  views  of  the 
Temperance  Party  had  been  brought  to 
bear  so  strongly  upon  the  Magistrates 
that  licensing,  which  at  one  time  was  a 
mere  method  of  choosing  a  respectable 
occupant  of  a  public  house,  has  changed 
to  a  method  of  choosing  what  shall  bo 
the  number  of  public  houses,  and  that  it 
is  only  a  step  from  that  point  to  bring 
public  opinion  to  bear  on  the  legislation 
of  this  House,  so  that  in  a  few  years  the 
battle  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  has  been  engaged  would  have 
been  won.  But  I  say  that  our  efforts 
for  victory  will  be  neutralised  by  this 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  quoted  a  good  many  passages  from 
newspapers.  I  will  quote  one  passage 
from  a  newspaper — a  passage  of  great 
importance,  because  it  is  from  a 
newspaper  singularly  qualified  to  deal 
with  the  two  main  questions  before  us — 
first,  as  to  whether  this  Bill  involved 
2E2  i 
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the  doctrine  of  compensation  for  public 
houses ;  and,  secondly,  as  to  whether  the 
fund  for  this  purpose  is  to  come  from  the 
publicans  themselves.  I  will  read  a  few 
lines  from  the  Economist,  a  financial  paper 
supporting  Her  Majesty's  Government — 

"  It  is  idle  to  contend  that  the  Government 
proposals  do  not  recognise  the  publicans*  claim 
to  compensation  because  they  merely  authorise 
County  Councils  to  come  to  terms  with  any 
publicans  they  may  wish  to  sell  out.  The  fact 
that  the  taxpayers  are  called  on  to  contribute 
to  a  fund  which  must  be  used  to  buy  out  the 
publicans,  or  not  used  at  all,  does  unquestion- 
ably put  the  qiustiou  of  compensation  on  a 
different  footing  from  that  on  which  it  stands 
»it  present,  and  if  the  question  is  dealt  with  at 
nil,  it  should  be  dealt  with  thoroughly.  That, 
however,  is  clearly  impossible  this  Session,  and 
t  he  time  that  must  be  lost  in  forcing  through 
an  imperfect  measure  can  be  much  better 
employed." 

On  this  question  of  compensation  to  the 
publicans  as  having  to  be  found  out  of 
the  ordinary  taxes,  I  consider  the  dictum 
of  the  Economist  to  be  absolatelv  authori- 
tative.  To  pay  the  publicans  compensa- 
tion out  of  the  Spirit  Duties  is  precisely 
the  same  with  regard  to  the  taxpayer 
and  the  consumer  as  if  they  were  paid 
out  of  the  Tea  Duty  now  or  out  of  the 
Corn  Duty  in  old  days,  and  if  the  Econo- 
mist were  to  hold  any  other  view  it  would 
lose  half  its  subscribers  in  a  week.  The 
money  is  not  only  not  paid  ou£  of  the 
publicans'  means,  but  will  go  directly 
into  their  pockets.  The  other  day  a  man 
of  business  in  the  North  of  England, 
one  of  the  ablest  valuators  and  agents  in 
that  part  of  the  country,  told  me  that  he 
was  agent  for  two  public  houses  in  a 
well-known  North  Country  town.  A  new 
station  was  being  built  in  that  town,  and 
several  public  houses  had  been  bought 
up  in  order  to  make  space  for  the  works 
of  the  station.  The  rental  of  those  two 
public  houses  had  been  £300  a  year. 
As  soon  as  the  other  public  houses  had 
been  bought  up,  jobbing  men  connected 
with  the  liquor  traffic  came  to  him  and 
at  once  offered  double  the  rent  for  the 
two  houses.  As  the  leases  were  about 
to  be  renewed  he  went  to  the  existing 
tenants,  and  told  them  he  could  get 
double  the  rent  for  the  two  houses,  and 
the  tenants  at  one  took  on  the  houses  at 
£600  a  year.  The  reason  was  that  other 
public  houses  had  been  extinguished  in 
the  neighbourhood ;  and  there  is  not  the 
8lightestdoubt  that  if  the  partial  extinction 
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of  public  houses  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment succeeds,  they  would  not  diminish 
drinking  in  the  very  least,  but  would 
simply  increase  the  gains  of  the  other 
public  houses  in  the  neighbourhood.  No, 
it  is  out  of  the  taxes  that  the  publicans 
are  compensated,  and  that  is  the  prin- 
ciple which  is  consecrated  in  the  Bill.  By 
the  5th  clause  the  sum  to  be  applied  for 
the  extinction  of  licences  in  England  is 
to  be  apportioned  among  the  counties  in 
proportion  to  the  amount  which  the  Com- 
missioners of  Inland  Revenue  certify  to 
have  been  received  by  them  in  the  last 
receiving  financial  year  on  account  of 
licences  granted  by  them  in  these 
counties.  The  gross  amount  of  those 
licences  is  about  £1,400,000  a  year,  and 
the  amount  of  money  to  be  apportioned 
in  England  and  Wales  yearly  under  this 
clause  is  £350,000,  and  therefore  it  is 
easy  to  find  out,  by  simply  taking  one 
quarter  of  the  licences  in  each  county, 
how  much  of  this  compensation  would 
go  to  each  county.  Taking  it  by  that 
calculation,  the  County  of  Huntingdon 
would  receive  £1,200  a  year,  and  the 
County  of  Huntingdon  has  400  licensed 
houses — that  is  to  say,  the  county 
would  have  power  to  compensate  at  the 
rate  of  £3  per  licensed  house.  Hertford- 
shire would  receive  £2,300;  there  are 
1,300  houses  in  that  county,  so  that  it 
would  be  £2  a  house.  Cambridgeshire 
would  receive  £2,700  a  year ;  there  are 
1,200  houses  in  Cambridgeshire,  so  that 
the  county  would  pay  a  little  over  £2  a 
house  to  carry  out  the  compensation 
scheme.  But  the  licensed  victuallers 
calculate  the  average  houses  in  the 
country  at  £2,000  apiece ;  therefore 
the  whole  'annual  quota  of  an  ordinary 
rural  English  county  would  be  swallowed 
up  in  compensating  one  single  honse. 
I  know  what  is  said  on  the  other  side, 
and  what  I  suppose  is  working  in  the 
mind  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Ty- 
rone. Hon.  Members  opposite  say,  "  Oh, 
yes,  that  is  all  very  well ;  but  we  are  not 
dealing  with  the  great  and  rich  public 
houses.  There  are  large  numbers  of 
poor  roadside  public  houses  which  can 
be  bought  up  cheap — a  good  many  of 
them  very  cheap."  Yes ;  but  are  they 
the  worst  public  houses  ?  that  is  where 
we  join  issue.  In  the  opinion  of  most 
of  us,  and  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
class  who  suffer  from  the  liquor  traffic. 
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they  are  bad  in  proportion,  as  they  sell  a 
larger  amount  of  liquor.  There  is  an 
increasing  number  of  people  in  this 
country  who  hold  that  retail  trade  in 
liquor  over  the  bar  is  an  evil  in 
itself  which  ought  to  be  abolished 
in  the  interests  of  the  community. 
The  only  class  who  really  and  truly 
drink  liquor  retail  is  the  working 
class,  and  the  real  secret  of  this 
question  is  that  the  working  man  cannot 
afford  to  drink  spirits  and  beer. 
The  Government  last  year  issued  a 
very  interesting  Report  showing  the 
expenditure  of  the  working  man 
householder;  and  it  appeared  from 
that  that  even  the  better  sort  of  artisans, 
after  defraying  the  ordinary  household 
expenses,  have  hardly  any  margin  left 
for  expenditure  on  drink.  A  working 
man  who  is  in  the  habit  of  drinking 
cannot  fhave  his  glass  of  beer  and  have 
done  with  it.  He  can  hardly  spend  less 
than  4s.  or  5s.  a  week  on  drink,  and 
where  that  is  to  come  from  out  of  his 
little  budget  it  is  difficult  to  imagine.  It  is 
a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  worst 
drinking  takes  place  in  the  little  public 
houses.  For  example,  in  Bedfordshire, 
where  there  is  a  great  number  of  small 
public  houses,  only  one  person  is  arrested 
for  drunkenness  out  of  600,  while  in 
London,  where  the  public  houses  are 
large  and  very  valuable,  the  propor- 
tion is  one  in  300.  If  lion.  Mem- 
bers go  into  the  statistics  they 
will  find  that  at  the  outside  200 
public  houses  will  be  extinguished  every 
year  under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill. 
That  means  that  it  will  take  us  200  years 
to  get  rid  of  one -half  of  the  public  houses 
which  exist  at  present.  In  point  of 
fact,  the  result  would  be  that  we  should 
extinguish  even  fewer  public  houses 
than  wedonow.  My  objection  to  the  intro- 
duction of  this  principle  of  compensation 
is  that  it  is  perfectly  new  in  this  country, 
for  at  the  present  moment  we  do  abolish 
public  houses  without  any  compensation. 
Under  the  Beerhouses  Act  300  beer 
houses  were  abolished  in  Liverpool,  and 
when  its  provisions  were  extended  to 
Ireland  no  fewer  than  500  beer  houses 
were  extinguished  in  Dublin  without 
compensation. 
An  hon.  Member  :  Beerhouses  1 
♦Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  Yes ;  but  the 
keepers    of    beer    houses    are     human 


beings,  just  as  much  as  the  keepers  of 
public  houses.  This  process  I  am  re- 
ferring to  is  what  has  been  always  going 
on  in  the  country  at  large  to  a  certain 
extent.  A  Government  Return,  referring 
only  to  a  period  of  five  years,  shows 
that  in  Cheshire  six  public  houses  were 
extinguished  by  the  Magistrates  because 
the  licences  were  not  required.  This 
process  is  going  on  slowly  indeed,  but 
not  much  more  slowly  than  the  process  of 
extinction  by  compensation  would  go  on 
under  the  Bill;  and  this  is  a  process 
which  would  be  infallibly  checked  if  the 
County  Councils  were  prohibited  from 
extinguishing  a  public  house  unless  they 
could  buy  up  the  consent  of  the  owner. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Kensington 
(Sir  R.  Lethbridge)  quoted  a  passage 
from  a  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Morley),  who  was 
said  to  have  expressed  an  opinion  in 
1880  as  to  the  necessity  for  compen- 
sating publicans.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle— said  the  hon. 
Member — said  he  was  aware  that  a  great 
deal  of  intemperate  language  had  been 
used  by  the  Temperance  Party. 

Sir  R.  LETHBRIDGE :  I  said  some 
sections  of  the  Temperance  Party. 
•Sib  G.  TREVELYAN :  Well,  some 
sections  of  the  Temperance  Party  ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  did  not  think  that  was 
a  reason  why  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
should  have  altered  his  view.  A 
great  deal,  however,  had  happened 
since  then,  apart  from  the  intem- 
perate language  referred  to.  The 
gravest  Judges  from  the  Bench  in  the 
most  temperate  language  have  stated 
that  which  is  new  to  the  general  public, 
that  the  publican  has  no  legal  tenure  at 
all.  Mr.  Justice  Field,  in  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench,  stated  that  the  Legisla- 
ture recognised  no  vested  interests  at 
all  in  any  holder  of  a  licence.  But 
whatever  may  be  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle,  the  opinion  of  those  more 
immediately  concerned — the  licensed 
victuallers  and  their  advocates — is  that 
the  decisions  which  have  been  given 
have  been  of  the  most  killing  nature, 
because  the  counsel  for  the  Licensed 
Victuallers'  Association  stated  in  the 
Morning  Advertiser  that  a  more  unfor* 
tunate  result  of  the  Darwen  case  was 
that  it  promulgated  and  divulged  what 


W&    Local  Taxation  (Customs      {COMMONS}        and  Excise)  Duties  Bill.     780 


had  hitherto  been  more  or  less  a  profes- 
sional  secret,   namely,   that,   subject  to 
appeal,  the  Licensing  Magistrates  could 
refuse  to  renew  a  licence  to  any  and  every 
holder  of  an  on  licence.    Until  this,  he 
said, it  was  always  popularly  supposed  that 
the  holder  of  an  on  licence  held  a  vested 
interest.     But  now  it  cannot  be  doubted 
that  in  the  strictest  sense  no  such  thing 
as  a  vested  interest  exists,  and  that,  sub- 
ject to  appeal,  the  Justices  can  refuse  to 
renew  licences  of  the  largest,  most  use- 
ful, and  best  conducted  businesses. 
Sir  B.  CLARKE  :  Who  said  so  ? 
*Sie  G.  TREVELTAN :  I  am  quoting 
Mr.    Thomas     Nash,    Counsel    to    the 
Licensed    Victuallers'    Association.      In 
Canada  and  the  colonies,  and  in  America, 
the    principle  of  compensation   is  abso- 
lutely unknown.      By  one  operation  of 
the    Ontario  Government    the    licences 
were  reduced  from  4,400  to   less  than 
3,000.      Not  one   penny  was  given  in 
compensation,  and  no  one  even  dreamed 
of  presenting  a  claim  for  compensation. 
In  America  some   States  have  laws  of 
total  prohibition,  while  others  have  ordi- 
nances   of    local    option,    under  which 
districts  do  away  with   public  houses. 
Moreover,  there  is  a  wholesale  way  by 
which  the  number  is  diminished  to  an 
extraordinary   extent,   namely,    by    the 
system   of   high    licences.       There   are 
States  in  which  an  ordinary  licence  costs 
£100  or  £130,  and  by  this  process  the 
number  of  public  houses  is  sometimes 
diminished  in  a  State  by  one-half.     And 
under  no  circumstances  is  compensation 
granted.  That  which  has  been  universally 
reprobated    by   all    the    world    besides 
ourselves,    and    by    ourselves  as    well 
up    to    this    time,    probably     deserves 
reprobation.      The   principle  is  grossly 
unjust,  for  what  is  the  claim  ?     A  dis- 
trict grows,  say,  in  consequence  of  some 
commercial   works.      A    man    takes    a 
corner    house    and    spends  £2,000    or 
£3,000,  and    he  then  seeks  a  licence 
which  he  gets  by  the  favour — the  merest 
favour — and    immediately  he    can    sell 
that  house  for  £4,000  more  than  it  is 
worth     the     day     before.        This     is 
practically  a  gift  to  him  of  £4,000  by 
the  nation,  and  does  anybody  say  that 
the   nation  is    bound    to    throw    away 
another  £4,000  to  revoke  such  a  gift  as 
that  1     There  is  another  process  which 
is,  still  more  significant.     There  are  three 
Sir  G.  Trevelyan 


houses  built  worth  £50  a  year  apiece, 
and  the  man  owning  the  middle 
one  gets  a  licence.  Instantly  his 
rent  rises  to  £300  a  year,  whilst  the 
rental  of  the  other  two  houses  falls  to 
£20  or  £30  year ;  and  yet,  under  the 
principle  of  compensation,  the  man  who 
is  in  the  middle,  who  has  done  no  public 
service  whatever,  but  who  has  got  a  gift 
from  the  nation,  is  to  be  compensated 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  two 
men  whose  rent  go  down  in  pro- 
portion as  his  own  rent  goes  up.  But 
there  is  another  serious  reason  against 
compensation  which  I  should  like 
to  know  how  the  temperance  reformer 
who  is  going  to  vote  for  this  Bill  will 
meet.  The  men  of  whom  I  have 
spoken  are  those  who  have  the  confi- 
dence of  the  Justices ;  but  now  we  are 
going  to  compensate  a  lot  of  people  who 
have  not  that  confidence.  There  is  no 
abuse  in  our  present  system  so  great  as 
the  shameful  manner  in  which  Quarter 
Sessions  are  allowed  to  over-ride  the  real 
opinion  of  the  Justices.  I  will  give  one 
or  two  instances  which  occurred  in 
London.  A  licence  was  taken  away  for 
complaint  against  the  manager — renewed 
at  Quarter  Sessions,  on  appeal.  Licence 
taken  away  by  Local  Justices  for  know- 
ingly permitting  women  of  bad  character 
to  remain  on  the  premises  longer  than 
was  necessary — granted  on  appeal  to 
Quarter  Sessions. 

Sir    E.    CLARKE:     What   Return 
is  that! 

*Sib  GEORGE  TREVELYAN :  A  Re- 
turn  issued  by  the  Home  Office  2nd  May, 
1889.  The  case  in  Norwich,  conviction 
on  complaint  of  permitting  drunkenness, 
licence  taken  away,  renewed  on  appeal 
before  Quarter  Sessions.  Take  a  case  in 
the  County  of  Glamorgan — a  county 
which  unfortunately  had  got  into  a  bad 
condition.  Two  ale-house  licences  were 
refused  because  they  were  not  wanted ; 
in  another  case  the  licences  of  seven  ale- 
houses were  refused  for  convictions; 
reason ;  in  another  case  four  beer-house 
licences  were  refused,  and  four  other 
licences.  This  was  wholesale  refusal,  and 
was  owing,  I  presume,  to  this  being  the 
first  attempt  of  the  Local  Magistrates  to 
purify  the  district.  Well,  appeals  were 
made  to  the  Quarter  Sessions,  and  in  each 
case  the  appeal  was  successful.  At 
Ne  wcastle-on-Tyneone  licensed  victualler, 
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on    account    of  •  selling    liquor    during 
prohibited   hours,   and    two  others   for 
similar  offences,  were  refused  licences. 
The  licences  were  taken  away  from  all 
three  by  Newcastle  Justices,  and  were 
.given    back   to  them   by  the    Quarter 
Sessions.     It  should  be  remembered  that 
a  great  many  more  licences  would  be 
taken  away  if  the  Magistrates  were  not 
certain  that  the  Quarter  Sessions  would 
restore  them,  looking  at  the  interests  of 
the  individual  rather  than  at  the  interests 
of  the  public.    I  venture  to  say  that  these 
would  be  the  very  first  cases  in  which 
the  Bill  of  the  Government  would  bo 
employed.     These  fellows,  who  had  been 
adjudged  by  the  Magistrates  not  to  be 
fit  men,  would  be   bargained  with  and 
would  get  whatever  compensation  they 
could  induce  the  County  Council  to  give 
in  order  to   get  rid  of  them.     We  all 
hear  a  great  deal  about  the  poor  publi- 
can, and  no  doubt  we  should  all  be  sorry 
for-  the  actual  holder  of  a  public  house 
who  was  suddenly  deprived  of  his  busi- 
ness.    He,  however,   would  not  neces- 
sarily reap  benefit  under  this  Bill,  which 
authorises  the  County  Councils  to  seek 
out  those  who  may  have  any  interest  in 
the  premises  in  order  that  they  may  be 
compensated.     The  County  Councils  are 
to  inquire  very  minutely  into  all  inter- 
ests affected — those   of  the  spirit  mer- 
chant, of  the  brewer,  and  of  the  share - 
•  holders  in  such  companies  as  those  of 
Guinness  and   Allsopp.      In  connection 
with  this  point  the  Church  of  England 
Temperance  Committee   has  been  most 
properly  shown  up  by  the  hon.  Member 
for   Borrow   (Mr.    Caine).      The    Com- 
mittee  ought  to  have  represent  3d  the 
moderate    men    who    are     anxious     to 
extinguish  public  houses  without  doing 
injustice  to  holders,  but  that  is  not  the 
character   which    they    assumed.     The 
real  essence  of  what  passed  between  the 
Committee  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  well  described  by  a  London  daily  paper 
that,  at  the  very  least,  is  neutral — the 
Daily  Chronicle.     The  Daily  Chronicle 
says — 

"  Nothing  has  come  from  the  action  of  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society  but 
its  utter  failure  to  get  the  only  demand  of  any 
real  value  that  was  made  to  Mr.  Ritchie, 
namely,  their  demand  that  compensation  must 
lie  definitely  limited  to  the  actual  licence* 
holder,  and  not  given  directly  or  indirectly  to 
any  interests  that  are  behind  him ;  and  also 


that  in  any  case  it  must  not  exceed  10  years  j 
profits  Of  the  business." 

I  must  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   bought  the    Church    of  England 
Temperance  Societyuncommonly  cheap — 
a  great  deal  cheaper  than  we  shall  buy 
the    publicans.      I  should  regret   very 
much  the  acceptance  of  the  principle  con- 
tained in  the  clauses  under  consideration, 
because  I  believe  that  public  opinion  is 
moving  very  fast  in  the  right  direction, 
and  the  acceptance  of  the   principle  of 
compensation  would  check  that  move- 
ment.    Landowners,    in  a  considerable 
number  of  cases,  have  done   what  the 
people  themselves  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
do.     They  have  extinguished  the  public 
houses  on  their  properties,  and  not  only 
have  they  not  received,  but  they  will  not* 
take   compensation.      It   is   difficult  to 
conceive  how  men  who  were   well  off 
could  ask  for  compensation.       Having 
made    an  extra  rent    for    many  years 
out  of   his    poorer  neighbours,   a  man 
who,  after  that,  asked  for  compensation 
was  asking  for  the   dirtiest  money  that 
could   touch  anyone's  hands.     By  this 
Bill,  however,  you   will  kill   the   right 
feeling  which   largely    prevails  among 
owners.  The  principle  will  be  established 
that  a  man  is  to  be  paid  when  he  gives 
up  a  public  hous9,  and  owners  will  learn 
from  the  teaching  of  legislation  that  they 
can  exact  the  uttermost  farthing.     By 
passing  this  Bill  they  will  fasten  on  the 
shoulders  of  the  country  the  burden  of 
the  liquor  interest  tighter  than  it  had 
ever  been  fastened  before.      We  shall 
incur  a  liability  of  £250,Q00,000  at  least, 
if  the  hopes  of  the  Temperance  Party 
are  ever  to  be  gratified,  and  we   are   to 
get  rid  wholly  or  in  great  part  of  the 
retail  system.     The  licensed  victuallers 
themselves  put  the  sum  at  £400,000,000. 
So  far  from  the   Bill   introducing  Local 
Option,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
tends, it  absolutely  kills  all  hopes  of  Local 
Option.   Any  compensation  ought  to  come 
out  of  the  monopoly  itself.  This  is  a  mono- 
poly infinitely  greater  than  any  Monarch 
ever  granted   to  favourite  or  Minister. 
I  never  will  subscribe  to  the  opinion  that 
a  nation  that  wants  to  get  rid  of  this 
monopoly  ought  to  buy  it  up.     It  has 
a  right  to  take  it  away ;  and  if  we  do  not, 
in  an  evil  moment,   sacrifice  that  right, 
the  nation  will,  sooner  or  later — and  I 
think  pretty  soon — assume  **  itself. 
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*(10.31.)SmE.CLARKE:The  righthon. 
Gentleman  has  dealt  with  many  interest- 
ing subjects,  and  I  should  have  been  very- 
glad  to  debate  them  with  him  if  this  had 
been  a  debating  society  discussing  the 
licensing  laws  generally  and  the  habits  of 
the  people.  If,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
says,  the  working  men  have  not  money 
to  spend  in  drink,  it  is  difficult  to  under- 
stand how  the  large  consumption  of 
intoxicating  liquors  is  maintained. 

Sir  G.   TREVELYAN :  I   said   they 
drank  at  the  expense  of  their  families. 

•Sir  E.  CLARKE  :  I  believe  that  argu- 
ment is  a  great  injustice  to  the  working 
classes.  This  controversy  has  been 
going  on  for  half  a  century,  yet  Parlia- 
ment is  in  the  same  position  with  regard 
to  the  licensing  question  that  it  was  in 
the  year  1871,  and  the  House  has  heard 
to-night  from  the  leader  of  the 
Temperance  Party  in  this  Debate  that  he 
is  prepared  to  adopt  now  the  suggestion 
that'  was  made  20  years  ago,  and  to 
accept  the  principle  of  compensation,  and 
give  to  the  occupiers  of  licensed  houses 
10  years'  occupancy,  in  order  to  provide 
for  their  extinction  at  the  end  of  10 
years.  Therefore,  we  are  really  in  the 
same  position  as  we  were  20  years 
ago.  We  are  not  in  the  same 
position  so  far  as  the  people  are  con- 
cerned. Last  year  there  was  a  great 
increase  in  the  consumption  of  liquors ; 
but  still,  during  the  last  20  years,  there 
lias  been  a  vast  improvement  in  the 
habits,  sobriety,  and  thrift  of  the  work- 
ing classes.  If  more  liquor  is  drunk 
it  is  because  there  are  larger  means  for 
consuming  it  in  moderation,  and  no 
one  can  see  gatherings  of  large  masses 
of  the  people,  such  as  the  magnificent 
parade  on  Saturday  afternoon  in  Hyde 
Park,  where  I  spent  some  hours  and  did 
not  see  a  single  person  intoxicated,  with- 
out being  convinced  of  the  improvement 
in  temperance,  as  well  as  in  other  respects, 
among  the  people.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  adverted  to  the  diffi- 
culty of  administering  the  licensing 
laws,  and  to  the  over-ruling  of  decisions 
at  Petty  Sessions  by  the  Magis- 
trates at  Quarter  Sessions.  That  is 
absolutely  irrelevant  to  the  question  now 
before  the  House.  The  Bill  leaves  Petty 
Sessions  and  Quarter  Sessions  with  pre- 
cisely the  same  powers  as  they  now 
possess.     What  the  Bill  proposes  is  to 


add  to  the  powers  which  Local  Bodies  at 
present  possess  for  buying  up  licensed 
houses  for  the  carrying  out  of  public 
improvements,  and  doing  that  by  direct 
negotiation  with  the  parties  concerned. 
That  is  the  beginning  and  end  of  the 
proposal  of  the  Government.  It  is  re- 
markable to  see  how  this  proposal  has 
been  met.  The  hon.  Member  for  Barrow 
(Mr.  Caine)  does  not,  in  his  Amendment, 
challenge  the  principle  of  compensation, 
or  object  to  the  payment  of  public  money 
for  the  extinction  of  licences.  He 
merely  objects  to  extinguishing  licences 
"in  the  manner  proposed  by  the  said 
Bill."  It  is,  therefore,  simply  a  Motion 
for  postponing  the  Second  Reading  for 
six  months.  If,  however,  any  Member 
would  like  to  pay  public  money  for  the 
extinction  of  licences,  and  the  details  of 
this  Bill  are  not  satisfactory  to  him,  the 
hon.  Member  hopes  he  will  support  the 
Amendment.  The  Amendment  prac- 
tically finds  fault  only  with  the  details  of 
the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  Barrow 
in  his  speech  objected  only  to  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill  which  refer  to  the  distribution 
of  money  for  the  extinction  of  public 
houses,  and  expressed  anxiety  to  accept 
other  parts  of  it,  but  he  has  framed  an 
Amendment  which,  if  carried,  will  be 
absolutely  fatal  to  the  Bill  and  to  every 
proposal  it  contains.  [  "  No."  ]  If  the 
Amendment  were  carried  the  result 
would  be  the  absolute  defeat  of  the  Bill 
and  all  its  proposals. 

•Mr.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars)  :  The  Bill  might  be  re-introduced 
next  day  without  the  objectionable 
clauses. 

•Sir  E.  CLARKE :  The  Government 
do  not  propose  to  submit  to  a  humiliation 
of  that  sort.  The  Government  do  net 
in  the  least  regret  that  the  Amendment 
has  been  proposed  at  this  stage  because 
wc  would  not  have  assented  to  the 
excision  of  the  clauses  in  Committee' 
As  to  the  position  of  the  Church  of 
England  Temperance  Society,  I  do  not 
desire  to  insist  too  exclusively  upon  the 
attitude  of  any  one  society,  but  I  know- 
that  in  many  parts  of  the  country  there 
are  a  very  great  many  temperance 
advocates,  having  no  connection  with  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society, 
who,  recognising  the  evils  the  Bill  will 
deal  with,  are  in  favour  of  it.  [Cries  of 
"  Name."  ]  They  are  almost  numberless. 
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If  hon.  Gentlemen  will  look  at  the 
local  papers  they  will  see  letter  after 
letter  dealing  with  this  matter  in  the 
way  I  am  dealing  with  it.  It  has 
heen  suggested  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  not  dealt  quits  fairly  with 
the  attitude  of  the  Churrh  of  England 
Temperance  Society,  and  that  the  society 
advocated  certain  conditions  as  to  com- 
pensation, which  are  not  contained  in 
this  Bill.  Whatever  may  be  the  opinion 
of  the  House  as  to  the  weight  to  be 
attached  to  the  judgment  of  the 
society,  it  is  well  that  the  attitude 
of  the  society  should  be  understood 
and  fairly  judged.  In  the  letter  sent 
to  us  by  the  chairman  of  the  society 
suggestions  are  made  providing  against 
anything  in  that  Bill  affecting  or 
in  advance  determining  the  principles 
upon  which  compensation  should  be 
based,  and  the  suggestions  thus  made, 
and  which,  in  their  belief,  will  secure 
the  country  from  any  prejudgment  of 
the  question  of  compensation,  are  sugges- 
tions which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
accepted  and  proposes  to  add  to  his  Bill. 
Therefore,  so  far  as  this  Bill  is  con- 
cerned, the  whole  suggestions  of  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society 
have  been  accepted  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  But  I  confess  I  am  less  con- 
cerned this  evening  to  discuss  the  position 
of  the  Church  of  England  Temperance 
Society  than  to  consider  the  position 
which  is  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Barrow.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  has  taken  up  a  position — not 
now  for  the  first  time,  I  am  bound  to 
say,  for  two  years  ago  he  took  exactly 
the  same  line  in  discussion  in  this  House 
— which  seems  to  me  absolutely  incon- 
sistent with  his  dismissal  of  compensation 
as  being  applicable  to  this  case.  It  is 
impossible  to  exclude  the  question  of 
compensation  from  the  discussion  on  this 
Bill.  The  Bill  does  not  deal  with  com- 
pensation in  any  way  whatever,  and  if 
upon  the  Bill,  as  it  now  stands,  there  are 
apprehensions  that  it  deals  with,  and 
prejudges  the  question  of  compensation, 
upon  the  Bill  as  it  must  stand,  with  the 
Amendments  which  my  right  lion. 
Friend  has  accepted,  there  is  no  room 
whatever  for  any  fear  that  it  refers  to 
the  question  of  compensation.  But  my 
right  hon.  Friend  who  introduced  the 
Bill  said,  quite  frankly  and  fairly,  that,  as 


far  as  the  Government  are  concerned,  the 
question  of  compensation  will  have  to  be 
faced  in  any  measure  which  provides  for 
the  compulsory  extinction  of  licences  ; 
and  as  to  the  principle  upon  which  thai 
compensation  must  be  based,  of  course 
different  opinions  must  exist  in  this 
House.  Compensation  might  be  of 
different  kinds.  It  might  be  given  in  a 
sum  of  money  to  the  man  who  was 
engaged  in  the  trade,  and  whose  interest 
in  the  premises  and  the  licence  would  be 
put  an  end  to  ;  or  by  providing  that  the 
licence  should  have  a  certain  and  definite 
time  to  exist,  at  the  end  of  which  it 
might  be  altogether  cancelled  without 
any  money  payment  being  made.  Those 
are  two  modes  of  dealing  with  the 
question,  but  to  give  to  the  licensed 
victualler  of  to-day  an  unchallengeable 
right  to  carry  on  his  business  for  10 
years  would  be  giving  him  compensation, 
though  in  another  form.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  is  perfectly  con- 
sistent in  this  matter.  When  he  was 
discussing  the  question  in  1888  he  put 
in  terms  his  proposal.  Ho  said  to-night — 

"  Let  me  look  at  the  effect  of  the  compensa- 
tion clauses  in  the  Bill  of  17  years  ago.  They 
proposed  that  every  publican's  licence,  of 
whatever  description,  should  be  continued 
annually,  subject,  of  course,  to  good  behaviour, 
until  the  general  Licensing  Sessions,  held  after 
the  expiration  of  1 0  years  from  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Act,  and  should  absolutely 
determine  at  the  end  of  such  Session." 

That  was  the  proposal  of  17  years  ago* 

which,  though  then  rejected,  was  spoken 

of  with  regretful  affection  by  the  hon. 

Member  for  Barrow  in    1888,   and    as- 

recalled  by  him  now  in  very  remarkable 

terms.    The  hon.  Member  said  to-night — 

"  I  do  not  ask  the  House  to  commit  itself 
against  any  more  modified  form  of  compensa- 
tion." 

And  then  he  went  on  to  ask  whether  the 
Government  would  give  to  the  licensed 
victuallers  this  10  years'  certainty  of 
enjoyment  of  their  licences,  and  he  said 
— which  for  my  own  part  I  am  bound  to 
say  struck  me  as  being  remarkable,  con- 
sidering the  hon.  Member's  position — 

"That  he  and  his  Friends  here  would  not 
prevent  such  a  Bill  coming  upon  the  Statute 
Book." 

Mr.  CAINE:  I  said  "could  no& 
prevent." 

•Sir  E.  CLARKE :    I  accept  promptly 
the  correction.     If  I  should  happen  to  be* 
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right  and  he  not,  he  will  easily  realise 
the  fact,  for  his  observations,  if  not  in 
print,  are  certainly  in  manuscript.  But  I 
accept  the  correction.  The  hon.  Member 
says  he  could  not  prevent  it.  I  suppose 
that  meant  that  he  would  not  try,  other- 
wise there  was  no  meaning  in  the  state- 
ment. If  the  hon.  Member  says  that 
he  would  not  try  to  prevent  that  Bill 
from  coming  upon  the  Statute  Book  I 
venture  to  submit  to  him — and  1  am 
sure  he  will  accept  the  way  in  which 
I  am  putting  it — that  he  and  I  are 
together  on  the  principle  of  compensa- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  would  com- 
pensate by  giving  a  period,  or  allowing 
others  to  give  a  clear,  unchallengeable 
tenure  of  a  licence  for  10  years,  while, 
for  my  own  part,  if  it  came  to  the  ques- 
tion of  compensation — which  is  not 
raised  by  this  Bill — I  venture  to  say 
that  I  could  satisfy  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  plan  of  giving  a  sum  of  money 
to  the  publican  whose  licence  was  taken 
away  without  fault  of  his  own  would  be 
a  better  plan,  and  would  produce  less 
difficulty  in  its  administration,  and  be 
more  certain  in  its  effect,  than  the  plan  of 
allowing  the  licence  to  go  for  10  years. 

Mr.  CAINE:  I  find  that  I  have  in 
manuscript  the  words  to  which  reference 
has  been  made,  and  they  are  as  follows  : 

"Will    the     Government    accept    that" — 

namely,  the  proposals  of  the  Church  of 
England  Tempe ranee  Society — 

"as  a  final  settlement  of  the  controversy?  I 
do  not  offer  it,  bat  I  can  tell  the  Government 
that  if  they  choose  to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  lines 
of  the  compensation  proposals  of  the  Church  of 
England  Temperance  Society,  neither  I  nor 
anyone  else  could  prevent  it  coming  on  the 
Statute  Book.*' 

I  only  stated  this  as  a  word  of  friendly 
advice. 

•Sir  E.  CLARKE :  I  was  disposed  to 
accept  it  as  a  word  of  friendly  advice. 
The  hon.  Member  referred  to  the  pro- 
posal as  one  whigh  he  would  not  resist 
and  which  he  felt  that  he  could  not 
prevent.  But  the  question  of  compensa- 
tion is  not  here.  If  it  were  to  be  dealt 
with  I  think  I  could  satisfy  even  my 
hon.  Friend  that  to  allow  all  the  existing 
public  houses  to  go  on  for  10  years, 
except  where  there  is  fault  on  the  part 
of  the  publican,  and  then  all  at 
once  to  close  them  unless  some  further 
action  took  place,  would  be  to  invite  such 
Sir  &  Clarke 


an  agitation  towards  the  end  of  the  10 
years  as  would  disturb  all  political  and 
social  relations,  and  my  belief  is: — I  am 
speaking  now  as  an  on-looker,  one  who 
is  not  interested  at  all  in  the  financial 
matters  of  the  publicans  and  brewers — 
my  belief  is  that  if  the  publicans  or  the 
owners  of  licensed  houses  were  able  to 
get,  I  would  say,  a  12  years'  unchal- 
lengeable continuance  of  licences,  except 
when  forfeited  by  their  own  fault, it  would 
be  a  thing  they  would  wisely  accept,  and 
I  think  they  would  wisely  accept  it,  for 
I  believe  at  the  end  of  the  12  years 
there  would  be  no  chance  whatever  of 
any  large  number  of  public  house*  being 
allowed  to  go  out  of  occupation. 

Mr.  CAINE :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  misapprehends  the  real  pro- 
posal of  the  Church  of  England  Tem- 
perance Society.  They  do  not  propose  to 
continue  the  license  to  a  house  for  10 
years.  They  propose  to  continue  it  to  a 
man  for  10  years,  of  course,  subject  to 
conditions  such  as  his  dying  or  giving  it 
up.  They  propose  not  to  recognise  any 
interest  in  the  house,  but  to  give  the 
interest  only  to  the  individual. 

Sir  E.  CLARKE :  I  do  not  want  to 
enter  into  a  controversy,  but  I  am  quite 
sure  that  that  proposition  could  not  be 
worked.  I  read  the  words  of  my  hen. 
Friend  in  1888.  They  were  to  the 
effect  that  every  publican's  licence 
of  whatever  description  should  be 
continued  annually;  and  I  think 
it  is  perfectly  obvious  to  him 
that  now,  if  a  publican  holds  a  licence, 
and  by  law,  upon  his  death,  his  executors 
can  have  the  licence  transferred  to  some- 
one else — [Cries  of  "  No  "] — I  beg  pardon, 
that  is  the  law  now — it  would  be  the 
grossest  injustice  to  say  that  the  accident 
of  his  death  should  put  an  end  to  and 
destroy  altogether  that  which  would 
otherwise  be  a  valuable  possession  to 
leave  to  his  family.  But  what  I  want  to 
emphasise  is  this,  that,  accepting  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  as  the  spokesman  of 
the  assailants  of  this  Bill,  I  and  the  hon. 
Member  are  together  on  the  principle 
of  compensation.  [Ironical  Opposition 
laughter.']  Well,  I  think  I  have  estab- 
lished my  point.  It  is  a  great  deal  easier 
to  laugh  than  to  disprove  it.  But  let  me 
quote  a  few  sentences  from  other  persons 
in  regard  to  it.  I  am  not  going  to  quote 
from     the     Economist    or     the    Daily 
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Chronicle,  or  from  an>  article  in  any 
daily  paper.  While  I  have  the  greatest 
respect  for  the  daily  Press  of  this 
country,  I  am  speaking  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  the  House  of  Commons  is 
a  greater  place  for  the  discussion  of  ques- 
tions than  the  columns  of  daily  news- 
papers. I  will  quote  upon  the  question 
of  compensation  a  few  words  of  one  who 
has  not  been  in  strong  sympathy  with 
the  publicans.  1  do  not  require  to  go 
back  to  the  discussion  on  vested  in- 
terests. I  certainly  regretted  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  read  an 
extract  from  what  he  has  called  the 
judgment  of  Mr.  Justice  Field  in  the 
Darwen  case,  in  November,  1882.  I  re- 
gretted it  for  this  reason,  that  the  quota- 
tion has  been  scattered  all  over  the 
country  in  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
leaflets.  It  was  read  in  this  House  in 
1888,  and  in  that  year  I  said  in  this 
House  what  I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed 
to  read  again.     I  said — 

"  The  hon.  Baronet " — I  was  speaking 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth — 

11  Founded  his  proposition  chiefly  on  a  sen- 
tence which  he  quoted,  and  which  I  myself 
have  seen  quoted  in  a  number  of  temperance 
publications,  and  he  said  that  Mr.  Justice 
Field  in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  the 
month  of  November.  1882,  stated  that  the 
Legislature  recognised  no  vested  interest  at  all 
in  any  holder  of  a  licence.  ...  I  have 
gone  through  five  different  Reports  of  the 
decision  and  the  judgment  in  this  case,  and  in 
no  one  of  the  lteports  will  the  sentence  the 
hon.  Baronet  quoted  last  night  be  found,  and 
in  the  next  place  the  decision  was  not  a  decision 
on  this  point  at  all,  but  on  a  different  Act  of 
Parliament." 

I  was  surprised,  after  the  state- 
ment I  made  two  years  ago,  to  find  this 
decision  flourished  in  the  House  again 
to-night.  I  may,  perhaps,  now  be 
forgiven  for  another  word  with  regard 
to  the  case  of  "  Sharp  v.  Wakefield."  It 
has  been  said  over  and  over  again  in  the 
country  by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men, not  very  familiar  with  legal  matters, 
including  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby,  that  the  case  of 
"  Sharp  v.  Wakefield  "  has  disproved  the 
advice  the  Attorney  General  and  I  gave 
to  the  House.  The  fact  is  that  before 
that  case  ever  went  to  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bury,  and  Mr.  R.  S.  Wright, 
had  advised  the  persons  who  proposed  to 


appeal  in  that  case  not  to  do  so,  on  the 
ground  that  it  did  not  raise  the  question 
they  desired  to  bring  before  the  Court. 
But  there  was  some  society  which  in- 
sisted on  carrying  the  case  to  appeal, 
although  they  were  told  by  the  best 
known  lawyers  of  the  day  that  it 
did  not  raise  the  question  at  all.  That 
was  not  a  case  in  which  the  only  objection 
to  the  house  was  that  it  was  a  house  not 
wanted.  The  house  had  been  shut  up 
for  fpur  months,  and  the  man  who 
applied  for  the  licence  had  never  been  in 
occupation  of  the  house.  He  was,  there- 
fore, obliged  to  go  to  the  Justices  and  ask 
for  a  licence.  The  matter  was  then 
dealt  with  in  the  manner  I  have 
mentioned,  and  the  point  raised.  I 
almost  despair  of  making  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  understand.  The  point  is 
this.  Under  the  Acts  of  1872  and  1874, 
so  well  is  the  renewal  of  the  licence 
recognised  that  no  holder  of  a  full 
licence  in  this  country  has  to  go  before 
the  Justices  at  all,  unless  he  is  sent  for. 
If  he  is  not  sent  for,  the  Justices  must 
renew  his  licence  as  a  matter  of  course. 
They  have  no  power  to  withhold  it  as  a 
matter  of  law.  One  night  I  remember 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tried  to  learn 
some  licensing  law  at  the  feet  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dumfries, 
who  brought  a  little  handbook  on  the 
subject  into  the  House,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  find  that  I  am  right 
in  saying  that  if  the  holder  of  a  licence 
is  not  sent  for  by  the  Justices,  the 
Justices  cannot  take  his  licence  away. 
Moreover,  the  Justices  cannot  send  for 
him  except  for  some  cause  personal  to  the 
licence  holder.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  look  at  those  two  Acts  of 
Parliament,  and  give  an  adequate  time 
to  their  comprehension,  he  will  probably 
see  that  I  am  right.  The  decision  in  the 
case  of  "  Sharp  v.  Wakefield  "  has  never 
disturbed  that,  and  I  say  now,  as  I  said 
two  years  ago,  that  it  is  not  competent 
for  the  Justices  to  take  away  a  man's 
licence  simply  because  they  think  there 
are  too  many  houses,  and  without  having 
anything  personal  against  him.  Lord 
Coleridge,  who  will  be  recognised  as  a 
fair  authority  on  this  matter,  speaking 
at  a  meeting  of  the  Church  of  England 
Temperance  Society,  on  April  28th,  1888, 
when  this  controversy  was  in  its  acutest 
stage,  said  that 
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some  measure  of  conciliation  and  com- 
promise adopted.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
who  opened  the  Debate  pointed  out  that 
a  great  deal  of  misapprehension  exists 
in  the  country  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government.  A  great 
many  persons,  as  shown  by  the  resolu- 
tions sent  to  the  House,  are  of  opinion 
that  the  Government  have  during  this 
Session  revived  the  whole  scheme  of  1888 
for  dealing  with  this  question.  I  think 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  is  one 
of  those  most  directly  responsible  for 
that  misapprehension.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  copy  of  a  pamphlet  which  bears 
on  the  front  page  the  words — 

"  No  compensation  to  publicans  ;  two  letters 
addressed  to  the  Public  Press  of  the  country  by 
W.  8.  Caine,  M.P. ;  the  first  showing  compen- 
sation payable  under  the  Government  proposals 
in  the  country  districts,  and  ihe  second  show- 
ing the  compensation  payable  under  the  Go- 
vernment proposals  within  the  Metropolitan 
area  :  second  edition,  1890." 

There  is  nothing  whatever  on  the  face 
of  this  pamphlet  to  show  to  the  persons 
who  read  it  the  fact  that  the  letters 
bear  date  May  10,  1888,  so  that  the  state- 
ments with  regard  to  the  value  of  those 
licences  are  those  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber prepared  for  the  Government  pro- 
posals in  1888. 

Mr.  CAINE  :  It  says  so  in  the  preface. 
Head  the  preface. 

Sir  E.  CLARKE  :  There  is  a  preface, 
but  I  cannot  read  aloud  the  whole  pre- 
face. My  point  is  that  many  persons  in 
reading  the  pamphlet  would  be  mislead 
into  believing  that  it  was  correct  to  say 
that  the  Government  proposals  of  1888 
are  repeated  in  the  Bill  of  to-day.  The 
hon.  Member  also  said  that  the  sum 
applied  to  the  extinction  of  licences  is  so 
small  as  to  have  -  no  real  effect  on  the 
number  of  licences.  He  suggested 
tliat  the  average  value  of  licences  in 
London  was  £5,000 ;  but,  in  order  to  get 
that  average,  the  hon.  Member  must  have 
included  a  large  number  of  hotels  and 
other  places,  which  no  one  would  think 
of  shutting  up.  The  hon.  Member  is 
mistaken  in  his  calculation.  A  return 
has  been  issued  by  the  County  Council 
in  regard  to  the  steps  taken  in  London 
to  extinguish  licences,  and  also  with 
regard  to  artisans'  dwellings.  Under 
the  powers  conferred  on  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  and  the  London  County 
Council,  enabling  them  to  carry  out  the 


"  Though  these  men  (the  publicans)  might  be 
looked  upon  as  engaged  in  a  mischievous  trade, 
their  trade  had  the  sanction  of  the  law,  and 
had  had  for  a  long  period  of  years,  and  had 
been  dealt  with  as  a  legal  trade.  Although  it 
was  perfectly  true  that  the  Magistrates  might 
refuse  to  renew  a  licence,  everyone  knew,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  that  they  never  did  so  except  for 
misconduct.  In  the  case  of  a  respectably  con- 
nected house  the  Justices,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  re- granted  the  licence,  although  it  was 
perfectly  true  that  in  a  Court  of  law  there 
would  be  no  redress  for  the  best  conducted 
publican  in  the  world  if  they  refused  to  do  so. 
Everybody  who  dealt  fairly  with  the  matter 
would  feel  that  a  large  interest  had  been 
allowed  to  grow  up,  and  in  his  judgment  it 
would  be  a  very  strong  thing  if  such  a  man  was 
to  be  dealt  with  on  the  strict,  legal,  technical 
view  that  he  had  no  technical  vested  interest 
in  the  trade  he  had  pursued." 

Those  are  very  important  words  of  Lord 
Coleridge's,  but  there  is  one  other 
person  whose  views  have  been  quoted  to- 
night, and,  having  regard  to  the  confidint 
expectation  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
oppo8it3  entertains  of  an  early  accession 
to  power  of  those  who  will  be  inclined 
to  deal  with  this  matter  in  a  stringent 
way,  are  of  still  greater  importance. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  made  a  speech  at 
Dalkeith  on  March  19, 1880,  in  which  he 
said  that  to  the  principle  of  Local  Option 
he  took  no  preliminary  objection,  but 
that  he  must  consider  many  matters 
with  regard  to  its  application,  and,  among 
them,  strict  justice  to  an  interest  which, 
possibly,  the  exercise  of  Local  Option 
might  affect.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
further  expressed  his  disapproval  of  a 
scheme  which  contained  no  recognition 
of  a  fair  and  equitable  title,  and  allowed 
to  tho83  interested  in  the  case  no  oppor- 
tunity for  stating  their  case  for  equitable 
compensation  if  a  fundamentally  new 
proposition  were  introduced  into  legisla- 
tion which  might  bear  injuriously  on 
their  interests.  In  the  triumph,  there- 
fore, of  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
spoke  as  coming  speedily,  he  will  have 
over  him  and  before  him  the  authority 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian.  I  think  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  was  well  advised  in 
saying  that  after  this  long  and  unsuc- 
cessful toil  those  who  have  fixed  their 
minds  on  one  particular  solution  of  this 
controversy  would  be  wise,  in  presence 
of  this  concurrent  statement  from  all 
those  who  have  responsibility  in  this 
matter  or  are  likely  to  have  it,  in  seeing 
Sir  E.  Clarke 


793     Local  Taxation  (Customs     {Mat  12,  1890}       and  Excise)  Duties  BUI.     794 


widening  of  streets  and  to  undertake 
public  improvements,  or  to  erect  artisans' 
dwellings,  a  great  many  public  houses 
bare  been  taken.  I  think  that  the 
bon.  Member  for  Barrow  will  admit  that 
this  is  a  comparison  which  is  strongly 
in  bis  favour.  When  the  County 
Council  have  to  take  houses  in  this 
way  it  cannot  pick  and  choose,  it 
must  take  all  the  houses.  There  is  a 
difference  which  is  most  important  in 
this  case;  the  difference  between  com- 
pulsory purchase  and  purchase  by  volun- 
tary bargain  is  a  very  considerable  one. 
In  compulsory  purchase  the  amount, 
especially  in  public  houses,  of  the  mort- 
gage on  the  property  is  quoted  It  may 
not  represent  in  all  cases  the  real  value, 
but  it  is  very  difficult  to  disturb  it. 
There  were  about  128  public  houses 
taken  and  extinguished  in  this  way, 
and  they  cost  altogether  £144,000. 
In  the  Return  of  cases  there  were 
instances  of  property  taken  in  Charing 
Cross  Road,  at  Bethnal  Green,  in  the 
West  of  London,  and  Ratcliff  Highway, 
and  there  were  a  number  of  places  in 
which  the  average  value  of  the  houses 
taken,  compulsorily  and  not  selected, 
whatever  the  situation,  was  under  £800 
per  bouse.  I  confess  that  my  belief  is 
that  tbe  money,  which  can  be  assigned 
to  the  extinction  of  licensed  houses  under 
this  Bill,  will  do  a  great  deal  of  good.  I 
was  interested  and  amused  to  hear  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  that  there 
had  been  an  increase  in  the  value  of 
public  houses  recently,  owing  to  the  clear- 
ing up  of  the  law  with  regard  to 
licences.  Why,  I  had  thought  that  that 
declaration  of  the  law  was  supposed  to 
have  destroyed  their  value  altogether. 
The  hon.  Member  read  a  letter  from  a 
Mr.  Fell,  who,  he  said,  was  a  magistrate  of 
experience,  in  which  that  gentleman  said 
that  licences  were  only  renewable  from 
year  to  year  on  adequate  grounds  being 
shown  for  such  renewal.  The  writer  is 
entirely  mistaken,  because  unless 
adequate  grounds  are  shown  for  with- 
holding the  licence  the  renewal  of  a 
fiublican's  licence  is  an  automatic  matter 
Cries  of  "  No ! "]  ;  that  is  the  law,  and 
it  does  not  even  require  the  presence  of 
the  publican  at  the  Licensing  Sessions  to 
support  his  claim  for  its  renewal. 
The  suggestion  with  regard  to  a  10 
years'  licence  would  be,  in  a  way,  a  sort 


of  compensation.  But  I  wish  to  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  that 
he  himself  is  not  in  entire  harmony  with 
his  Party.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  Derby  has  been  consistent  for  a 
limited  period,  at  all  events,  upon  one 
point,  namely,  in  advocating  that  the  whole 
matter  of  licensing  should  be  handed 
over  to  the  Local  Bodies.  In  October, 
1888,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  addressed 
a  meeting  of  the  United  Kingdom  Alli- 
ance, whose  object  is  to  secure  the  total 
>and  immediate  suppression  of  the  liquor 
traffic,  in  what  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Cockermouth  called  an  im- 
portant, a  magnificent,  and  an  inspired 
speech.  In  that  speech  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  he  desired  that  the 
Local  Authorities  should  have  complete 
control  over  the  drink  traffic.  '  But  that 
policy  so  enunciated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  immediately  and  abso- 
lutely repudiated  by  those  who  were 
gathered  around  him  on  the  platform  of 
the  United  Kingdom  Alliance.  The 
Secretary,  I  think  it  was,  stated  that 
they  had  given  up  the  idea  of  local  option, 
on  the  ground  that  they  could  not  trust 
the  Local  Bodies,  but  preferred  to  intrust 
the  matter  to  the  direct  vote  of  the  com- 
munity; by  which  all  public  houses  might 
be  shut  up  one  year,  probably  to  be  re- 
opened the  next  year  by  another  general 
vote.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  does  not  seem  to  have 
been  very  kindly  treated  by  his  friends 
on  that  occasion,  and  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  W.  Lawson),  although  he  praised 
the  inspired  speech,  suggested  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  habits  were 
capable  of  improvement,  and  declared 
that  no  man  could  understand  the  Alli- 
ance policy  unless  he  was  a  teetotaller,  and 
believed  that  drink  was  a  poison,  socially 
and  politically,  and  prevented  a  man  from 
seeing  that  it  was  a  good  thing  to  prevent 
another  being  such  a  big  fool  as  to  go  on 
poisoning  himself.  I  must  apologise  for 
referring  to  these  observations,  which 
sound  discourteous,  but  I  suppose  after 
the  "  inspiration  "they  were  soon  forgotten. 
I  put  it  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow 
that  we  have  to  deal  with  a  practical 
question.  The  present  Bill  does  not 
attempt  to  deal  with  the  question  in  a 
large  and  heroic  manner,  but  it  proposes 
a  sensible  way  of  diminishing  the  number 
of  licensed  houses.     To  attempt  to  shut 
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iip  all  the  licensed  houses  on  a  particular 
day  would  be  to  endanger  the  peace  of 
the  country,  and  would  lead  to  confusion 
and  chaos.     The  present  measure,  how- 
ever, seeks  to  help  the   people  in  their 
growing  desire  for  the  improvement  of 
their  own  habits.     The  measure  will  not 
interfere  one  iota  with  the  discretion  of 
the  magistrates,  and  will  enable  Local 
Bodies  to  extinguish  licences  by  means 
of  funds  derived  from  the  drink  traffic 
itself.      This  proposal  the   Government 
has  put  before    the    House,  with    the 
sincere  desire   that  something  may  be 
done  in  the  direction  of  reducing  the 
number  of  licensed   houses.      I  regret 
that  the  Government  proposals  of  two 
years  ago  were  not  accepted,  because  I 
believe   that  if  they  had  been  a  great 
step  in  the  direction  of  temperance  would 
have    been  made    by   this   time.     The 
Temperance  Party  have  now  another  op- 
portunity offered  them,  and  I  trust  they 
will  not  reject  it.     I  hope  that  the  dis- 
cussion, which  has   now  resolved  itself 
not  into  bitter  antagonism  to  the  Bill, 
but  of  a  discussion  of  various  forms  of 
compensation,  may  result  in  the  House 
emphatically  endorsing  the    policy  the 
Government  have  submitted  to  it. 


*(11.30.)    Mr.  HALDANE  (Hadding- 
ton) :  I  am  glad  to  note  that  there  is  a 
sensible  alteration   in   the  tone  of  the 
speeches  from  the  Government  Benches 
on    this  subject,  as  compared  with  the 
Debate  two  years  ago,  when  there  was 
much  talk  about  the  absolute  rights  of 
the  owners  of  licensed  houses.     To-day 
we  have  heard  much  more  about  com- 
promise;  there  is  a  great  deal  in   the 
nature   of  conciliation,    and    there   are 
growing  signs  that  the  Government  have 
begun  to  find  itself  face  to  face  with  the 
real  situation.     We    had  a  remarkable 
speech  the  other  day    from   the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington, 
and  now  we    have    had    a  remarkable 
speech    from    the  Solicitor   General — a 
speech  in  which  he  put  his  case  far  more 
moderately  than  he  did  two  years  ago. 
Still,  we  have  the  question  of  compensa- 
tion raised.     The  word  "  compensation," 
although  one  for  which  there  was  some 
excuse  two  years  ago,  is  not  applicable 
now,    since    the   Court  of    Appeal,    in 
Sir  E.  Clarke 


"  Sharp  y.  Wakefield,"  has  decided  what 
the  law  is.     I  listened  to  the  exposition 
of  the  Solicitor  General  with  reference 
to  that  case  with  a  good  deal  of  amaze- 
ment.    What  the  Solicitor  General  put 
forward  was    not  the  statement  of  the 
Judges,    but    that    of  the  unsuccessful 
counsel  for  the   unsuccessful  appellant. 
In  the  proceeding  before  the   Court  it 
was  contended  that  there  was  some  right 
to  consider  the  renewal  of  licences  as  an 
automatic  process.     But    Lord    Justice 
Fry,  in  the  most  distinct  manner,  nega- 
tived the  argument  which  the  Solicitor 
General  put  forward  as  the  statement  of 
the  law.     The  position  of  the  publican  is 
this.     He  may  go  before  the  Court,  and 
the  Court  is  entitled    to    say  Aye  or 
No     to     the     question     whether     the 
licence   is   to   be   renewed   or   refused. 
Now  I  come  to  the  grain  of    truth  in 
the  case  put  forward   by  the  hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman.  There  is  an  absolute 
discretion  in  the  Justices  as  to  whether 
they  will  refuse  the  licence  or  not,   but 
the  discretion  is  of  a  judicial  and  not  of 
an  administrative  nature.     It  is  a  discre- 
tion which  is  to  be  exercised  on  judicial 
principles,  by  a  Judicial  Body,  acting,  not 
upon  any  rules  of  law  which  bind   them 
or  render  them  subject  to  review,    but 
according  to  certain  rules    of  practice 
which  are  well  understood.     We   have 
an  illustration  of  that  in  the  award  of 
costs  in  law  suits.     This    is    a   matter 
entirely    in     the     discretion   of   Court. 
But    those   familiar    with     the     Court 
procedure     know     that     if    a    litigant 
succeeds    he    usually    gets     his     costs, 
and  if  he  fails  he    is  ordered    to   pay 
his  opponent's  costs.     So  in  the  case  of 
renewals,  the  Court  is  not  bound  to  give 
a  renewal,  but  in  the  natural  course  of 
things  the  publican  anticipates  there  will 
be  a  renewal.     The  advocates    of    the 
extreme   Temperance   Party  propose  to 
take  the  duties,  which  are  now  performed 
by  the  Justices  in  a  judicial  capacity,  and 
shift  their  performance  to  the  County 
Councils,  who  will  perform  them  in   an 
administrative  capacity.     It  seems  to  me 
that  that  would  give  the  owner  of  the 
licensed  house  some  title  to  complain.     I 
do  not    mean  the  man  who    has    been 
guilty  of  misconduct,  but  the  man  whose 
house  is  respectably  conducted,  and  who 
has  probably  paid  for  the  goodwill,   and 
whose  goodwill  is  taxed  and   subject  to 
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Probate  Duty.  That  man  deserves  con- 
sideration, not  because  he  has  any  legal 
title,  as  has  been  suggested  from  the 
Government  benches,  but  because  he  has 
no  legal  title  at  all.  He  is  deserving  of 
consideration  because  he  is  a  man  who 
has  acquired  his  business  under  the 
existing  practice,  and  if  it  is  altered  he 
should  not  be  placed  in  a  worse  position. 
It  is  an  abuse  of  language  to  call  that 
compensation,  because  compensation  must 
be  for  some  right  of  which  a  person  is 
deprived.  The  ground  of  my  opposition 
to  this  Bill  is  the  assumption  which  it 
has  underlying  it.  It  is  one  thing  to  say 
that  men  are  worthy  of  consideration  on 
account  of  their  trade  being  dealt  with 
in  future  in  an  administrative  and  not  a 
judicial  capacity  ;  but  that  is  not  sufficient 
ground  for  an  expenditure  of  public 
money.  Payment  of  money  raised  from 
taxation  can  only  be  justified  when  the 
payment  is  made  to  people  in  respect  of 
that  to  which  they  are  legally  entitled. 
I  object  to  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment because  it  affirms  the  very  re- 
verse and  negative  of  that.  Underlying 
the  Bill  is  the  vicious  assumption  that 
there  is  a  right  of  property  which  gives 
a  title  to  legal  compensation.  And 
I  have  another  objection.  If  we  are 
going  to  assume  the  principle  of  legal 
compensation,  and  that  the  publican  has 
something  for  which  he  is  legally  entitled 
to  be  paid,  then  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  are  ludicrously  inadequate. 
I  am  far  from  wishing  to  identify  myself 
with  the  extreme  section  of  the  Temper- 
ance Party,  but  I  cannot  assent  to  the 
proposals  of.  the  Government.  At  the 
same  time,  I  am  prepared  to  approach 
this  question  with  a  due  regard — not  for 
vested  interests,  for  there  are  none — but 
for  the  position  of  people  who  will  suffer 
a  moral  hardship  from  the  law  regulating 
their  trade  being  carried  out  in  an  ad- 
ministrative instead  of  a  judicial  capacity. 
That  is  quite  a  different  thing  to  what 
is  put  before  us  to-night.  I  object 
altogether  to  the  principle  which  under- 
lies the  proposal  of  the  Government, 
and  I,  for  one,  shall  vote  against  it. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow,  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 

STATUTE    LAW    REVISION    (RE-COM- 
MITTED) BILL  [LORDS]— (No.  251.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 


(11.50.)  Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL 
(Sir  E.  Claeke,  Plymouth):  I  hope  I 
may  be  allowed  to  make  a  short  state* 
menfc  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  It  will 
be  remembered  by  the  Committee  that  last 
year  a  Statute  Law  Revision  Bill  came 
before  the  House,  but  was  not  then  ac- 
cepted, on  the  ground  that  it  involved  the 
repeal  of  certain  Acts  of  Parliament, 
which  hon.  Members  thought  ought  not  to 
be  dealt  with  without  careful  considera- 
tion. The  Bill,  was  in  fact,  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  and  that  Committee,  as 
the  result  of  a  large  number  of  sittings, 
have  now  put  before  the  House  an 
amended  Bill.  They  have  drafted  a  Special 
Report,  to  which  I  venture  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee.     The  Select 

Committee  have  pointed  out  in  that 
Special  Report  that  they  felt  it  their 
duty  to  go  carefully  through  the  Bill 
submitted  to  them;  that  they  have  found 
it  possible  to  amend  it  by  leaving  out 
certain  formal  language  in  the  different 
clauses ;  and  that  they  have  found  that 
the  Preambles  of  several  Statutes  could 
well  be  dispensed  with,  as  they  threw  no 
light  on  the  Statutes  and  were  of  no 
historic  importance.  By  this  action  the 
Committee  have  increased  12  or  15 
fold  the  value  of  the  Bill.  The 
Committee  further  report  that  in  the 
course  of  their  examination  of  the 
Statutes  they  came  across  Statutes  of 
little  or  no  practical  value  which  still 
remained  unrepealed.  This  particularly 
applied  to  various  Imperial  Acts  now 
operative  in  Scotland  or  Ireland  only. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  The  Statute  of 
Edward  III.]  These  Statutes  the  Com- 
mittee hold  have  no  practical  application 
to  the  present  circumstances  of  either 
Scotland  or  Ireland,  and' it  is  obviously 
desirable  that  the  Acts  should  be  repealed, 
so  that  the  law  for  the  three  countries 
should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  uniform.  I 
can  only  say,  in  conclusion,  that  I  hope 
the  Bill  will  be  accepted  in  its  amended 
form.  It  has  been  most  carefully  con- 
sidered. I  beg  to^move  to  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." 


799        Registration  of  Voters         {COMMONS}     {Borough  of  Belfast)  Bill.     800 


Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  As  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  which  pre- 
sented the  Report  to  which  the  learned 
Solicitor  General  has  called  attention  I 
desire  to  confirm  what  he  has  said.  The 
Committee  were  very  much  struck  by 
the  great  care  and  attention  which  the 
Statute  Law  Revision  Committee  had  de" 
voted  to  the   preparation  of  this  Bill; 

they  entirely  deserved  the  confidence 
placed  in  them  by  the  House.  Follow- 
ing in  their  footsteps,  we  found  that  a 
great  deal  still  remained  to  be  done  in 
the  way  of  Statute  Law  Consolidation, 
and  we  hope  that  the  Report  we  have 
presented  will  enable  the  Revision  Com- 
mittee to  proceed  more  rapidly  with  its 
important  labours. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday. 

SUCK    RIVER   DRAINAGE   (PROVI8ION 
OF  FUNDS]  BILL.-(No.  236.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the 
dock. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
(PROCEDURE)  BILL.-(No.  245.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

(12.0.)     Dr.  TANNER :  I  object. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  (Fife,  East):  I  hope 
the  hon.  Member  will  withdraw  his  ob- 
jection.     There   is   great   unanimity  of 
opinion  among  Members  of  the  Legal  Pro- 
fession on  both  sides  of  the  House. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Having  listened  to 
the  eloquent  voice  of  the  hon.  Member,  I 
withdraw  my  objection,  though  it  is  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Finlay) 
who  promotes  the  Bill. 

Mr.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  tfce.)  :  I  am 
obliged  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
courtesy  he  has  shown  in  this  matter. 

Dr.  TANNER :  Oh,  no  ;  you  need  not 

express  obligation. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order. 


Mr  FINLAY :  The  object  of  this  Bill 

is  to   remedy  the  multiplicity  of  legal 

proceedings     that     take    place    in    the 

Queen's  Bench  Division.     The  proposal 

is   to  supersede   the   necessity    of    one 

stage  of  these  proceedings,  namely,  the 
Divisional  Courts.  There  is,  as  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  has  stated,  very 
great  agreement  on  the  main  objects  of 
the  Bill,  though  there  may  be  some 
difference  on  matters  of  detail. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Thursday,  5th  June. 

ORCHARDS  RATING   EXEMPTION 
BILL.— (No.  177.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday. 

REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (BOROUGH 
OF  BELFAST)  BILL.— (No.  153.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

The  following  Amendments,  proposed 
by  Mr.  Macartney,  were  agreed  to  : — 

Page  2,  line  1,  after  "  the,"  leave  out 
'severa  1." 

Page  2,  line  5,  after  "the,"  insert 
"  said." 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  moved :  Page  2, 
line  5,  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
"  borough,"  to  end  of  Clause. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  There  is  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Preamble  leaving  out  the 
words  relating  to  the  expenses  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  Peace. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
are  unnecessary. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  The  Preamble  recites 
that  it  is  expedient  to  make  further 
provision  for  the  whole  of  the  Courts  ; 
but  if  these  words  are  struck  out  there 
is  no  provision  for  charging  tho  ac- 
count. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY:  If  the  hon. 
Member  presses  that  the  words  should 
be  left  in,  I  do  not  care  ;  but  I  am  in- 
formed that  they  are  really  not  neces- 
sary. 
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Mr.  SEXTON :  If  it  should  appear  on 
Report  that  the  words  are  unnecessary, 
we  could  then  deal  with  the  matter. 

•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Univer- 
sity): I  shall  consider  the  question 
between  now  and  the  Report  stage. 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  stand  part  of  the- Clause,"  put, 
and  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  3. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
18,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the 
word  "  expenses,"  to  "and  shall,"  in  line 
20. — (Mr.  Johnston,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause.,, 

Mr.   SEXTON:   If  this  Amendment 

« 

were  agreed   to,  the  clause    would    be 

worthless.       The     clause     allows     the 

Recorder  of  Belfast  fco  pay  to  the  Clerk  of 

the  Peace  such  sum  as  he  may  think 

reasonable  as  expenses  in  carrying  out 

the  Act.     In  recent  years  the  work  of 

registration  has  very  much  increased,  for 

whereas     there    were    formerly   21,000 

Voters  and  one  Revising  Barrister,  there 

are  now  32,000  voters  and  five  Revising 
Barristers.  The  Clerk  of  the  Peace 
expenses  have,  during  the  last  three 
years,  been  £731,  £665,  and  £633 
respectively ;  and  the  Amendment,  if 
passed,  would  have  the  effect  of  pre- 
cluding his  getting  one  penny. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY:  I  cannot  con- 
ceive  that  my  hon.  Friend  will  press 
the  Amendment.  Of  course,  if  he  does, 
it  will  stop  the  Bill,  for  the  effect 
of  his  Amendment  would  be  to  give  the 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  Belfast  a  sum 
much  less  than  the  salary  of  £50  which 
he  had  before. 

•Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast) :  Will  the 
Attorney  General  state  whether  that 
would  be  the  effect  of  the  proposition  1 

*Mk.  MADDEN:  Yes;  a  considerable 
proportion  of  expenses  would  be  left 
outside  the  Bill. 

•Mr.   JOHNSTON:    I    ask    leave    to 
withdraw. 
VOL.  CCCXLIV.    [third  series.] 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
20,  after  "and,"  leave^out  "shall  also," 
and  insert — 

"The  said  expenses  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace,  other  than  the  costs  of  necessary  print 
ing,  shall  be  oalcuiaUd  according  to  the  scale 
for  the  time  being  in  force  under  any  order  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council  made  pursuant 
to  '  The  County  Officers  and  Councils  (Ireland) 
Act,  1 877,'  and  the  said  recorder  shall  sign  and.'' 
— (Mr.  Macartney.) 

Me.  SEXTON:  The  hon.  Member's 
Amendment  defeats  his  own  object. 
The  effect  of  it  would  be  to  give  the 
Clerk  of  the  Peace,  talSng  32,000  voters 
at  l|d.  each,  about  £200  a  year.  I 
trust  the  hon.  Member  will  see  the 
propriety  of  withdrawing  the  Amend- 
ment. 

(12.28.)  Mr.  MACARTNEY:  This 
provision  only  applies  to  the  expenses 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  and  not  to  his 
remuneration.  I  am  obliged  to  press 
the  insertion  of  these  words,  to  which  1 
am  authorised  to  say  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  makes  no  objection.  They  only 
apply  to  the  actual  legal  expenses,  for 
which  he  is  out  of  pocket. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Is  the  learned  Attor- 
ney General  of  opinion  that  the  Recorder 
will  make  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  such 
remuneration  as  is  apart  from  expenses  ? 

*Mr.  MADDEN:  My  opinion  is  that 
the  Amendment  merely  applies  to  ex* 
penses. 

Question, "  That  the  words  '  shall  also ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
8,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
"  clerk  "  to  end  of  clause. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  By  a  clause  of  the  Act 

of  1868  the  County  Down  got  rid  of  its 

expenses,  and  since  1867  the  Clerk  of 

the  Peace  has  paid  them  out  of  his  own 

pocket,  and  has  never  been  repaid.     This 

gentleman  has  been  £318  out  of  pocket. 
If  these  words  are  struck  out  the  Clerk 
of  the  Peace  will  lose  his  £300, 
2  F 
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Mr.  MACABTNBY:  I  have  endea- 
voured to  reconcile  the  various  interests ; 
but  it  is  a  matter  of  difficulty,  and, 
much  as  I  sympathise  with  the  hon. 
Member  in  what  he  has  said,  I  am  com- 
pelled to  maintain  the  obligations  I  am 
under  to  various  sections  of  this  House. 
If  this  Bill  passes,  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  will  be  in  a  very  much  better 
position.  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will 
not  press  his  objection.  I  am  obliged  to 
omit  the  words. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  I  am  extremely  Borry 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should,  at  the 
beginning  of  his*  political  career,  have 
given  such  an  equivocal  pledge,  and  that 
this  Public  Officer  will  not  get  his  money 
back.  However,  I  suppose  I  must 
yield,  or  the  Bill,  which  on  the  whole 
improves  the  equity  of  the  situation, 
would  not  pass  at  all  But  I  must  ex- 
press my  regret  that  the  hon.  Member 
allowed  himself  to  make,  any  alliances 
whatever. 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  rejected. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Bill  reported  with  an  amended  title ; 
as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon 
Wednesday. 

DEEDS  OP  ARRANGEMENT  BILL. 

(No.  163.)i 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
ported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  264.] 

POSTPONEMENT  OF  MOTION 


IBISH  SOCIETY  AND  LONDON  COM- 
PANIES  (IRISH  ESTATES)-SELBCT 
COMMITTEE. 

Sir  N.  R.  FOWLER  (London) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Government  to  postpone  the 
following  Motion : — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  at  to  the  terms  of  the  Charters  or  oth>  r 
instruments  by  which  their  estates  in  Ireland 


were  granted  to  the  Irish  Society  and  to  the 
London  Companies,  and  as  to  the  trusts  and 
obligations  (if  any)  attaching  to  the  ownership 
of  such  estates,  and  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
the  sale  of  their  estates  has  been  effected,  or 
oan  be  effeoted,  consistently  with  such  trusts 
and  obligations  as  may  be  shown  to  have  ex* 
isted,  or  now  exist." 

I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mb.  AKERS  DOUGLAS  assented. 

Mb.   SEXTON:    The   re-appointment 

of  this  Committee  has  been  pending  for 

a  considerable  time,  and  if  the  question 

is  not  dealt  with  at  once,  the  postpone- 
ment is  likely  to  become  indefinite  and 
the  work  of  the  Committee  inoperative. 
The  subject  is  of  considerable  urgency  in 
the  North  of  Ireland,  and  I  had  hoped 
that  arrangements  would  be  made  to 
appoint  the  Committee  to-night. 

Mb.  AKERS  DOUGLAS:  I  have 
already  succeeded  in  removing  the  objec- 
tion of  one  hon.  Member  to  the  Committee, 

and  I  hope  to  be  able  to  remove  those 
of  others,  and  to  get  the  Committee 
appointed  by  Wednesday. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  have  the  matter  brought  on 
before  the  Irish  Members  disperse  for 
Whitsuntide. 

Mb.  AKERS  DOUGLAS :  It  does  not 
rest  with  me  to  fix  the  day  for  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  definitely. 
I  will,  however,  do  what  I  can  to  meet 
the  wishes  of  the  hon.  Member. 

MOTION. 

ROADS  AND  STREETS  IN  POLICE  BURGHS 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hugh  Elliot,  Bill  to  amend 
"  The  Roads  and  Bridges  (Sootland)Aoi,  1878," 
in  respect  to  the  maintenance  of  Roads  and 
Streets  in  Police  Burghs,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Hugh  Elliot,  Mr.  Shiress  Will,  Mr. 
Barclay,  and  Mr.  Sinclair. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  266.] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 

before   One  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  13th  May,  1890. 


INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  BILL.— (No.  52.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  <fcc,  with 
amendments:  The  Report  thereof  re- 
ceived ;  and  Bill  re-committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  ;  and  to 
be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  85.) 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  67.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
for  General  Bills,  with  amendments : 
The  Report  thereof  received;  Bill  re- 
committed to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed  as  amended.     (No.  78#.) 

OPEN  SPACES  BILL.— (No.  76.) 

Amendment  (on  Re-commitment) 
reported  (according  to  order) ;  and  Bill 
to  be  read  38  on  Friday  next. 

COMMISSIONERS  FOR  OATHS  ACT  (1889) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.- (No.  63.) 
Read   3*   (according    to    order),   and 
passed. 

HISTORICAL  MANUSCRIPTS 
COMMISSION. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP:  My  Lords,  in 
moving  that  there  be  laid  before  this 
House  a  complete  list,  with  dates  of 
issue,  of  the  Reports  of  the  Historical 
Manuscripts  Commission,  and  of  the 
Appendices  thereto  ;  together  with  an 
alphabetical  index  of  the  collections 
examined  and  reported  on,  giving  a 
reference  to  the  Report  and  Appendix 
wherein  the  result  of  the  examination 
may  be  found,  I  am  quite  sensible  of  the 
audacity  of  the  task  I  have  taken  upon 
myself  in  venturing  to  impugn  the  con- 
duct of  so  august  a  body  of  persons  as 
the  Historical  Manuscripts  Commis- 
sioners ;  but  1  think  that  any  of  your 
Lordships  and  any  of  the  public  who  have 
attempted  to  grapple  with  the  publica- 
tions of  that  body  must  have  found  an 
insuperable  difficulty  in  the  initial 
task  of  placing  those  publications 
upon  their  shelves  in  consecutive  order. 
I     suppose     few     Royal     Commissions 

VOL.  CCCXL1V.     [imp  semis.] 


have  ever  been  appointed  which  have 
dealt  with  matters  of  so  much  interest, 
and  no  praise  is  too  high  to  be  bestowed 
upon  those  noblemen  and  gentlemen  who 
own  valuable  historical  manuscripts,  in- 
cluding the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  for  the 
public  spirit  which  has  induced  them  to 
place  their  collections  of  valuable  docu- 
ments at  the  disposal  of  the  Historical 
Manuscripts  Commissioners.  But  I  am 
compelled  to  say  that  a  great  deal  of  that 
useful  and  valuable  work  which  the 
Commissioners  have  performed  has  been 
rendered,  I  will  not  say  nugatory,  but 
certainly  very  inaccessible  to  those  who 
most  desire  to  profit  by  it.  Anyone  who 
has  attempted  to  discover  or  to  under- 
stand the  order  and  publication  of  the 
Reports,  or  their  dates  of  issue,  or  to 
know  which  Reports  and  Appendices  have 
been  published,  and  what  there  is  that 
has  not  been  published,  will  have  found 
himself  entangled  in  a  labyrinth,  from 
which  I  am  sure  he  has  found  it  diffi- 
cult, if  not  impossible,  to  extricate  him- 
self. .Those  manuscripts  which  have 
been  dealt  with  by  the  Commissioners 
are  of  very  great  value  indeed,  and  I 
regret  that  they  have  not  thought  fit  to 
adopt  the  ordinary  course  which  is 
followed  by  those  have  to  deal  with  and 
superintend  publications  of  this  descrip- 
tion, of  providing  a  table  of  contents, 
which  should  be  available  to  those 
who  desire  to  study  the  volumes. 
I  am  not  asking  your  Lordships  for  a 
direction  that  there  shall  be  supplied  a 
general  index  of  the  Reports  and  Appen- 
dices, for,  of  course,  that  would  be  a 
very  k\:ge  matter,  and  one  into  which  I 
do  not  f  resume  to  enter  now.  All  1  ask 
is  that  we  should  have  placed  before  us, 
in  a  clear  and  concise  way,  a  list  of  the  pub- 
lications of  the  Commission,  in  order  that 
we  may  know  what  has  been  published 
and  what  has  not  been  published,  and  that 
we  may  be  able  to  lay  our  hands  upon 
such  information  as  we  may  seek.  An 
eminent  authority  of  your  Lordships' 
House  once  said  that  knowledge  of 
the  means  for  reference  was  really  the 
knowledge  itself,  and  I  believe  he  was 
taken  somewhat  severely  to  task  for  that 
aphorism  ;  but  I  must  express  my  own 
opinion  that  he  was  perfectly  right.  A 
great  deal  of  our  knowledge  must  be 
potential,  that  is  to  say,  you  cannot 
carry  the  entire    details  of  it   in  your 
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mind ;  but,  to  be  in  the  position  to  make 
use  of  it,  you  must  be  able  to  go  to  the 
place  or  lay  your  hand  upon  the  book 
where  the  necessary  information  is  to  be 
obtained.  When  reference  is  possible 
our  knowledge  is  very  much  increased 
and  enlarged,  or,  at  all  events,  made 
more  available,  which  tends  to  the  same 
result.  My  Lords,  the  Commission  is 
composed  of  noblemen  and  gentlemen  of 
the  highest  possible  attainments,  and  I 
think  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  they 
have  not  paid  some  attention  to  the  work 
I  have  referred  to,  for  it  would,  I 
am  sure,  have  saved  those  who  are  en- 
gaged in  antiquarian  and  historical 
researches  great  waste  of  time,  and  I 
have  also  not  the  least  doubt  that  the 
public  convenience  will  be  facilitated  if 
your  Lordships  will  grant  this  Return. 
When  once  granted,  I  hope  it  will  be  ap- 
pended to  every  publication  that  may 
come  out,  either  upon  the  wrapper  or 
otherwise.  It  is  really  very  inconvenient 
not  to  be  able  to  ascertain  the  order  of 
these  various  publications.  Within  the 
last  few  weeks  a  great  part  of  the  Cecil 
Manuscripts  have  been  published,  but  there 
is  no  indication  as  to  what  Report  they 
are  connected  with.  Whether  it  is  one 
of  the  Appendices  to  the  11th  or  12th 
Report,  or  whether  it  is  an  excrescence  or 
a  mere  casual  volume,  there  is  not  the 
least  clue ;  and  though  that  alone  is  a 
trifling  matter,  I  think  your  Lordships 
will  agree  that  when  you  wish  to 
arrange  on  your  shelves  works  of  so 
valuable  a  character,  it  is  very  incon- 
venient to  be  vexed  and  thwarted  by 
mere  neglect  on  the  part  of  those  who 
have  to  superintend  such  matters.  It 
would  be  of  great  public  convenience,  I 
am  sure,  if  this  Return  were  granted. 

♦Earl  STANHOPE :  I  should  like  to 
say  a  few  words  in  reference  to  what 
has  fallen  from  my  noble  relative.  I 
have  collected  these  volumes  since  the 
starting  of  the  Commission,  that  is  to 
say,  I  have  now  12  volumes,  and  I  have 
the  greatest  difficulty  in  finding  out 
what  are  the  dates  of  their 
publication,  or  in  what  order  they 
proceed.  It  is  difficult  to  know 
from  the  title  page  at  the  top  of  each 
volume  what  manuscripts  are  reported 
upon.  Lately,  also,  the  size  of  the 
volumes  has  been  diminished ;  from 
being,  as  formerly,  folio  volumes,  they 
have  now  become  octavo,  and  the  collec- 
Earl  Beauchamp 


tion,  therefore,  does  not  look  uniform,  or 
as  important  as  it  should  from  its  nature 
and  character.  I  quite  endorse  every- 
thing that  has  fallen  from  my  noble 
relative  in  reference  to  the  valuable 
character  of  these  Reports,  which,  I 
have  no  doubt,  many  of  your  Lordships 
possess ;  but  I  think  their  value  would 
be  much  enhanced  if  such  a  Return  as 
he  has  moved  for  were  granted. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY of  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
My  Lords,  I  am  a  very  humble  member 
of  the  Commission  to  whose  labours  the 
noble  Lords  have  referred,  but  by  special 
desire  of  the  Commission  J,  like  most  of 
the  other  Commissioners,  never  attend. 
The  Commission  prefers  to  work  prin- 
cipally in  the  absence  of  most  of  its 
members,  and  it  works,  I  imagine,  much 
better  in  consequence  of  their  non- 
attendance.  But  there  is  one  active 
member  who,  I  regret  to  Bee,  is  not 
present  in  the  House,  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  ;  and  I  think  he  is  the  only  person 
who  can  give  my  noble  Friend  that 
information  or  those  assurances  which  he 
demands.  Of  course,  there  is  no  objec- 
tion to  the  Return  being  given ;  but  I 
do  not  imagine  that  even  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls  could,  without  consultation 
with  the  proper  authorities,  give  my 
noble  Friend  information  as  to  the  mode 
in  which  the  publications  could  be 
amended.  I  quite  sympathise  with  him 
as  to  the  advantage  of  being  able  to 
find  one's  way  among  the  volumes,  for  I 
have  invariably  lost  it  when  I  have  made 
the  attempt. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP:  Of  course  I 
do  not  wish  in  the  least  to  interfere  with 
the  contents ;  I  only  desire  that  there 
should  be  given  on  the  wrappers,  or  else- 
where, some  proper  indication  of  the 
contents. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  :  I 
am  told  that  it  would  be  better  if  the 
terms  of  the  notice  were  altered,  and 
perhaps  my  noble  Friend  would  not 
mind  putting  it  off  for  a  few  days  for 
that  purpose. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP :  I  must  really 
object  to  that.  I  wrote  to  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls  on  the  subject,  and  I  have  had 
no  communication  from  him.  Unless  I 
know  what  the  objections  are  I  do  not 
understand  why  the  matter  should  be 
postponed 
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Earl  CADOGAN :  Perhaps  I  ™  by  be 
allowed  to  say  that  just  before  entering 
the  House  I  met  the  Master  of  the  Rolls. 
He  told  me  he  was  exceedingly  sorry 
that  he  was  obliged  to  be  away,  and 
he  gave  me  charge  of  a  message  for  ray 
noble  Friend. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  I  do  not  under. 

stand   what   the   objections   are,   and   I 

think  there  must  be  some  misconception 

in  the  matter  I  have  heard  some 
suggestion  that  the  words  which  I 
propose  are  intended  to  cover  the  supply 
of  a  general  index  to  the  contents 
of  the  volumes,  but  nothing  is 
further  from  my  intention.  All  I 
ask  for  is  a  complete  list,  with  dates 
and  issue  of  the  Reports  of  the  Histori- 
cal Manuscripts  Commission,  and  of  the 
Appendices  thereto,  together  with  an 
alphabetical  index  of  the  collections  ex- 
amined and  reported  on.  Your  Lord- 
ships know  that  in  each  volume  several 
collections  are  reported  upon,  of  which 
no  trace  is  to  be  found,  though  some- 
times on  the  title  page  there  is  given 
some  reference  by  which,  in  the  result, 
a  particular  collection  reported  on  may 
be  found.  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  no 
printer  of  any  reputation  would  allow 
such  work  to  issue  from  his  establish- 
ment without  some  means  of  reference, 
such  as  I  am  asking  for.  I  do  not  under- 
stand what  the  objections  are,  and  with- 
out an  explanation  I  cannot  withdraw 
my  Motion. 

•Lord  de  RAMSEY :  In  answer  to  my 

noble  Friend,  perhaps  I  may  state  a  little 

more  fully  what  the  Prime  Minister  has 

already  said,  that  there  is  no  objection 
whatever  to  grant  this  Return  up  to  a 
certain  extent.  The  noble  Marquess  is 
perfectly  right  in  saying  that  the  terms 
of  the  Notice  would  require  to  be  altered, 
because  what  appears  in  the  Motion  is 
what  the  noble  Earl,  as  I  understand, 
does  not  ask  for,  that  is  a  general  index, 
If  that  is  so,  all  I  have  to  say,  on  behalf 
of  the  Home  Office,  is  that  there  is  no 
objection  whatever  to  give  the  Return 
for  which  the  noble  Earl  asks ;  that  is,  a 
complete  list  with  the  dates  of  issue  of 
the  Reports,  an  alphabetical  list  of  the 
collections  examined,  and  an  alphabetical 
list  of  the  owners  of  such  collections. 
That  can  easily  be  supplied,  if  that  meets 
with  the  noble  Earl's  wishes. 


Earl  BEAUCHAMP :  I  do  not  ask 
for  an  alphabetical  list  of  the  owners  of 
manuscripts ;  I  only  ask  for  what  is  in  the 
Notice. 

♦Lord  de  RAMSEY :  That  can  be  sup- 
plied at  the  same  time.  I  think  the  line 
can  be  drawn  at  a  general  index,  which 
would  be  extremely  expensive  and  cause 
a  great  deal  of  trouble.  There  is  no  ob- 
jection whatever,  therefore,  to  grant  the 
Return  which  the  noble  Earl  asks  for. 

Address  ordered. 

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION  FOR 
STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Report  from,  That  the  Committee 
have  added  the  Lord  Chancollor,  the 
Earl  of  Morley,  the  Lord  Watson, 
the  Lord  Bramwell,  the  Lord  Esher, 
the  Lord  Macnaghten,  and  the  Lord 
Morris  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  General  Bills  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Companies  (Memorandum  of  •Associa- 
tion) Bill ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes  before 

Six  o'clock,  to  Friday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  13th  May,  1890. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
QUESTIONS. 

INDIAN  FACTORY  LABOUR. 
Mr.  JAMES  MACLEAN  (Oldham)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  is  aware  that  at 
a  mass  meeting  of  mill  operatives,  num-* 
baring  upwards  of  10,000  persons,  ' 
which  was  held  at  Bombay  on  24th 
April,  a  petition  was  adopted  at  the 
Millowners'  Association  to  close  the  mills 
for  four  days  in  the  month,  and  that  two 
of  the  workpeople,  both  women,  made 
speeches  complaining  of  being  pressed  to 
come  to  work  even  on  Sundays,  and 
said  that  one  day's  rest  out  of  the 
seven  would  be  a  great  benefit  both  to 
the  operatives  and  to  the  millowners ; 
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and  whether  any  provision  is  made  in 
the  Indian  Factory  Act  Amendment  Bill 
for  closing  the  factories  on  Sundays  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst, 
Chatham) :  It  is  stated  in  the  Indian 
newspapers  that  such  a  meeting  was 
held  and  such  a  petition  adopted.  The 
Bill  now  before  the  Indian  Legislature 
provides  four  days'  holiday  a  month  for 
women  and  children. 

Me.  MACLEAN :  Are  the  four  holi- 
days to  be  on  Sundays  ? 

Sib  J.  QORST:  The  Bill  does  not 
specify  that  they  shall  be  on  Sunday, 
but  I  believe  there  is  very  little 
doubt  that  Sunday  will  be'  the  day 
selected. 

PLEUROPNEUMONIA— CATTLE  FROM 
THE  UNITED   STATES. 

Mb.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire)  :   I  beg 

to  ask   the  President  of  the  Board   of 

Agriculture  whether  he  has  any  recent 
Reports  as  to  the  health  of  the  cattle 
from  the  United  States  slaughtered  at 
the  ports  of  debarkation ;  and  if  he  will 
take  measures  to  have  in  future  a  regular 
inspection  of  the  carcasses  of  such 
animals,  as  providing  some  indication  of 
the  health  of  cattle  in  the  United 
States  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lincoln- 
shire,  Sleaford) :    Since  the    beginning 

of  the  present  year  41,000  animals  have 
been  landed  at  Deptford  and  40,000  at 
Liverpool  from  the  United  States. 
During  that  period  five  cargoes  were 
found  containing  animals  affected  with 
pleuro  -  pneumonia.  Three  of  these 
cargoes  were  landed  at  Deptford  on 
February  21,  March  23,  and  March  25, 
and  two  at  Liverpool  on  March  29. 
They  were  shipped  at  the  ports  of  Balti- 
more, Boston,  and  New  York.  Having 
regard  to  these  facts,  it  would  appear  to 
be  unnecessary  to  undertake  the  trouble 
and  expense  of  a  post-mortem  examina- 
tion of  each  carcass  in  order  to  ascertain 
the  existence  of  disease  which  is  already 
known  to  exist.  But  the  Board  will 
always  be  careful  that  a  sufficient  inspec- 
tion will  be  made  at  the  ports  to  indicate 
the  condition  of  the  animals  coming 
from  America. 

Mr.  James  Maclean 


BULPHAN    SCHOOL. 

Major  BASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I  beg  to 

ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 

of  Council  on  Education  whether,  as   the 

Education  Department  allows  the  £10 
grant  under  Article  111  to  Bulphan 
School  without  making  a  demand  for  a 
census  of  the  population  within  any 
radius,  he  will  also  give  this  grant  to 
other  schools  in  similar  circumstances, 
irrespective  of  a  demand  for  a  census 
within  a  two  mile  radius  ? 

Thb    VICE    PRESIDENT    of    the 

COUNCIL  (Sir  W.   Hart  Dtkb,    Kent, 

Dartford) :  Special  inquiry  was  made  as 

to  the  population  before  the  £10  grant 
was  allowed  to  Bulphan  School,  but  the 
Department  only  asks  for  a  census 
whenever  there  is  reason  to  doubt 
whether  the  population  is  actually  within 
the  limit  prescribed  by  the  Code,  and  if 
my  hon.  Friend  will  refer  to  Section  19 
of  the  Act  of  1876,  he  will  see  that  in 
such  circumstances  they  are  bound  to 
take  this  precaution. 

MARKET  RIGHTS  AND  TOLL8 
COMMISSION. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Royal  Commission  on  Market 
Bights  and  Tolls  closed  the  inquiry  last 
year  ;  and  if  he  can  state  the  cause  of 
the  delay  in  the  presentation  of  the  final 
Report? 

•The  PRESIDENT  op  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Market  Rights  and  Tolls  have  not  yet 
completed  their  inquiry,  as  some  further 
evidence  has  yet  to  be  taken.  The 
preparation  of  the  Report  is  being  pro- 
ceeded with  as  rapidly  as  the  voluminous 
nature  of  the  evidence  will  permit,  and 
the  Commission  hope  to  present  their 
Report  to  Her  Majesty  in  June. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  CHILDREN. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  is  aware  that  two  children, 
presenting  themselves  with  pence  in 
their   hands   with  their  mother  at  the 
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National  (Church)  School,  Tiffield  (near 
Towcester),  have  been  refused  admission 
to  the  school,  the  mistress  having  stated 
that  she  was  acting  under  the  orders  of 
the  rector  of  the  parish  in  declining  to 
receive  these  children ;  and  whether  he 
will  either  cause  these  children  to  be 
received,  or  stop  all  grants  in  aid  to  this 
school  ? 

Sir  W.  HART  DYKE :  The  Depart- 

ment   could   not  refuse   to   regard    the 

exclusion  of  the  children  as  reasonable, 

on  its  being  represented  that  they  were 
encouraged  by  their  parents  in  resisting 
the  teachers'  authority,  and  had  become 
unmanageable,  but  if  there  is  no  other 
school  available,  and  the  parents  of  the 
children  are  willing  to  submit  them  to 
proper  disciplinary  rules,  the  Department 
would  not  sustain  the  managers  in 
declining  to  re-admit  them. 

LONG  HOURS  OF  PRISON  WARDER8. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (London- 
derry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  has  heard  that  complaints  are  made 
by  the  warders  of  the  local  prisons  in 
England  as  to  the  long  hours  of  atten- 
dance and  work  ;  whether  in  most  prisons 
the  hours  of  attendance  are  never  less 
than  from  six  in  the  morning  to  six  in 
the  afternoon,  and  every  fourth  day  from 
six  in  the  morning  until  ten  at  night, 
with  each  alternate  Sunday  counting  for 
work  as  a  week-day ;  and  whether  he 
will  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
the  condition  and  the  alleged  grievances 
of  the  prison  warders  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob  the 

HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 

Birmingham,  E.)  :  1  am  informed  by  the 

Prison  Commissioners  that  no  such  com- 
plaints have  reached  them.  Warders 
come  on  duty  at  6  a.m.  and  leave  at 
6  p.m.,  but  during  that  period  they  are 
allowed  40  minutes  for  breakfast  and  70 
minutes  for  dinner.  They  have  duty  on 
alternate  Sundays.  Every  few  days  a 
warder  remains  to  sleep  in  the  prison. 
On  these  days  he  is  on  duty  till  8  p.m., 
and  goes  to  bed  at  10.  I  have  no  reason 
to  believe  that  the  warders  are  dis- 
satisfied with  their  condition,  or  that 
they  suffer  from  grievances  calling  for 
inquiry. 


SCOTCH    PROCURATOR    F160ALS. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  it  is  true  that  a  police  sergeant 
at  Bo'ness  holds  the  position  of  Procura- 
tor Fiscal,  and  can,  consequently,  institute 
a  prosecution,  issue  a  warrant,  personally 
arrest,  and  afterwards  act  as  prosecutor ; 
and  whether  this  was  recently  done  in 
the  case  of  the  crew  of  the  steamship 
Firdew,  of  London,  who  refused  to 
proceed  to  sea  in  that  vessel  in  conse- 
quence of  the  terms  of  the  articles  which 
they  had  signed  being  altered  without 
their  consent,  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  remedy  what  appears  to  be 
a  reasonable  grievance  ? 
•The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute):  It  is  the  fact 
that  a  police  sergeant  at  Bo'ness  holds 
the  position  of  Procurator  Fiscal,  and 
can  consequently  institute  a  prosecution, 
arrest,  and  act  as  prosecutor,  but  he  has 
no  power  to  issue  a  warrant.  There  is 
nothing  illegal  in  such  an  appointment ; 
and  a  clause  similar  to  the  section  of  the 
General  Police  Act  of  1862,  authorising 
the  practice,  has  been  approved  by  the 
several  Committees  of  this  and  the  other 
House,  who  have  considered  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Burgh  Police  and  Health. 
(Scotland)  Bill.  A  complaint  has  reached 
me  as  regards  the  crew  who  deserted 
from  the  steamship  Firdew,  into 
which  I  have  ordered  inquiry.  But,  so 
far  as  I  can  at  present  ascertain,  nothing 
was  done  by  the  police  on  that  occasion 
which  they  are  not  authorised  to  do, 
and  no  proceedings,  took  place  before  the 
Burgh  Court  in  connection  with  the 
desertion. 

VIVISECTION. 
Mb.  WEBB  (Waterford,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  is  aware 
that  although  an  Assistant  Inspector 
was  appointed  last  year  under  39  and  40 
Vic.  c.  77,  regulating  vivisection,  no 
laboratory  where  experiments  on  living 
animals  were  carried  on  was  inspected 
more  than  three  times,  some  twice,  and 
others  only  once  in  the  year  1889 ; 
whether,  whilst  the  terms  of  the  Act  are 
explicit,  that  "  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  cause  all  registered  places  to  be, 
from  time  to  time,  visited  by  Inspectors," 
it  is  the  fact  that  for  the  greater  part  of 
the  year  the  experimenters  are  practically 
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free  from  inspection ;  and  whether,  since 
it  appears  from  the  recently  issued  Re- 
port that  the  Inspectors  still  mainly  rely 
on  the  statements  of  the  vivisectors  them- 
selves for  the  materials  for  their  Report 
and  Return,  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  make  arrangements  for 
the  more  effectual  carrying  out  of  the 
spirit  of  the  Act  ? 

Mb.  MAT7THEWS:  I  am  aware  of 
the  number  of  visits  paid  by  the  Inspec- 
tor as  stated  in  the  last  Report.  The 
words  "  from  time  to  time  "  in  the  Act 
have  been  interpreted  in  the  Home  Office 
to  mean  once  a  year,  and  the  Act  does 
not  contemplate  that  the  actual  experi- 
mentation shall  take  place  under  the 
personal  supervision  of  the  Inspector.  I 
have  no  information*  in  my  possession 
which  leads  me  to  think  that  the  spirit  of 
the  Act  is  not  effectually  carried  out.  On 
the  contrary,  the  Reports  made  to  the 
Inspector  of  the  various  experiments, 
and  often  communicated  to  the  scientific 
journals,  show  that  the  conditions  imposed 
by  Parliament  are  loyally  carried  out. 
Should  facts  be  brought  to  my  knowledge 
showing  that  this  is  not  the  case,  or  that 
the  existing  provisions  for  inspection  are 
unsatisfactory,  I  should  not  hesitate  to 
apply  for  additional  assistance  for  carry- 
ing out  the  Act. 

NAVAL  HOSPITAL  ACCOMMODATION. 

Mr.  HERBERT  KNATCHBULL- 
HUGESSEN  (Kent,  Faversham)  :  I  had 
intended  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  he  is  aware  that 
nothing  has  yet  been  done  to  carry  out 
the  recommendation  of  the  jury  in  the 
recent  Barracouta  case  at  Sheerness 
with  respect  to  the  hospital  accommoda- 
tion, and  that,  in  case  of  accidents,  the 
sufferers,  if  not  military  men,  would  still 
be  sent  to  Chatham,  although  there  has 
been  and  is  ample  accommodation  in  the 
Military  Hospital  at  Sheerness ;  but  as  I 
do  not  see  the  noble  Lord  in  his  place  I 
will  postpone  the  question  until  Friday. 

TELEGRAPHIC  CODES. 

Mb.  JAMES  MACLEAN  (Oldham) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether,  according  to  the  Rules  passed  at 
the  Telegraphic  Convention  of  1879,  and 
which  have  been  in  force  for  the  last  10 
years,  the  number  of  letters  in  words 
used  in  Telegraphic  Codes  is  restricted  to 
10;  whether  he  is  aware  that,  at  the 
Mr  Webb 


forthcoming  Convention,  a  proposition 
will  be  brought  forward  to  further 
restrict  the  number  of  letters  to  eight,  a 
change  which  would  put  the  whole  mer- 
cantile community  to  great  inconvenience 
and  expense ;  and  whether  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  British  Government 
will  be  instructed  to  resist  such  an 
alteration,  and  to  refuse  to  sanction  it 
till  it  has  been  submitted  to  Parliament  1 
♦The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raiees,  University  of  Cambridge) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state 
that  the  Convention  governing  the  tele- 
graphic relations  of  the  States  which  are 
parties  thereto  is  that  concluded  at  St. 
Petersburg  in  1875.  The  Regulations 
annexed  to  that  Convention  were  last 
revised  in  Berlin  in  1885,  and  the  number 
of  letters  used  in  telegraphic  codes  has 
since  then  been  restricted  to  10  letters 
both  for  European  and  Extra-European 
telegrams.  I  am  not  aware  that  any 
proposition  will  be  brought  forward  at 
the  forthcoming  Conference  in  Paris  to 
restrict  the  number  of  letters  in  code 
telegrams  to  eight,  and  I  do  not  appre- 
hend that  such  a  proposal  is  likely  to  be 
made. 

UNCLAIMED  ARMY  PRIZE  MONEY. 
Me.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  if  he  can  state  if  upwards 
of  £600,000  unclaimed  Army  Prize 
Money  has  been  devoted  during  the 
present  century  to  keeping  up  Chelsea 
Hospital  and  Gardens,  and  if  a  sum  of 
£76,000  Consols  is  now  awaiting  claim- 
ants; whether,  since  1863,  £81,976  of 
soldiers'  unclaimed  balances  has  been 
handed  over  to  the  Patriotic  Fund  Com- 
missioners ;  and  if,  from  either  of  such 
sources,  allowances  can  be  awarded  to 
such  deserving  old  soldiers,  incapable  of 
work  and  in  want,  who  served  before 
the  enemy  in  the  Crimea  or  during  the 
Indian  Mutiny  P 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  forW AR 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  The  sums  transferred  from  Army 
prize  money  and  from  soldiers'  unclaimed 
balances  are  substantially  as  stated  in 
the  question,  but  such  funds  can  only  be 
devoted  to  the  purposes  laid  down  in  the 
Statutes  under  which  they  are  transferred. 
But  I  should  like  to  look  into  this  matter 
a  little  further  before  arriving  at  any 
positive  conclusion. 
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ROYAL  NAVAL  ARTILLERY 
VOLUNTEERS. 
Mr.  BROOKFIELD   (Sussex,    Rye): 
I  had  intended  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 

the  Admiralty  whether  he  can  state  the 
exact  precedence  to  which  a  local  corps 
of  Royal  Naval  Artillery  Volunteers 
would  be  entitled  when  taking  part  in 
a  brigade  parade  composed  as  follows: 
one  regiment  of  Yeomanry  Cavalry,  local 
corps  of  Royal  Naval  Artillery  Volunteers, 
local  corps  of  Artillery  Volunteers,  and 
two  companies  of  Rifle  Volunteers  ?  At 
the  request  of  the  noble  Lord  I  beg  to 
postpone  the  question. 

INCOME  TAX  ON  HOLDINGS  OF 

GOVERNMENT  FUNDS. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 

I   beg   to   ask  the   Chancellor    of    the 

Exchequer  whether  considerable  amounts 

of  Consols,  Indian,  Colonial,  and  Foreign 
Government  Funds,  as  well  as  of  many 
other  securities,  of  which  the  dividend 
warrants  or  coupons  are  payable  in 
England,  are  held  by  persons  living  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland;  whether,  in  the 
Parliamentary  Paper  recently  issued  on 
the  Incidence  of  Imperial  Taxation  in 
the  three  countries,  the  Income  Tax  on 
the  interests  payable  on  all  the  above 
securities  is  set  down  exclusively  as  part 
of  the  contribution  of  England  to 
the  Imperial  Revenue  ;  and  whether,  to 
arrive  at  a  fair  apportionment  to  Scot- 
land and  Ireland,  any  allowance  has 
been  made  for  the  Income  Tax  con- 
tributed by  Scottish  and  Irish  holders 
of  the  above  securities  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Income  Tax  is 
deducted  in  London  from  Consols  and 

other  Government  securities  of  which 
the  interest  is  payable  in  London,  and  it 
follows  that  Scotch  holders  of  such 
securities  pay  Income  Tax  in  England. 
Income  Tax  is  deducted  on  Consols  at 
the  Bank  of  Ireland,  therefore  Irish 
holders  of  Consols  pay  for  the  most  part 
their  Income  Tax  in  Ireland.  The 
Parliamentary  Paper  No.  163  states  that 
the  Return  charges  Income  Tax  under 
the  country  where  it  is  collected.  This 
is,  in  fact,  the  only  definite  information 
which  we  possess.     I  have  not,  however, 


lost  sight  of  the  fact   that  under  the 
system  of  deduction  in  force  England 
may    be    credited     with    Income     Tax 
charged  on  Government  Securities  and 
the  securities  of  various  companies  held 
by  Scotchmen ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
Scotland  may  be  credited  with  Income 
Tax  charged  on  securities  of  Scotch  com- 
panies held  by  Englishmen.      It  is  pos- 
sible, however,  to  give  some  indications 
of  the  extent  to  which  securities  paying 
Income  Tax  in  England  are  held  in  Scot- 
land.    I  learn  from  the  Bank  of  England 
that    out  of    1,070   dividend    warrants 
posted  under  letter  A,   1,035   went  to 
English  addresses,  14  to  Scotch,  and  21 
to  Irish.     But  I  have  tried  the  letter 
most  favourable  to  Scotland.     Under  the 
letted  M,  including  Mac,  out  of  a  total 
of  1,079, 1,028  went  to  English  addresses, 
37  to  Scotch,  and  14  to  Irish.  .  Again, 
the  dividends  on  £6,020,000  Consols  out 
of  a  total  mass  of  about  £500,000,000 
were  paid  in  April  last  by  the  Bank  to 
agents  of  Scotch  banks.     Further  infor- 
mation    has     been     received    from    an 
English  bank  much  to  the  same  effect. 
These  figures  would  point  to  a  very  low 
percentage  as   representing  the  Scotch 
holding  of  Consols  and  other  securities 
paying  Income  Tax   in  England.     But, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  contribution  of 
Scotland  to   the   Exchequer    might  be 
increased  by  the  allowance  of  a  high 
percentage  in  respect  of  their  securities 
without  reaching  the  figure  of  11   per 
cent.,  upon  which  we  base  our  contribu- 
tion to  the  local  expenditure   of  Scot- 
land. 

THB  SUGAR  CONVENTION. 
Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
statement  in  the  Standard  of  yesterday 
is  correct,  namely,  that  the  German  Go- 
vernment has  received  information  that 
England  has  determined  to  defer  for  the 
present  the  carrying  out  of  the  Sugar 
Convention  ? 

•Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  op  STATE 

fob  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Feb- 

gusson,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  The  Standard 

said  that  a  rumour  to  this  effect  was 
current  at  Magdeburg.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  not  aware  of  any  such 
information  having  been  received  by  the 
German  Government. 
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THE    BARRACKS  BILL. 

Mr.  CHILDBRS  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  proposes  to  furnish  to 
the  Housa  any  information  as  to  the 
districts  or  localities  in  which,  and  the 
objects  for  which,  the  expenditure  of 
£4,100,000,  under  the  Barracks  Bill,  is 
to  be  devoted  ? 

•Mr.  B.  STANHOPE  :  I  explained  our 
proposals  in  considerable  detail  in  intro- 
ducing the  Barracks  Bill ;  but  I  am  quite 
ready  to  meet  the  wish  expressed  by  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  accordingly 
I  laid  on  the  Table  yesterday  a  Schedule 
showing  the  detailed  expenditure  pro- 
posed in  various  localities. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  How  much  of  the 
£300,000  to  be  taken  this  year  is  to  be 
spent  in  Ireland  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  answer  that  question  without 
notice,  but  I  think  a  very  considerable 
p>rtion,  because  nothing  is  nearer  my 
heart  than  that  something  should  be 
done  to  the  Dublin  Barracks. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  What  barracks  are  to 
be  dealt  with  this  year  1 

♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  Both  the  Royal 
Barracks  and  the  Richmond  Barracks. 

Mr.  G.  ELLIOT  (York,  N.R., 
Richmond) :  May  I  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  the  Rich- 
mond Barracks,  in  Dublin,  have  been 
passed  as  healthy ;  whether  an  officer  of 
the  2nd  Battalion  the  King's  Royal 
Rifles,  quartered  in  these  barracks,  hps 
recently  been  attacked  by  typhoid  fever ; 
and  whether  the  barracks  are  now  in  a 
satisfactory  sanitary  condition  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :    I  am  sorry  to 

say  that  an  officer  in  these  barracks  was 

recently  attacked  with  enteric  fever.  He 

had  been  on  leave  on  three  occasions 
during  the  previous  month,  and  it  is 
therefore  possible  that  the  disease  was 
not  contracted  in  the  barracks.  A  good 
deal  has  recently  been  done  to  the 
drainage  of  Richmond  Barracks;  but  until 
the  works  immediately  contemplated 
are  complete,  I  cannot  say  that  I  am 
satisfied  that  every  effort  has  been 
made  to  avert  the  recurrence  of  this 
disease. 


IRELAND—  DISTRICT  INSPECTOR 
GAMBLE. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  report  published  in 
the  Glasgow  Evening  Citizen  of  an 
interview  which  purports  to  have  been 
held  between  its  special  reporter  in 
Tipperary  and  District  Inspector 
Gamble ;  whether  District  Inspector 
Gamble  refused  to  inform  Father 
Humphries,  when  asked  by  him,  whether 
the  report  of  the  interview  was  correct 
or  not ;  and  whether  it  is  usual  or  in 
accordance  with  the  Rules  of  the  Irish 
Police  Service  that  officers  of  that  body 
should  grant  interviews  to  newspaper 
reporters  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity): I  must  ask  the  hon.  Member 
to  postpone  this  and  also  another  ques- 
tion which  appears  in  his  name. 

Mr,  J.  O'CONNOR  :  May  I  be  allowed 
to  say  that  these  are  matters,  relating 
as  they  do  to  police  watching,  which  are 
of  very  great  importance.  There  are 
proceedings  now  going  on  which  I 
believe  to  be  endangering  the  public 
peace,  and  I  think  that  some  effort 
should  be  made  by  the  Department  to 
obtain  the  information  I  ask  for.  I  will 
postpone  the  question  until  to-morrow. 
I  cannot  allow  it  to  stand  over  longer. 

LAND  COMMISSION— LEITRIM. 

Mr.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  he  will  afford  immediate  facili- 
ties for  the  return  visit  of  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  of  the  Land  Commission 
to  North  Leitrim  in  order  to  dis- 
pose of  the  applications  for  fair  rents, 
Borne  of  which  have  been  listed  for 
hearing  more  than  two  years. 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  postpone  the  question. 

Mr.  CONWAY:  I  will  postpone  it 
until  Monday. 

LIEUTENANT  WILCOX,  R.N. 
Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I  had 
a  notice  on  the  Paper  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  he  is  aware 
that  Mr.  Wilcox,  Lieutenant  R.N.,  and 
Coastguard  Officer  at  Spanish  Point, 
Miltown  Malbay,  County  Clare,  acts  as 
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local  agent  for  the  Army  and  Navy  Co- 
operative Stores,  and  has  a  shop  fitted 
np  and  .stocked  in  the  locality,  selling, 
amongst  other  things,  wine,  spirits,  and 
tobacco ;  and  if  such  conduct  is  in  accor- 
dance with  the  Regulations  of  the  Admir- 
alty ;  and,  if  not,  whether  instructions 
will  be  issued  to  Lieutenant  Wilcox  to 
desist  from  such  practices.  As  the 
noble  Lord  is  not  in  his  place  I  will 
postpone  the  question  until  to-morrow, 
but  I  wish  to  say  that  as  this  is  the 
third  time  I  have  postponed  it  at  the 
request  of  the  noble  Lord  I  hope  he 
will  find  it  convenient  to  give  his  attend- 
ance here  at  12  o'clock  to-morrow. 

THE  IRISH  LIGHTS  BOARD. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  has  received  any 
reply  to  his  recent  letter  to  the 
Irish  Lights  Board,  asking  for  their 
observations  upon  the  Memorial  ad- 
dressed to  him  by  Mr.  John  M'Mahon, 
of  Armagh,  complaining  that  the  Lights 
Board  had  refused  to  admit  him  to  a 
competitive  examination  to  fill  a  clerkship 
in  their  office  ;  whether  Mr.  M'Mahon's 
application  to  be  nominated  for  examina- 
tion was  supported  by  all  the  civic 
members  of  the  Irish  Lights  Board ; 
whether  the  majority  of  the  Board,  in 
refusing  the  nomination,  correctly  repre- 
sented that  the  Board  of  Trade  had  in- 
structed them  to  present  the  names  of  no 
more  than  five  candidates  for  the  vacant 
office ;  and  whether,  pending  the  decision 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  question  of 
Mr.  M'Mahon's  right  to  present  himself  for 
examination,  the  examination  will  be 
postponed  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 

TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 

W.)  :  The  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights 

have  replied  that  they  have  no  observa- 
tions to  offer  upon  Mr.  John  M'Mahon's 
Memorial.  I  have  caused  that  gentle- 
man to  be  informed  accordingly,  and 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  have,  as  I  stated 
in  reply  to  a  %  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Louth  the  Session 
before  last,  no  control  over  the  Com- 
missioners in  the  matter.  I  am  not 
aware  what  members  of  the  Lighthouse 
Board  supported  the  application,  or  of 
the  reasons  given  by  the  majority  for 
refusing  it.    When  the  Order  in  Council 


settling  the  office  establishment  of  the 
Lighthouse  Board  was  made  two  years 
ago  the  Board  of  Trade  made  it  a  condi- 
tion, in  order  that  the  competitive 
system  might  be  introduced  into  this 
Service,  that  five  candidates  should  be 
nominated  by  the  Commissioners  to 
compete  for  each  vacant  lower  grade 
clerkship.  As  the  Commissioners  of 
Irish  Lights  are  acting  within  their 
rights  in  this  matter  there  is  no  decision 
for  the  Board  of  Trade  to  arrive  at. 

THE  EXECUTION  OF  DR.  CROSS. 
Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan, 
N.):  1  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  whether  he  can 
state  the  cause  of  the  failure  of  the 
Coroner's  Jury  to  record  a  verdict  in  the 
case  of  Dr.  Cross,  alleged  to  have  been 
hanged  in  Cork  Gaol,  about  three  years 
ago,  for  poisoning  his  wife ;  whether  the 
law  requires  that  a  Coroner's  inquest 
must  certify  the  cause  of  death  in  all 
cases  of  persons  dying  within  prisons ; 
whether  the  Government  intend  taking 
any  and  what  steps  to  have  the  law 
complied  with  in  this  case  ;  and  whether 
the  death  of  the  man  hanged,  and  alleged 
to  have  been  Dr.  Cross,  has  been  regis- 
tered ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  has  any 
objection  to  state  the  date  upon  which 
the  death  was  registered,  the  cause  of 
death  given,  and  by  whose  authority  it 
was  so  registered  1 

Mb.     MADDEN:      The      Executive 

Government  have  no  control  over  the 

action  of  the   Coroner   in  this  matter. 

The  death  was  duly  registered  in  a 
medical  certificate  given  by  Dr.  Coates, 
interim  Registrar  of  the  district,  dated 
February  15,  1888.  The  cause  of  death 
stated  was  "  injury  to  the  spinal  column 
in  the  neck,  effected  by  hanging."  The 
Registration  of  Births  and  Deaths  Act 
dispenses  with  a  medical  certificate 
where  the  cause  of  death  has  been  found 
by  a  Coroner's  Jury.  In  the  absence  of 
such  a  finding  registration  can,  in  my 
opinion,  be  effected  on  a  medical  certi- 
ficate. The  circumstances  under  which 
no  verdict  was  recorded  are  simply  these. 
The  inquest  was  opened  by  the  Coroner 
in  due  course,  when  some  of  the  jurymen 
called  for  the  presence  of  the  execu- 
tioner, and  the  executioner  not  being 
forthcoming  the  Coroner  adjourned  the 
inquest. 
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Mb.  P.  O'BRIEN :  Will  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  inquire  whether  it  is  not  the 
fact  that  the  executioner  could  not  have 
left  Cork  for  several  hours  after  the 
Jury  declined  to  return  a  verdict  j  and 
whether  it  is  not  also  the  case  that  in 
Liverpool  before  a  Coroner's  Jury  con- 
sented to  return  a  verdict  they  required 
the  attendance  of  the  executioner  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN :  I  have  no  objection 
to  make  inquiry  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
attaches  importance  to  the  matter ;  but  I 
believe  that  in  this  case  the  coroner  found 
that  the  executioner  had  left  the  town, 
and  he  had  no  jurisdiction  to  summon 
and  enforce  his  attendance. 

Mb.  P.  O'BRIEN  :  Is  it  true  that  the 
executioner  was  not  sober,  and  was  it 
not  necessary  that  his  absence  should 
have  been  reported  to  the  next  Judge  of 
Assize? 

Mb.  MADDEN :  I  have  no  such  in- 
formation. 

In  reply  to  a  question  by  Mr. 
Childibs, 

Mb.  MADDEN  said :  I  cannot  answer 
for  the  course  of  procedure  under  the 
English  Act ;  but  under  the  Irish  Act, 
where  there  has  been  no  inquest  or  no 
finding  by  a  jury,  registration  may,  in 
my  opinion,  be  effected,  as  in  ordinary 
cases,  upon  a  medical  certificate. 

• 

TITHES. 

Mb.  E.  .ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  : 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  allow  me 
to  put  a  question  to  him  of  which  I  have 
not  given  notice.  It  has  reference  to  a 
matter  referred  to  by  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  on  Friday. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  would 
seriously  consider  the  advisability  of 
advancing  money  at  a  low  rate  of 
interest,  to  enable  landlords  to  buy  up 
tithes.  Have  the  Government  arrived 
at  any  conclusion  upon  that  subject;  and 
is  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  able  to 
make  any  statement  at  this  moment  % 

•Thb  FIRST  LORD  or  the  TREASURY 
(Mr. W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster): 
I  think  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
must  feel  that  a  question  of  this  kind 
requires  notice. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON :  I  beg  to  give 


make  a  full  and  definite  statement  on  the 
subject  before  the  next  stage  of  the 
Tithes  Bill  ? 


SHIP    ARAUNAH    (SEIZURE    OF    VIC- 
TORIAN  SCHOONER). 

Address  for — 

"Copy  of  Correspondence  that  has  taken 
place  with  reference  to  the  seizure  of  the 
Victorian  Schooner  Araunah  in  the  Behring 
Sea."— (Mr.  StactUy  Hill.) 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 
Sir  Joseph  Dodge  Weston,  knight,  for 
Bristol  (East  Division). 

MOTION. 


•&• 


ALLOTMENTS  ACT  (1887)  AMENDMENT  (COM- 
PULSORY PUBCHASE)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Channing.  Bill  to  further 
cheapen  the  procedure  for  the  Compulsory 
Purchase  of  Land  under  "  The  Allotments  Act, 
1887,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Chan- 
ning, Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Halley  Stuart,  Sir 
Walter  Foster,  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  and 
Mr.  Seale  Hayne. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BUI  271. ] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT. 


LOCAL     TAXATION     (CUSTOMS     AND 
EXCISE)  DUTIES   BILL— (No.  244.) 

SECOND  READING.      [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Question 
[12th  MayJ,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
44  That,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to 
add  the  words  "  this  House  declines  to  assent 
to  a  Bill  which  provides  by  payment  out  of 
public  moneys  for  the  extinction  of  annual 
licences  in  the  manner  provided  in  the  said 
Bill,"— (Jfir-  Cains,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  Btand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

•(2.45.)  Sir  W.  H.  HOULDSWOBTH 
(Manchester,  N.W.) :  Reference  has  been 
made,  during  the  course  of  this  Debate, 
to  the  attitude  and  action  taken  by  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society, 


notice  that  on  Thursday  I  will  ask  the\l  and  although  I  have  no  mandate  from 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  he  will  Khem  to  speak  on  their  behalf  I  think  it 
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is  only  right  that  I  should  clearly  state 
the   position  to  the  House.     The   hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine)  stated 
yesterday  that  the  support  which  this 
Society  is  supposed  to  give  to  the  Bill  is 
really   the  action  of  a  small  sub-Com- 
mittee, and  he  insinuated  that  they  were 
acting  without  full  authority  from  the 
Society,     Now,  it  is  perfectly  true  that 
this  action  has  been  taken  by  the  legisla- 
tive sub-Committee ;  but  that  is  only  a 
portion  of  the  truth,  for,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  Central  Committee,  which  is  the 
Constitutional  organ  of  the  Society,  met 
the  day  before  and  carefully  considered 
the     provisions     of     the     Bill.     They 
bad      no      opportunity      of  *  receiving 
full     information    in    regard    to     the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  I  believe  that, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  had  only  one 
copy  of  it  before  them.     But  however 
that  may  be,  they  came  to  the   conclu- 
sion that  their  best  course  was  to  relegate 
the  Bill  and  the  whole  of  the  question 
to    the   Legislative  Sub-Committee,  and 
they  distinctly  gave  that  Committee  full 
po  *er  to  consider  the  provisions  of  the 
measure   and    to    propose   any  amend- 
ments in  it  that  were  necessary.      They 
were  also  authorised  to  make  arrange- 
ments for  an  interview  with  the  Presi- 
dent of    the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  generally  to  represent  the   Society 
in  reference  to    the   provisions   of  the 
Bill.     Therefore,    I  think   I   may  con- 
fidently state  that  the  Committee  fully 
represent     the      whole      Society,     and 
have      Constitutionally     expressed     its 
opinions.      It  is    quite    true   that    the 
Executive  Committee  have  very  properly 
reaffirmed  the  principles  laid  down  three 
j  ears  ago  in   regard   to  compensation, 
and  these  principles  are,  I  believe,  em- 
bodied  or  referred   to   in   a    resolution 
iutimating  that  they  have  put  down  cer- 
tain suggestions    which    they  ask   the 
Government  to  take  into  consideration. 
I  should  like   to  say  further,  in  order 
that  there  may  be  no  misconception,  that 
the   Legislative   Committee  are  a  very 
strong  and  representative  body,  and  I 
should  like     to     direct     the    attention 
of  the   House  to  the  outcome  of  their 
action    in    order    that    there    may    be 
no  mistake.      Having  heard  the  state- 
ment of    the    President    of  the    Local 
Government  Board,  the  Legislative  Com- 
mittee put  down  certain  conditions  upon 
which  they  were  prepared  to  give  their 


support  to  the  Government.     The   sug- 
gestions which  they  ask  the  Government 
to  take  into  consideration  are  five — first, 
that  words  should  be    introduced  pro- 
viding that  nothing  in  the  Act  should 
be   taken  to  prejudice  the  question  of 
compensation  or  to  establish  any  claims 
thereto  in  any  Licensing  Act,  or  to  deter- 
mine the  question  of  licensing  authority. 
It   is   quite   clear  that  the  Legislative 
Committee  have  clearly  grasped  the  dis- 
tinction  between  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  and  compensation,  which  are  two  en- 
tirely different  matters.  Before  they  went 
to  the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  they  had  grasped  it,    and  they 
wished  words  to  be  introduced  clearly 
distinguishing  between  compensation  and 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.   In  the  second 
place,  the  resolution  declares  that  nothing 
in  the  Act  shall  be   taken  to  interfere 
with  the  power  possessed  by  the  present 
Licensing    Authorities    to    refuse    the 
renewal  of    licences  without    compen- 
sation.     Three   other  suggestions   were 
made,  and  I  understand  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  accepted  every  one  of  them, 
and,   that  being  the  case,  the   support 
which  the  Society  is  in  a  position  to  give 
is,  I   think,  justified.     Hence  the  whip 
sent  out  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Society, 
which  was  referred  to  last  night.   Refer- 
ence was  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  to  the   10  years'  limit,  and  he 
seemed  to  think  that  it  was  one  of  the 
conditions  the  Society  made  in  giving 
its  support  to  the  Bill.     I  venture  to  say 
that  it  is  nothing  of  the   kind.     It   is 
perfectly  inapplicable  to  the  present  Bill. 
The  10  years'  limit  Bill  dealt  entirely 
with  compensation,  and    it  would    be 
monstrous  to  say  that  because  you  are 
going,  by  this  Bill,  to  give  the  County 
Councils  power  to  buy  up  licences,  you 
should,  by  a  side  wind,  without  any  con- 
sideration as  to  the  form  the  compen- 
sation should  take,  enact  in  a  Bill,  which 
does  not  apply  to  the  question  at  all,  that 
after  a  certain  period  compensation  shall 
cease  altogether.  That  would  be  prejudg- 
ing the  question  altogether,  and  I  think 
that,  as  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  object  to 
prejudge  the  general  question,  the  best 
course  is  to  leave  it  entirely  open.     As 
the  10  years'  limit  has  been  referred  to, 
I  should  like  to  say  what  the  position  of 
the  Society  and  my  own  position  are  in 
regard  to  it.    The  position  we  take  up 
is  this:    We  refuse  to  reoognise  any 
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legal  claim  whatever  for  compensation, 
assuming    that    the     Magistrates    have 
absolute  discretion.      But  we  hold  that 
there  is  very  strong  moral  and  equitable 
claim  to  a  moderate,  reasonable,  and  termi- 
nable compensation.      That  claim  arises 
because,  assuming  that  the  law  on  the 
matter  to  be  perfectly  clear,  still  no  suffi- 
cient notice  of  a  great  change  in  the  admin- 
istration of  the  law  has  been  given  to  the 
trade.  We  suggest  that,  when  licences  are 
taken    away    because    the    Magistrates 
think  the  houses  unnecessary,  compensa- 
tion on  a  scale  to  be  fixed  by  Parliament 
should  be    paid    during  the    10  years 
following     such     an     Act,     by     which 
time  we   think   sufficient  notice  would 
have    been    given.        I    do    not  think 
that  any  one  judging  the  question  fairly 
can  come  to  any  other  conclusion  than 
that  it  is  hopeless  to  expect  that  Magis- 
trates or  any  Local  Authority  invested 
with  the  absolute   power  of  discretion 
would   use  the  power  of    withdrawing 
licences    unless   accompanied     by   com- 
pensation.       Athough      the      Temper- 
ance Party  may  be   strong  on  some  of 
the  Local  Bodies,   still  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  among  that  Party  there 
are  many  fair-minded  men  who  would 
decline   to  change   the   present  system 
of  administration  and  to  throw  men  and 
their  families    out  of  employment  and 
destroy   their  property   simply  because 
England    has    decided    upon   taking   a 
moral    turn    and    intends    hereafter  to 
become    sober.     I  heartily  support   the 
Bill,     because     I    think    it    is     a    for- 
ward step    in   the    Temperance   Move- 
ment.    I  know   it  is  said  that  it  deals 
with    compensation.      If  I   thought  it 
dealt  with  compensation  I  should  have  a 
good  deal  to  say  on  the  subject,  because 
I    think  it  would  be   necessary  to  in- 
troduce many  other  provisiors  into  the 
Bill.     But  it  is  not  compensation  that  it 
deals  with  ;   it   is    rather  a    system  of 
purchase,  which  is  wholly  and  entirely 
different    from    compensation ;     and    I 
scarcely  understand  the  confusion  which 
appears  to  prevail  in  the  minds   of  hon. 
Gentlemen    opposite    on     the     subject. 
Take  the  case  of  a  Railway  Company. 
It  wants  land  for  a  railway,  and  there 
are  two  ways  in  which  it  can  obtain  it — 
either  by  purchase  under  agreement  or 
by  compulsory  powers.     I  admit    that 
there  is  payment  in  both  cases,  but  there 
is  a  great  difference  in  the   mode.    So 
Sir  W.  H.  Houldsxoorth 


also   in   this    case — compensation    must 
depend  upon  a  number  of  circumstances, 
especially  when  the  question  happens  to 
be  compensation  for  the  withdrawal  of  a 
licence.     I  do  not  think  that  any  hon. 
Member  opposite  will  deny  for  a  moment 
that  public  houses  are  marketable  com- 
modities.    They  are  bought  or  sold  every 
day,  and  they  are  bought  and  sold    by 
Corporations  under  Statutory  provisions. 
Personally,  I  must  say  I  would  rather 
that  the  public  money  was  spent  in  ex- 
tinguishing   licences    than    in  keeping 
them    alive,    which    is    the    case    now. 
Then  we  are  told  of  vested  interests — 
that    we  are  proposing  to   recognise   a 
continuous     vested     interest.     I     deny 
it  altogether  if  by   a    vested    interest 
is    meant    an    indiscriminate    and    in- 
definite interest  over  a  series  of  years. 
We    are    doing    nothing    of    the    sort. 
But  will  any  hon.   Membt-r  deny  that 
there  is  a  vested  interest  at  present  which 
is  a  purchaseable  article  and  a  market- 
able    commodity?       It     is     recognised 
that  there  are  vested  interests  in  beer 
houses   licensed  before  1869,   and    that 
the  Magistrates  have  no  power  to  with- 
draw these  licences.     So  also  there   is 
certainly  a    vested    interest    in    every 
public  house  for  a  year,  and  a  distinct 
value  can  be   put  upon   the  chance  of 
renewal    of   the     licence.     There      will 
always    be    a    value    attached    to    the 
house   so  long  as  the    licence    is    con- 
tinued, and  it  will  be  a  marketable  com- 
modity varying  with  the  reputation  of 
the  house,  the  character  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood,    the      disposition      of     the 
authorities,    and    many   other    circum- 
stances.    Marketable  commodities  have 
no  relation  to  compensation,  and  I  fail  to 
see  how  there  can  be  anything  detrimental 
to  the  cause  of  temperance  in  giving  to 
the  County   Councils   the   powers  con- 
tained in  the  Bill  in  addition  to  the  limited 
powers  they  at  present  possess  of  buying 
public  houses  for  other  public  purposes. 
I  confess  I  cannot  understand  the  policy 
of  a  certain  section  of  the  Temperance 
Party.     There  are  two  classes  of  temper- 
ance reformers — one  who  would  rather 
have  no  reform  save  according  to  their 
own  method.     These  are  the  impractic- 
able temperance    reformers,  and  as  Mr. 
Bright  said  some  years  ago  they  have 
failed,  and  they  always  will  fail,  because 
they  do  not  take    advantage  of  their 
opportunities,  but  prefer  a  cut-and-dried 
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system,  and  will  accept  nothing  but  that 
system.  It  is  owing  to  the  attitude  of 
this  class  of  temperance  reformers  that 
temperance  legislation  has  been  kept 
back  and  retarded  during  the  past  30  or 
40  years.  But  there  is  another  class  of 
reformers  — and  one  which,  I  am  glad  to 
say,  is  becoming  more  numerous  every 
day.  They  are  to  be  found  even  amongst 
extreme  temperance  reformers.  I  refer 
to  the  class  wtio  though  they  have  a 
preference  for  one  system  over  another, 
and  though  they  hold  a  strong  opinion 
that  their  own  system  is  the  only  one 
which  ultimately  will  work  out  the  object 
they  have  in  view,  still,  as  opportunity 
offers  from  year  to  year,  rather  than 
stand  still  and  wait  for  a  time  when 
they  can  take  a  leap  and  a  bound 
they  are  willing  to  take  a  single  step, 
though  it  may  be  only  a  small  one,  in 
advance.  If  the  policy  of  this  last-named 
class  had  been  adopted  by  the  whole 
Temperance  Party  in  this  country,  many 
steps  by  this  time  would  have  been  taken, 
and  a  great  deal  of  progress  would 
have  been  made,  in  the  direction  in 
which  we  desire  to  go.  I  believe  we 
should  by  this  time  have  had  a  large 
number  of  Acts  on  the  Statute  Book 
which  would  have  promoted  the  cause  of 
temperance.  If  the  House  looks  back 
over  the  past  20  years  it  will  find  there 
have  been  many  proposals  made  for 
practical  legislation  which  have  been 
opposed  by  the  extreme  section  of  the 
Temperance  Party.  The  Act  of  Mr. 
Bruce  was  opposed  by  them  in  1871, 
and  temperance  reformers  of  the  present 
day  are  bitterly  regretting  the  opposition 
which  was  offered  to  that  measure.  By  that 
opposition  a  great  opportunity  was  lost. 
In  that  Bill  there  was  the  10  years' 
limit;  and  if  that  measure  had  been  passed 
we  should  now  be  years  beyond  the  10 
years'  limit,  and  the  question  would  have 
been  completely  got  out  of  the  way.  Yet 
the  Temperance  Party  opposite — for 
what  reason  I  do  not  know — preferred 
their  cut-and-dried  system,  and  opposed 
the  very  moderate  compensation  pro- 
posed in  that  Bill.  Then  there  was  a 
remarkable  incident  in  connection  with 
the  partial  Sunday  Closing  Bill,  brought 
in  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham  in 
1885  or  1886.  That  was  a  very 
workable  Bill,  and  one  that  I  think 
would  have  done  an  immense  deal 
of   good.      But    what    happened?     The 


Bill  passed  the  Second  Beading,  and 
there  seemed  to  be  a  disposition  to  carry 
it  through ;  but  the  Member  for  South 
Shields,  an  ardent  temperance  reformer, 
proposed,  in  Committee,  what  was  prac- 
tically total  closing  on  Sunday.  The 
hon.  Member  carried  his  Amendment  in 
a  small  House  and  by  a  snatch  Division, 
and  the  result  was  to  wreck  the  Bill. 
The  Bill  was  withdrawn,  and  we  have 
not  moved  a  single  step  in  the  matter 
from  that  time  to  this.  Then  there  was 
the  Bill  of  1888,  and,  without  saying 
that  that  was  a  perfect  measure,  I 
believe  it  could  have  been  amended  and 
that  the  Compensation  Clauses  could 
have  been  made  perfectly  moderate  and 
reasonable.  The  compensation  period 
would  have  been  terminable,  and  by  this 
time  two  years  of  this  terminating  period 
would  have  elapsed.  And  in  this  way 
opportunities  are  being  lost  year  by  year. 
We  now  have  the  present  measure,  and 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  if  the  Temper- 
ance Party  defeat  it  they  will  incur  a 
very  heavy  responsibility.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  can  say  that  it  is  a  very 
large  measure.  I  admit  that  it  is  not 
large  ;  but  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  we  can  only  proceed  in  this  matter  by 
small  steps,  until  we  can  get  public  opinion 
educated  up  fco,  and  the  Temperance 
Party  united  upon,  a  general  policy.  We 
could  get  a  great  deal  from  this  Bill. 
Do  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  realise  what 
we  should  gain  by  it  ?  There  would, 
under  it,  be  no  more  new  licences  save 
under  special  conditions ;  there  would 
be  a  popular  body  dealing  with  the 
temperance  question.  It  might  only  be 
the  thin  end  of  the  wedge,  but  there  it  is. 
And  then  there  would  be  perfect  freedom 
from  all  questions  in  the  future  as  to  the 
absolute  discretion  of  the  Magistrates  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  renewals.  This 
discretion  has  been  termed  a  blot  in  the 
Bill,  as  it  insinuates  the  idea  that  the 
Magistrates  have  not  discretionary  powers 
at  present.  Well,  I  am  no  lawyer,  and 
cannot  give  a  definite  opinion  on  that 
matter  myself ;  but,  at  any  rate,  if  there 
is  a  doubt  in  some  minds  as  to  the  power 
of  the  Magistrates,  the  Bill  will  set 
it  at  rest.  Whatever  discretion  now 
exists  will  still  exist.  Every  care  has 
been  taken  that  no  increased  value  shall 
be  occasioned  by  the  Bill ;  every  care  has 
been  taken  to  protect  the  temperance 
interest ;  and,  so  far  as  I  can  judge  from 
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the  tone  and  temper  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  he  is  most  willing  to 
entertain  any  fair  suggestion  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Bill.  The  question  is 
— does  the  House  mean  to  throw  away 
this  opportunity?  It  has  had  chances 
before,  but  has  thrown  them  away.  Are 
we  going  to  repeat  that  fatal  mistake  1 
As  I  have  said,  the  measure  is  a  small 
one,  and  many  people  doubt  how  far  the 
County  Coancils  will  use  the  powers 
i  which  will  be  conferred  upon  them,  but 
that  is  no  argument  against  the  Bill. 
Let  us  see  what  the  County  Councils  will 
do  ;  let  us  have  some  new  light  thrown 
on  this  temperance  question.  The  action 
and  attitude  of  the  County  Councils  will 
be  a  guide  for  future  legislation.  Some 
of  the  County  Councils  may  not  use  the 
powers  of  the  Bill,  others  may  use  them 
to  the  full  extent,  and  others  may  use 
them  more  or  less,  according  to  circum- 
stances. I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  be 
frightened  by  the  cry  raised  as  to  the 
large  sum  of  money  that  will  have  to  be 
expended.  The  hon.  Member  for  Barrow 
always  seems  to  have  too  much  in  his 
,  mind  the  aristocratic  public  houses  and 
to  ignore  an  immense  number  of  small 
houses.  According  to  a  statement  I  had 
prepared  a  year  or  two  ago  there  are  961 
licensed  houses  in  Manchester,  and  of 
those  the  number  whose  gross  rental 
does  not  exceed  £20  was  116,  while  the 
number  of  those  whose  rental  was  from 
£20  to  £30  was  341.  It  would  not  cost 
much  to  purchase  the  licences  of  these 
houses,  which  formed  nearly  one-half  of 
the  total  number  in  the  town.  In  both 
town  and  country  districts  there  are 
large  numbers  of  small  houses  with 
which  the  County  Councils  could  deal. 
I  regret  that  twice  the  amount 
mentioned  in  the  Bill  has  not  been 
devoted  to  the  purpose  of  buying 
licences,  believing  that  the  Councils  will 
not  make  such  bad  bargains  as  some 
hon.  Members  suppose.  I  support  the 
Bill  because  I  believe  it  will  have  the 
effect  of  greatly  removing  the  tempta- 
tions to  drink.  The  measure  is  an 
honest  attempt  to  deal  with  a  very  diffi- 
cult question,  and  it  will  do  good  by 
strengthening  public  opinion  in  favour 
of  a  more  complete  measure  of  tem- 
perance reform.  Looking  at  the  Bill  as 
an  experiment,  I  am  not  sure  that  it  will 
not  be  wise  to  make  it  terminable.  For  if 
Sir  W.  H.  Houldsworih 


the  Councils  should  take  an  extreme 
view  and  should  decline  to  spend  the 
money  as  provided  in  the  Bill,  the  fund 
would  accumulate  and  would  have  to  be 
dealt  with  by  Parliament,  and  I  am  not 
sure,  as  hon.  Members  have  doubts  as 
to  the  soundness  of  the  scheme,  that  the 
Government  would  not  be  well  advised 
if  they  made  the  Bill  altogether  experi- 
mental. They  might  make  it  terminable 
at  the  end  of  10  years,  and  then,  having 
had  10  years'  experience,  Parliament 
could  revise  the  whole  question.  This 
would  mitigate  much  of  the  opposition 
now  offered.  In  conclusion,  I  would 
repeat  that  those  who  take  it  upon  them- 
selves to  defeat  the  measure — the  first 
practical  measure  for  many  years  which 
has  had  a  chance  of  passing  into  law — 
will  be  accepting  a  very  heavy  responsi- 
bility— a  responsibility  for  which  they 
will  have  to  give  account. 

*(3.17.)  Mr.  P.  ESSLEMONT  (Aber- 
deen, E.) :  It  will  be  for  those  who 
belong  to  the  Church  of  England  Tem- 
perance Society  to  meet  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's arguments  in  that  respect,  but,  on 
another  point,  I  may  say  I  am  sorry  to 
find  that  he  has  no  faith  in  the  present 
Bill.  He  says  it  is  a  small  measure  and 
that  the  County  Councils  will  very 
likely  refuse  to  act  upon  it.  Well,  what 
can  operate  in  his  mind  to  induce  him  to 
support  the  Bill  ?  So  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  have  only  one  or  two  considera- 
tions to  put  before  the  House — and  I 
think  they  are  considerations  which  will 
require  an  answer.  It  has  been  my  duty 
for  a  long  time  past  to  deal  with  licences, 
and  I  quite  sympathise  with  any  Govern- 
ment that  tries  to  bring  about  a  different 
state  of  things  in  regard  to  them  than  that 
which  at  present  obtains.  I  can  say  that 
anything  more  unsatisfactory  than  the 
present  licensing  system  could  not  pos- 
sibly be  found.  But  we  are  required  to 
deal  with  quite  another  consideration 
here.  In  Scotland  1  quite  admit  that 
things  in  this  respect  are  quite  different 
from  England  and  Ireland.  We  have, 
as  Licensing  Magistrates  in  Scotland, 
recognised  in  no  way  whatever  money 
transactions  in  regard  to  licences.  We 
have  no  regard  to  the  amount  of  money 
a  person  may  pay  as  a  matter  of  specula- 
tion for  licensed  premises,  our  only 
consideration  being  the  necessities  of  the 
community.  It  is  maintained  by  the 
Government   that   there   is   a   value   in 


833     Local  Taxation  (Customs     (Mat  13,  1890}       and  Excise)  Duties  BiU.     834 


licences,  and  that  they  ought  to  be 
bought  at  compensation  price.  I  want 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  recognise  where  this  value  is 
derived  from.  The  Licensing  Magistrates 
commissioned  by  the  community  have  a 
delegated  right  to  give  a  licence  for  a 
certain  price.  Is  that  licence  worth  more 
than  the  money  paid  for  it  ?  Let  us  assume, 
for  the  sake  of  illustration,  that  the 
licence  on  account  of  the  rent  of  the 
property  is  £50  a  year.  That  is  a  right 
we  give  for  a  money  consideration,  not 
for  the  individual,  but  the  community. 
If  this  is  not  an  individual  right,  to  whom 
does  it  belong?  Unquestionably,  it 
belongs  to  the  community  ;  and  what  is 
the  consideration  thus  given  or  taken  ? 
The  consideration  given  is  the  value  of 
the  licence  as  a  working  licence.  Sup- 
posing  that  the  value  of  the  working 
licence  is  XI 00  a  year  instead  of  the  £50 
paid  for  it,  the  additional  £50  clearly 
belongs  to  the  community.  If  any  person 
doubles  and  trebles  that  price  surely  a 
case  is  made  out  for  increasing  the  value 
of  licences,  so  that  instead  of  £50 
licences  should  cost  £100  .or  more ;  and, 
moreover,  we  should  not  grant  this 
privilege  to  any  individual  and  allow 
him  to  sell  it  at  a  profit,  pocketing  that 
profit  which  belongs  to  the  public.  If 
we  are  to  give  licences  at  their  market- 
able value  surely  we  ought  to  raise  the 
price.  If  to  raise  the  price  of  the 
licence  .we  take  away  the  whole 
selling  value  and  the  consequent  profit 
surely  there  is  nothing  to  prevent 
our  doing  so.  There  is  in  my  county  a 
very  large  estate,  the  proprietor  'of 
which  claims  the  right  to  let  no  part  of 
it  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  drink. 
The  law  does  not  interfere  with  the 
proprietor  in  this  action.  If  he 
extinguishes  a  licence  on  the  estate,  he 
has  a  right  to  do  so  in  the  knowledge 
that  he  reduces  the  value  of  the  house 
and  of  his  property;  but  the  landlord 
considers  that  there  is  such  moral  benefit 
to  the  people  by  the  extinction  of  such 
licence  that  he  refuses  to  take  the  extra 
value  for  a  trade  that  demoralises  the 
community.  The  landlord  can  do  that 
now.  Are  we  to  institute  a  new  law 
which  will  enable  the  County  Councils 
to  make  the  community  pay  for  what, 
under  the  existing  system,  a  landlord  so 
acting  has  to  pay  for  himself?  These 
are  considerations  which  must  be  taken 


into  account  in  discussing  this  proposa 
of  the  Government.  Further,  I  believe 
that  there  is  no  occasion  for  pressing 
this  question  of  compensation.  I 
believe  that  under  the  existing  law  it 
is  quite  possible,  and  quite  within 
the  power  of  the  Magistrates,  to 
reduce  the  number  of  existing  licences 
very  largely  without  any  compensation 
whatever ;  and  where  Licensing  Magis- 
trates have  had  the  wish  to  reduce  the 
number  of  licences  there  has  been  no 
difficulty  about  it.  I  think  it  is  a  mon- 
strous proposal  that  the  people  of  the 
community  should  be  called  upon  to  pay 
out  of  public  money  for  a  thing  which 
they  have  all  along  held—  which  the  pub- 
lic sentiment  of  the  country  holds — is  a 
right  conferred  not  on  any  individual, 
but  for  the  community  of  a  particu- 
lar neighbourhood.  I  noticed  in  this 
discussion  that  Members  speaking  from 
the  Benches  opposite  have  very  much 
harped  on  this :  that  there  are  a  large 
number  of  public  houses  which  can  be 
done  away  with  almost  without  any  com- 
pensation whatever.  I  claim  for  these 
small  houses  that  they  are  not  the  houses 
which  are  doing  mischief  in  the  locality. 
Many  of  them  are  hostelries  and  small 
hotels  conducted  upon  a  plan  and  under 
a  supervision  which  make  them  a  con- 
venience to  the  public  and  not  as  objec- 
tionable as  the  large  public  houses  to 
which  the  compensation  will  go  if  this 
Bill  passes.  I  think  it  is  unfair  that  these 
houses  should  be  singled  out,  not  having 
influence  and  the  brewers  at  their  back, 
as  places  from  which  the  licences  may 
be  taken  without  compensation,  while 
the  large  houses  in  populous  districts, 
doing  a  thriving  business  at  the  expense 
of  the  morals  of  the  community,  are 
those  alone  which  are  to  receive  compen- 
sation. Representing  Scotland,  I  main- 
tain that  the  highest  moral  sentiments  of 
the  country  are  distinctly  opposed  to  this 
proposal  as  a  pernicious  measure,  and  for 
that  reason  I  shall  give  a  strenuous 
opposition  to  the  Bill  at  every  stage. 

*(3.35.)  Mb.  SOMERVELL  (Ayr, 
&c.) :  I  propose  to  address  a  few 
remarks  to  the  House  in  support  of  the 
vote  which  I  intend  to  give  in  favour  of 
this  Bill,  not  as  the  Representative  of  Scot- 
land, but  merely  as  the  Representative  of 
one  of  its  Divisions.  I  listened  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Aber- 
deen (Mr.  Esslemont)  with  some  amaze- 
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ment,  for  I  failed  to  discover  in  them  a 
single  argument  to  induce  the  House  to  re- 
ject the  measure .  We  are  he  re  to  discuss  the 
Second  Beading  of  a  Bill  which  proposes 
to  divert  a  portion  of  the  resources  of  the 
country  to  purposes  which  are  desired  by 
the  people  of  Scotland ;  and  hon.  Members 
who  represent  Scottish  constituencies 
mutft  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  if 
they  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
they  will  deprive  the  people  of  Scotland 
of  the  means  of  applying  this  money  to 
purposes  to  which  diey  desire  to  see  it 
applied — such  as  a  proper  scheme  for 
police  superannuation,  freeing  education 
in  the  compulsory  standards,  the  carry- 
ing out  of  the  Pleuro-Pneumonia  Act, 
without  trenching  on  the  grant  in  aid 
of  pauper  lunatics.  Then,  again,  the 
County  Councils  are  about  to  appoint 
Medical  Officers  and  Sanitary  Inspectors, 
and  I  would  ask  if  they  are  to  have  no 
assistance  from  this  fund  in  paying  these 
new  officers  ?  Why  is  this  measure  to  be 
thrown  out  ?  Not  because  of  any  objec- 
tion on  behalf  of  the  individuals  who 
are  to  find  the  additional  money,  but  be- 
cause we  are  told  there  is  a  certain 
objection  on  the  part  of  certain  people  to 
give  compensation  to  publicans.  The 
Amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Barrow  does  not  contain  a  word  about 
compensation  from  beginning  to  end. 
He  only  asks  the  House  to  pledge  itself 
not  to  devote  the  public  money  to  the 
purchase  of  annual  licences,  in  the 
manner  provided  by  this  Bill,  a  totally 
different  thing  from  compensation.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North- West  Manchester 
(Sir  W.  Houldsworth)  has  pointed  out 
that  the  principle  of  compensation  and 
the  principle  of  purchase  are  totally 
different  things.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow,  in  moving  his  Amendment,  re- 
ferred to  two  elections  which  have 
recently  occurred  for  the  borough  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent.  He  told  us 
that  in  1888  an  Unionist  was  defeated  be- 
cause of  the  Compensation  Clauses  of  the 
Bill  then  before  the  House  ;  but  I  should 
like  to  inform  him  that  in  my  candida- 
ture I  distinctly  stated  that  I  was  in 
favour  of  compensation  from  a  fund  to 
be  raised  out  of  the  drink  itself,  and  of 
transferring  the  power  of  granting  or  re- 
fusing licences  to  the  County  Councils  ; 
and  in  order  that  my  statement  might 
not  be  liable  to  misrepresentation,  I  stated 
that  I  would  vote  against]  anyj  other 
Mr.  Somervdl 


measure.  The  result  was  that  I  was  re- 
turned. The  constituency  I  represent 
are  earnest  in  their  advocacy  of  temper- 
ance reform,  but  they  desire  to  see  it 
carried  out  in  a  fair  and  equitable 
manner.  We  have  been  told  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Govan  Division 
(Mr.  J.  Wilson)  that  the  heather  is  on 
fire.  I  am  not  aware  that  there  is  much 
heather  in  Govan.  Jt  is  much  more 
easily  found  in  the  district  I  represent, 
and  I  am  certainly  not  aware  that  it  is  on 
fire.  In  contradiction  to  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member,  I  say,  unhesita- 
tingly, that  the  people  of  Scotland  are 
not  prepared  to  sacrifice  the  money  which 
is  proposed  to  be  devoted  to  purposes  of 
free  education  and  police  superannuation 
in  order  to  throw  out  this  Bill.  There  is 
one  ground  which  might  justify  hon. 
Members  in  voting  against  the  measure, 
namely,  if  it  were  proposed  to  take  the 
money  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund ; 
but  I  apprehend  that  the  only  persons 
entitled  to  object  to  this  tax  are  the 
manufacturers,  vendors,  and  consumers 
of  intoxicating  drinks.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  told  us  that  he  intended 
to  make  the  tipplers  pay  for  tea;  but 
now  it  appears  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  object  to  the  tipplers  paying 
for  the  teetotallers.  I  believe  that  the 
people  affected  are  unanimous  in  sup- 
porting the  measure  in  its  entirety. 
The  distillers  have  been  met  fairly  and 
generously  by  the  Government,  who  have 
intimated  that  they  will  introduce  a 
measure  dealing  with  German  spirits 
which  will  more  than  compensate  them 
for  the  additional  6d.  they  will  have  to 
pay.  So  far  as  the  publicans — who  are  the 
middlemen — are  concerned,  they  have 
unanimously  passed  resolutions  in  support 
of  the  proposals  of  the  Government ;  and, 
in  regard  to  the  consumers,  I  am  not 
aware  that  a  single  meeting  has  been 
held  for  the  purpose  of  protesting  against 
the  additional  6d.  The  measure  is  not 
one  of  a  heroic  character,  and  I  really 
cannot  understand  why  it  should  not  be 
accepted,  seeing  that  it  will  confer  the 
advantage  of  free  education  and  other 
benefits  upon  the  people  of  Scotland,  as 
well  as  promote  the  cause  of  temperancr. 
I  represent  a  constituency  in  which  » 
considerable  amount  of  drink  is  manu- 
factured, and  in  which  there  is  a  consider- 
able amount  consumed,  but  in  which  also 
there  are  strong  Temjerance  Organisi- 
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tions.  In  supporting  the  Second  Heading 
of  the  Bill,  I  feel  that  I  am  only  doing  my 
duty  as  the  Representative  of  these 
varied  interests,  and  that  the  measure 
itself  is  one  which  deals  with  the  tem- 
perance question  from  a  practical  and 
sensible  point  of  view. 
*(3.45.)  Mr.  FENEAQE  (Great 
Grimsby)  :  I  wish  to  discuss  the  question 
from  the  point  of  one  who  has  for 
many  years  been  a  practical  reformer  in 
the  temperance  movement.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Esslemont) 
has  said  that  landlords,  under  present 
circumstances,  have  been  willing  to 
sacrifice  money  in  order  to  do  away  with 
public  houses,  but  that  in  future  they 
would  go  to  the  County  Councils  and  ask 
for  compensation.  I  do  not  believe  that 
that  is  the  fact,  and,  speaking  from  my 
own  experience,  I  may  say  that  wherever 
the  landlord  has  shut  up  public  houses 
he  has  done,  as  a  rule,  no  injury  at  all 
to  his  tenant,  but  a  great  deal  to  him- 
self, because  the  entire  loss  fell  upon 
him.  I  wish  altogether  to  repudiate  the 
argument  used  by  the  Solicitor  General 
last  night,  and  I  deny  the  accuracy  of 
his  remarks  as  to  the  power  of  the 
Magistrates  with  regard  to  the  refusal  to 
renew  licences.  I  maintain  that  what 
the  {Solicitor  General  said  was  bad  both 
in  law  and  in  fact,  and  am  prepared  to 
prove  both  assertions.  The  case  of 
"  Sharp  v.  Wakefield  "  has  proved  that 
there  is  no  vested  interest  in  public 
houses,  and  that  the  Magistrates  have 
perfect  power  overthe  renewal  of  licences. 
They  have  an  absolute  right  to  refuse  if 
they  choose.  Now,  1  would  not  vote  for 
this  Bill,  or  for  a  single  word  or  line  in 
it,  if  I  believed  that  it  would  set  up  a 
vested  interest  in  any  way  whatsoever 
I  believe  that  when  the  Amendments 
promised  yesterday  by  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board 
have  been  put  in  the  Bill,  and  perhaps 
some  more  adopted  while  the  Bill  is  in 
Committee,  the  measure  will  be  deprived 
of  any  ground  of  complaint  that  it  sets 
up  vested  interests.  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  stated  that 
he  would  restrict  the  issue  of  off 
licences,  and  that  he  would  insert  a 
clause  which  would  set  forth  most 
clearly  the  right  of  Magistrates  to  use 
their  discretion  in  refusing  to  renew 
licences.  That  clause  is  one  which  I 
think  should  be  watched  very  carefully 
VOL.  CCCXLIY.      [third  sebies.] 


after  the  speech  of  the  Solicitor  General, 
who,  I  hope,  will  hare  nothing  to  do 
with  the  drafting  of  it.  I  should  like 
to  point  out  what,  in  my  opinion,  will  be 
the  result  of  the  power  given  under  the 
Bill  together  with  the  power  which  the 
Magistrates  now  use  fairly.  I  believe  that, 
after  the  decision  in  "Sharp  v.  Wake- 
field," the  Magistrates  will  get  rid,  as  far 
as  possible,  of  all  unnecessary  and  all 
moderately,  as  well  as  badly-conducted, 
houses.  There  vt  another  class  of  houses — 
generally  small  houses — conducted  very 
fairly  and  with  credit;  but  they  do 
a  very  small  business,  indeed,  and  it 
will  be  a  very  good  thing  to  get  rid  of 
them.  I  believe  that  the  purchasing 
power  intrusted  to  County  Councils 
will  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  get- 
ting rid  of  those  houses.  I  desire  to 
see  them  got  rid  of  because  they  do  an 
unprofitable  business  and  prevent  other 
houses  from  being  managed  in  a  respect- 
able manner.  Such  houses  deprive  a 
neighbourhood  of  the  peace  which  ought 
to  prevail.  My  experience  as  a  Magis- 
trate is  that  in  a  village  where  there  is 
only  one  public  house,  good  order  pre- 
vails, and  the  services  of  the  policeman 
are  not  in  much  request  ;  but  in 
villages  where  there  are  two  or  more 
public  houses  it  takes  fully  half  the 
time  of  the  policemen  to  watch  the  public 
houses.  I  can  speak  of  this  with  some 
experience  as  a  Magistrate  ;  for  when  I 
was  actively  engaged  in  attending  Petty 
Sessions  more  regularly  than  I  am  able 
to  do  now,  I  found  that,  in  my 
division,  nearly  all  the  cases  came  from 
four  parishes,  in  two  of  which  there 
were  two  public  houses,  in  one  three, 
and  in  the  other  five.  We  had  only  to 
sit  once  a  month,  and  I  believe  that  if  in 
each  of  these  parishes  there  had  only 
been  one  public  house,  it  would  not  have 
been  necessary  to  sit  more  than  once  in 
three  months.  No  Government  can 
accept  such  an  Amendment  as  this 
now  under  consideration,  and  then  go  on 
with  the  Bill.  It  is  an  Amendment  that 
will  be  absolutely  fatal  to  the  Bill. 
What  has  been  the  object  of  reform  in 
temperance  matters  for  years  past  but  to 
decrease  temptation  and  diminish  pub- 
lic houses  1  Will  not  that  be  the  re  ult 
of  this  Bill  1  I  do  not,  myself,  see  why 
temperance  reformers  should  object  to 
public  houses  providing  funds  to  assist 
them.  It  seems  to  me  rather  a  dog-in- 
2H  S 
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the-manger  policy.      Some    temperance 
reformers  will  not  give  any  money  from 
rates,  and  now  they  will  not  allow  publi- 
cans to   assist   them.      I   hare   always 
recognised  that,  if  there  is  no  legal  or 
vested  interest,  a  publican  has,  at  any 
rate,  the  right  to  be  treated  as  any  other 
tradesman  would  be  if  disturbed.     We 
are  told  that  Parliament  ought  not  to 
deal  with  this  question,  and  I  ask,  Why 
not?     I  say,  on  the  contrary,  that  we 
are  almost  pledged  by  our  action  in  18S8 
to  deal  with  the  question  in  the  present 
Parliament     The  constituencies  did  not 
wish  the  Licensing  Glauses  to  be  incor- 
porated in  the  Bill  of  1888  on  good  and 
sufficient  ground,  for  they  do  not  wish  it 
to  be  a  question  at  the  first  election  of 
County    Councillors.     Well,    I    do   not 
know  what  other  temperance  reformers 
may  be  pledged  to  in  this  matter.     In 
1888  I  saw  the  crisis  coming,  and  went 
down  to  Grimsby  and  asked  both  interests 
to  meet  me  on  the  same  day,  and   the 
resolution  then  come  to  expressly  states 
that   it   ought    to    be  dealt  with  by  a 
separate  and  comprehensive  Bill  in  the 
present    Parliament.     Now,   I    strongly 
support  this  Bill  for  what  there  is  in  it, 
but  I  shall  probably  move  some  amend- 
ments in  Committee.     I  am  strongly  in 
favour  of   the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for    Paddington's  (Lord    R.    Churchill) 
Bill,     for    I    believe    in   the    abolition 
of    beer    houses,     the    raising     of  the 
status  of  public  houses,  and  direct  responsi- 
bility  of  those   having   the   control  of 
them  ;  and  1  agree  that  there  should  be 
some    provision    to    make    Magistrates 
more  careful  than  they  are  in  granting 
renewals.     I   would  even   go  so  far  as 
this :      I   would   compel    every     public 
house  to  have  a  coffee  room  in  it,  where 
refreshments  could  be  got  without  hav- 
ing to  go  to  the  bar  or  the   tap   room. 
I  would  also  like  very  much  to  see  some 
limitation  put  with  regard  to  the  pur- 
chasing powers.     I  think  that  a  term  of 
10  years  would  be  quite  enough  for  this 
Bill.     In  the  meantime,  there  could  be  a 
large  comprehensive  scheme  that  would 
thoroughly  deal  with  the   question.     I 
think  that  the  publicans  are    as  much 
entitled  to  compensation  for  disturbance 
from  County  Councils  as  they  would  be 
if      disturbed     for     the     purposes      of 
public   improvements  or  of   a  railroad, 
and  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  refuse 
to  give  them  this  compensation,  in  order 
Mr.  Heneage 


to  smooth  the  way  for  temperance,  or  to 
ensure  the  health  and  prosperity  of  the 

people.  I  have  not  forgotten,  and  I 
cannot  forget,  the  admission  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  when  he  said, 
in  1880,  that  he  wanted  a  frank  recogni- 
tion of  the  principle  that  we  are  not 
to  deny  the  publicans  as  a  class  the 
benefits  of  equal  treatment.  Here  is  laid 
down  the  principle  of  equitable  com- 
pensation for  disturbing  the  trade  by  the 
will  of  the  people,  or  their  representatives 
on  Local  Councils. 

*(4.2.)  Mb.  A.  GATHORNE  HARDY 
(Sussex,  East  Grinstead) :  I  wish  to 
treat  this  question  as  far  as  possible 
free  from  Party  bias.  I  am  content  to 
take  it  that  the  effect  of  the  "  Sharp  v. 
Wakefield  "  decision  was  correctly  put  by 
the  other  side,  and  that  there  is  no  vested 
right  in  licences.  But  at  the  same  time 
I  take  that  with  the  qualification  that 
has  been  given  to  it  by  many  speakers, 
for  it  has  been  clearly  pointed  out  by 
hon.  Members  opposite,  that,  though 
there  is  no  vested  right  in  licences,  the 
holders  of  them  have  a  claim  to  fair  and 
equitable  treatment,  and  that  their  rights 
have  so  far  been  recognised.  It  has  so 
far  been  the  established  practice  that 
their  position  should  not  be  disturbed 
without  adequate  reason  that  it  would 
be  indeed  a  harsh  thing  if  their  trade 
were  disturbed  without  adequate  com- 
pensation being  given  to  them.  I  am 
not  now  dealing  with  the  amount  of 
compensation,  but  merely  with  the 
principle.  Lord  Coleridge  has  said  that 
there  is  nothing  in  England  that  would 
help  the  question  more  than  bringing  to 
bear  upon  it  the  great  principles  of 
fairness  and  justice,  and  nothing  would 
defeat  their  ends  more  than  if  any  one 
had  the  right  to  say  he  has  been  un- 
justly and  inequitably  treated.  What- 
ever may  be  the  legal  rights  of  the  licence- 
holders,  they  have  an  equity  that  they 
should  not  be  ruined  because  the  mind 
of  England  has  changed  on  the  subject. 
Their  equitable  interest  ought  not  to  be 
upset  That  would  not  be  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  Temperance  Party ;  and  would 
recoil  on  the  heads  of  those  who  sup- 
ported it.  Let  me  point  out  the  difference 
between  abstract  and  individual  interests. 
We  are  all  in  the  House  of  Commons  the 
advocates  of  economy  in  the  abstract,  but 
all  know  very  well  that  when  the  case 
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of  a  particular  interest  is  brought  before 
the  House  we  are  apt  to  throw  our  ideas 
of  economy  to  the  winds.  I  am  satisfied 
that  many  of  those  who  are  at  this 
moment  shouting  for  no  compensation  to 
the  pnblicans,  if  it  came  to  the  individual 
case  of  Mr.  So-and-so,  with  whom  they 
were  acquainted,  and  if  they  found  that  he 
had  invested  the  savings,  perhaps  of  a 
lifetime,  in  a  public  house  for  which  he 
had  paid  a  considerable  price,  and  was 
to  be  turned  out  into  the  streets 
without  a  penny  of  compensation,  they 
would  be  outraged  at  such  a  thing 
taking  place,  and  there  would  be  a  block 
in  the  way  of  the  temperance  movement 
in  the  future.  The  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment raised  also  the  question  as  to 
whether  compensation  should  be  given 
to  other  persons,  and  gave  an  instance  of 
property  at  Liverpool  where  in  one  dis- 
trict there  were  eight  public  houses,  and 
in  the  other  only  one,  and  argued  that 
damage  had  resulted  to  property  in  the 
district  where  there  were  eight.  I  ven- 
ture to  think  that  that  is  an  argument 
to  which  this  House  would  not  listen 
without  requiring  to  know  more  about 
the  neighbourhood.  Then  the  Mover  of 
the  Amendment  said,  take  any  hundred 
working  men,  eliminate  from  them  all 
the  total  abstainers,  and  the  majority  of 
those  left  would  repudiate  compensation 
proposals.  That  test,  however,  it  is  im- 
possible to  carry  out.  For  my  own  part 
I  can  only  say  this,  that  I  have  in  many 
constituencies  and  on  many  occasions 
spoken  to  large  representative  meetings 
of  working  men,  and  I  have  always  ad- 
vocated the  principle  of  fair  and  legiti- 
mate compensation,  and  stated  that  it 
was  impossible  to  meet  the  question  on 
any  other  terms.  On  those  occasions  I 
have  met  with  few  dissentient  voices. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  (Sir  George 
Trevelyan)  has  given  vent  to  one  or  two 
propositions  which,  to  my  mind,  are  ab- 
solutely astounding.  In  the  first  place 
he  has  committed  himself  to  this,  that 
the  partial  extinction  of  public  houses 
would  not  diminish  drink,  but  would 
only  give  a  larger  traffic  to  those  remain- 
ing, and  would  really  do  no  good. 
I  can  only  say  that  that  state- 
ment is  in  opposition  to  the 
statements  of  temperance  reformers  up 
to  now.  Everyone  who  has  addressed 
the  House  upon  this  question  has  de- 


plored the  number  of  licences  that  exist. 
1  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  great 
wit  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
have  deserted  him  when,  in  the  next 
place,  he  was  dealing  with  the  question 
of  whether  it  was  the  houses  of  great  or 
small  value  that  caused  intemperance  to 
the  greater  extent..  He  (Sir  George 
Trevelyan)  showed  that  he  had  made  an 
examination  of  the  number  of  public 
houses  in  Bedfordshire,  and  the  Returns 
of  drunkenness,  and  also  the  Returns 
in  London,  and  he  found  that  the 
offences  were  much  greater  in  London 
than  in  Bedfordshire,  the  houses  being  of 
greater  value  in  London.  He,  therefore, 
seemed  to  think  that  he  had  proved  his 
proposition.  To  deliberately  put  before 
the  House  the  naked  proposition  of  the 
comparison  between  Bedfordshire  and 
London  was  almost  an  insult  to  the 
capabilities  of  this  House.  This  mea- 
sure consists  of  three  parts.  In  the 
first  place,  it  redeems  the  pledges 
of  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  give  further  assist- 
ance to  the  ratepayers  with  regard 
to  local  taxation.  I  know  the 
grievanoe  of  that  pledge  not.  having 
been  fulfilled  was  very  seriously  felt  in 
the  country.  It  was  felt  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  to  get  that 
£800,000  out  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  which  we  lost  by  the  Van 
and  WTieel  Tax  not  being  passed. 
I  attended  with  the  deputation  which 
waited  upon  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  I  urged  that  view ;  and 
1  am  most  thankful  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  full,  frank,  and 
free  manner  in  which  he  has  fulfilled 
that  pledge  in  the  present  Bill.  I 
believe  that  the  country  attaches  the 
greatest  importance  to  it.  The  second 
question  is  the  suspension  of  licences. 
Dfc  hon.  Members  who  oppose  this  really 
consider  what  they  are  doing  ?  It  will 
be  found  practically  impossible  to  carry 
into  effect  a  very  great  and  heroic 
measure  of  stopping  an  enormous 
number  of  public  houses  at  a  time.  I 
believe  time  will  fight  on  our  side.  The 
Magistrates  have  every  right,  and  they 
certainly  have  the  duty,  to  see  that  they 
only  renew  licences  when  the  houses  are 
well  conducted.  I  believe  there  is  an 
increasing  feeling  among  them  that 
that  duty  presses,  upon  them.  The 
suspensory  powers  in  this  Bill  will 
2  H  2 
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prevent  the  creation  of  new  licences,  and 
in  an  appreciable  time  a  great  reform 
will  have  been  carried  out,  and  one  that 
will  be  very  beneficial  to  the  community. 
Then  there  comes  the  proposal,  to  which 
the  greater  part  of  this  Debate  has 
been  addressed  —  the  purchase  of 
licences.  To  that  there  have  been  two 
objections  urged:  one  that  the  Bill  is 
inadequate,  and  the  other  that  it  in- 
volves untold  liabilities.  I  should  quite 
agree  that  the  proposal  was  wholly  in- 
adequate if  it  was  a  proposal  for  dealing 
with  all  licences,  but  the  Government 
proposal  is  for  the  extinction  not  of  all 
licences,  but  of  some  licences  by  pur- 
chase. The  sum  intended  to  be  appro- 
priated for  the  purpose  shows  that  is 
only  intended  to  be  a  small  act  for  a 
temporary  purpose.  If  the  money  is 
wisely  and  beneficially  used  I  believe 
that  it  will  be  supplemented  by  a  further 
sum.  I  think  it  is  perfectly  fair  that, 
considering  the  taking  away  of  one 
licence  gives  additional  value  to  the 
licence  which  remains,  some  additional 
charge  should  be  put  upon  those  licences 
which  remain,  and  the  money  so  derived 
might  very  well  be  used  in  the  future  to 
supplement  the  present  sum.  In  a  letter 
to  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Cockermouth,  'addressed  to  him  by  a 
distinguished  civil  servant,  the  former 
Secretary  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  the 
writer  has  given  evidence  that  though 
he  knows  a  good  deal  about  the  trade  of 
the  country  he  is  not  very  familiar  with 
the  licensing  question.     He  says — 

"Supposing  I  was  President  of  a  County 
Council  Committee.  Supposing  the  clergy  of 
the  district  w*re  to  suggest  to  me  that  a 
particular  house  is  injurious  to  morality,  would 
it  be  for  me  to  go  hat  in  hand  to  the  owner  of 
the  house  and  say  *  I  want  to  buy  you  out  ? 
Sell  me  your  property  as  cheaply  as  you  can." 

I  venture  to  think  the  gentleman  who 
wrote  that  letter  wholly  misappre- 
hends the  position  of  the  Magistrates 
with  regard  to  the  question ;  because,  if 
the  public  house  is  badly  conducted  the 
Magistrates  have  the  power  and  the  right 
to  refuse  to  renew  the  licence.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  compensation  we  have 
enormous  figures  put  before  us,  but  I 
believe  them  to  be  a  bogey  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment. It  is  impossible,  I  quite  agree,  to 
treat  these  properties  as  freehold.  They 
are  a  precarious  property,  and  those  who 
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buy  know  that  they  are  liable  to  be 
turned  out  if  they  do  not  carry  their 
business  on  properly.  They  know,  too, 
that  there  is  a  discretion  in  the  hands  of 
the  Magistrates,  though  it  has  not  been 
used  capriciously.  But  is  it  the 
fact  that  the  law  recognises  no 
property  in  these  licences  ?  It  has  been 
accepted  as  common  ground  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that,  for  the  purposes 
of  probate  and  taxation,  interests  in  public 
houses  have  been  treated  as  property. 
When  I  was  practising  at  the  Bar,  some 
considerable  time  ago,  I  was  concerned 
to  a  certain  extent,  in  what  are  called 
compensation  cases ;  and  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  I  have  known  arbitrators 
and  juries  give  compensation  for  public 
houses  taken  for  the  purpose  of  public 
improvements  just  as  they  would  have 
given  compensation  in  ordinary  cases. 
Supposing,  in  the  future,  the  London 
County  Council  had  absolute  discretion 
to  take  away  a  licence  without  compen- 
sation. In  the  first  place,  they  are  pro- 
moting a  Bill  for  the  improvement  of 
the  Strand.  They  take  a  block  of  pre- 
mises, including  two  public  houses,  in 
regard  to  which  they  would  have  to 
give  notice  under  the  Lands  Clauses 
Act,  providing  compensation.  That 
compensation  would  be  assessed  as  it  is 
assessed  now,  and  these  publicans  would 
recover  a  considerable  amount  of  com- 
pensation for  what  they  have  lost.  But 
in  an  adjoining  street,  which  they  do  not 
want  for  the  purpose  of  public  improve- 
ment, they  might,  in  the  exercise  of 
their  discretionary  powers,  extinguish 
licences  of  other  two  publicans,  abso- 
solutely  without  compensation,  and 
turning  them  into  the  street  without  a 
penny.  Some  one  may  say,  "You 
could  extinguish  the  licence  first,  and 
take  the  property  afterwards  for  your 
improvements."  Is  that  argument 
going  to  be  raised  ?  Are  we  to  have  the 
case  of  Naboth's  vineyard  ?  "  Hast  thou 
killed  and  also  taken  possession  ?  "  Are  you 
going  to  take  away  such  licences  which 
would  not  be  taken  away  because 
you  think  it  necessary  in  the  interests 
of  public  morality  ?  I  will  not  insult 
hon.  Members  by  thinking  they  will 
take  such  a  course  as  that.  I  thank  the 
House  for  having  listened  to  what  I 
have  had  to  say.  We  are  to  have  very 
large  and  imposing  demonstrations; 
certain  gentlemen  have  subscribed  hun- 
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dreds  of  pounds  ;  no  doubt  we  shall  see 
reproduced  from  the  lumber  rooms  the 
banners  with  which  we  were  familiar  in 
1888;  and  I  congratulate  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Cockermouth 
upon  the  fact  that  the  existence  of  these 
banners  will,  to  a  certain  extent,  dimi- 
nish the  expense  that  he  and  his  friends 
have  incurred  in  organising  the  demons- 
tration. With  regard  to  Petitions,  of 
course  I  hare  presented  any  sent  up  by 
my  constituents ;  but  1  must  say  that 
of  two  I  presented  the  other  day,  I  found 
one  was  from  a  Lodge  of  Good  Templars, 
and  the  other  from  a  Temperance 
Society  in  the  same  district,  and  when  I 
looked  at  the  signatures,  1  found  that 
some  of  the  members  of  the  two  Asso- 
ciations were  identical,  and  that  the  two 
Petitions  were,  in  effect;,  almost  one.  The 
House  will  remember  the  device  resorted  to 
in  the  minor  theatres  to  produce  the  effect 
of  the  passage  of  a  great  army.  A  small 
number  of  supernumeraries  pass  oyer  and 
over  again  from  one  side  of  the  wings  to 
the  other,  constantly  crossing  and  re-cross- 
ing the  stage,  so  as  to  produce  the  appear- 
ance of  a  great  and  imposing  demonstra- 
tion. I  think  the  Petitions  to  which  I 
allude  are  largely  produced  by  means  of 
a  similar  device.  For  my  part,  I  believe 
the  expense  of  these  proposals  to  be 
enormously  exaggerated.  If  I  did  not 
believe  it  I  think  I  should  be  entitled  to 
ask  whether,  because  a  thing  is  very 
valuable  indeed,  you  ought  to  take  it  for 
nothing?  I  have  heard  from  many 
an  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  speaking 
from  many  a  platform,  statements 
as  to  the  enormous  saving  to  the 
community  the  closing  of  public  houses 
will  effect.  We  are  told  that  our  prisons 
will  be  emptied,  and  that  the  great  and 
gro  wingcurse  of  lunacy  will  be  diminished. 
And  are  we  to  be  told  that  we  are  to 
postpone  such  reforms  as  these  because 
we  have  to  put  our  hands  into  our 
pockets?  Let  us  have  the  courage  of 
our  opinions.  If  we  are  to  effect  these 
reforms  let  us  be  prepared  to  pay  for 
them.  I  believe  myself  that  if  this  Bill 
be  carried  it  will  be  a  great  step  in  the 
right  direction,  although  I  cannot  suppose 
it  will  be  a  final  step.  I  believe  public 
opinion,  when  it  is  rightly  given,  will  be 
on  the  side  of  the  Government.  I  say  to 
them :  "  Be  just,  and  fear  not,"  and  in 
that  spirit  I  support  the  Second  Beading 
of  the  Bill 


(4.34.)  Mb.  RATHBONE  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon)  :  1  am  most  anxious  to 
urge  upon  the  Government  and  the 
House  the  mischief  they  will  do,  if  they 
deal  with  a  small  part  of  this  great  and 
difficult  question,  before  they  are  pre- 
pared to  deal  with  it  thoroughly  and 
comprehensively.  I  shall  be  able  to 
show  from  past  experience  that  when 
you  have  increased,  as  you  will  increase 
by  the  present  proposals,  the  enormous 
value  of  the  public  houses,  without 
taking  precautions  against  that  increased 
power  and  wealth  of  corruption  being 
used  to  promote  drunkenness,  while  you 
paralyse  tbe  law  to  prevent  such  abuses, 
you  will  seriously  increase  the  very  evils 
you  are  trying  to  diminish.  On  intro- 
ducing the  Bill,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  promised  that  precautions 
should  be  taken  to  meet  this  danger.  I 
fail  to  find  in  the  Bill  the  effectual  pre- 
caution promised  that  the  enormously 
enhanced  value  which  will  be  given  to 
licences  by  the  proposal  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  shall  not  be  brought 
in  as  a  charge  for  compensation  when 
the  great  question  of  licences  comes  up  for 
settlement.  The  provision  in  the  Bill, 
though  not  intended  to  be,  is  practically 
an  insult  to  the  intellect  of  the  House. 
As  the  man  in  Scripture  said  "Be  ye 
clothed  and  fed/1  the  BUI  says  :  "  Be  the 
evil  pointed  out  prevented,"  but  takes 
absolutely  no  precaution,  takes  no 
security  that  any  precaution  will  be  or 
can  be  taken  against  the  evil  admitted 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and, 
indeed,  patent  to  any  one  having  the 
most  elementary  acquaintance  with 
economic  laws.  And  yet  I  shall  be  able 
to  show  before  I  sit  down  that  the 
enormously  increased  value  which  the 
present  action  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  give  to  the  existing 
licences,  is  emphasising  and  increasing 
the  very  difficulty  which  has  made  the 
due  enforcement  of  the  law  against 
encouraging  drunkenness  practically  a 
dead  letter.  That  neither  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exohequer  himself,  nor  even 
one  having  much  less  knowledge  than 
he  has  of  the  laws  which  govern 
prices,  supply,  and  demand,  will  deny 
that  when  you  stop  the  creation  of 
new  licences,  and  buy  up  existing 
licences,  you  increase  by  millions  on 
millions  the  value  of  existing  licences, 
and  thereby  make  it  more  difficult,  if 
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not  impossible,  to  put  any  legal  check 
upon  the  spread  of  drunkenness.  I 
would  appeal  to  the  Home  Secretary, 
and  to  everyone  Who  has  really  tried  to 
go  to  the  bottom  of  the  subject,  to  say 
whether  they  hare  not  found  that  the 
mere  diminution  of  the  number  of  public 
houses,  if  accompanied,  as  I  shall  show 
it  has  been,  with  the  development  of 
those  left  into  gigantic  gin  palaces,  and 
with  a  diminution  in  the  power  of 
checking  the  offences  of  permitting 
drunkenness,  or,  to  speak  more  correctly, 
of  encouraging  drunkenness  has  the 
effect  of  increasing  and  not  diminishing 
that  dreadful  evil.  Many  years  ago, 
in  conversation  on  this  subject,  in  1877, 
with  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt),  I  assumed  that  the 
increase  or  diminution  of  drunkenness 
went  hand  in  hand  with  the  increase  or 
diminution  of  licensed  houses,  indepen- 
dent of  any  other  considerations.  He 
brought  me  up  with  the  question, 
44  Have  you  ascertained  that  that  is 
lordly  the  state  of  the  facts ;  and  is  it 
not  desirable  that  the  true  state  of  the 
matter  should  be  ascertained  before  we 
proceed  to  legislate  on  it  ? "  I  felt  the 
justice  and  force  of  the  rebuke,  and 
moved  for  the  Return  of  the  necessary 
statistics,  in  August,  1873,  and  on  receipt 
of  that  Return,  in  the  following  year,  I 
employed  an  experienced  accountant  to 
calculate  and  tabulate  for  me  the  statistics, 
so  as  to  show  the  proportion  of  convic- 
tions for  drunkenness  to  population,  and 
the  proportion  of  public  houses  to 
population,  and  how  far  the  two  went 
hand  in  hand  together.  The  result 
astonished  me,  and  everyone  to  whom  I 
showed  it.  It  appeared  as  if  the  fewer 
public  houses  the  more  drunkenness,  and 
the  more  public  houses  the  less  drunken- 
ness. Butthehon.MemberforBarrow(Mr. 
Gaine)  justly  pointed  out  that  it  was  not 
fair  to  deal  with  the  north  and  south  of 
England,  0]  with  urban  and  rural  districts, 
or  even  with  large  and  small  boroughs, 
as  on  the  same  footing,  inasmuch 
as  the  circumstances  differed  so  entirely, 
both  as  to  the  temptations  to  drinking 
and  as  to  the  means  of  the  population.  I 
had  the  statistics  re-cast  into  north  and 
south,  urban  and  rural.  The  figures 
were  somewhat  less  striking,  but  still  I 
would  defy  any  clear  headed  man  to  deny 
that  there  is  any  apparent  connection 
between  the  number  of  public  houses 
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and  the  convictions  for  drunkenness. 
On  the  contrary,  they  would  seem  to 
show  that  the  arbitrary  reduction  of  the 
number  of  public  houses  in  a  town,  with- 
out any  strengthening  of  the  precautions 
against  those  that  remain  using  their 
increased  wealth  and  monopoly  to  en- 
courage drunkenness,  increases  drunken- 
ness.  I  will  further  show  the  House 
why  this  is,  and  how  this  increased  power 
of  monopoly  defeats  the  very  object  for 
which  the  monopoly  was  conferred,  and 
has  made  the  law  a  positively  dead 
letter,  powerless  to  prevent  or  punish 
the  tempter  in  his  deadly  work.  In 
these  tables  you  will  find  that  among  the 
boroughs  north  of  Birmingham,  with  a 
population  of  50,000  and  upwards, 
Norwich  stands  best,  only  having  one 
conviction  for  drunkenness  for  every 
451  inhabitants,  whereas  Blackburn  has 
fewer  public  houses  in  proportion  to 
population  of  any  other  town,  and  yet  it 
has  apparently  three  times  as  much 
drunkenness  as  Norwich,  and  compares 
unfavourably  with  other  towns  in  the 
same  trade  as  itself.  For  instance, 
Stockport,  also  a  cotton  spinning  town, 
showed  only  half  the  number  of  con- 
victions in  proportion  to  population,  but 
has  50  per  cent,  more  licensed  houses 
in  proportion  to  population  of  Blackburn. 
I  showed  the  table  to  Mr.  Bruce,  the 
author,  as  Home  Secretary,  of  licensing 
legislation  of  the  1868  Parliament.  He 
pointed  out  at  once  that  averages  were 
very  deceptive,  and  set  to  work  to  com- 
pare places  in  similar  localities,  and 
places  in  similar  trades.  He  took  Sheffield 
and  Birmingham,  both  largely  engaged 
in  metal  work  and  hardware  of  various 
descriptions.  We  certainly  expected 
that  Sheffield,  with  its  dangerous,  and, 
some  of  them,  unhealthy  trades,  would 
have  vastly  surpassed  Birmingham  in  its 
convictions  for  drunkenness.  We  found, 
on  the  contrary,  that  whereas  Sheffield 
had  about  the  same  number  of  public 
houses  in  proportion  to  population, 
Sheffield  had  only  one  conviction  for 
drunkenness  for  200  of  its  population  ; 
Birmingham  had  one  to  every  126,  or 
nearly  double.  Mr.  Bruce  then  took  Leeds 
and  Sheffield,  as  being  towns  in  the  Bame 
county.  Well,  among  the  19  large 
boroughs  in  the  North  of  England,  Leeds 
comes  second  in  order  of  merit,  having 
fewer  licensed  houses  in  proportion  to 
population.    It  had  only  one 
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house  to  evety  316  inhabitants,  whereas 
Sheffield  had  50  per  cent,  more  licensed 
houses,  namely,  one  to  179.   On  the  other 
hand,  while  Sheffield  had  only  one  con- 
viction to  every  200  inhabitants,  Leeds  had 
one  to  every  164.     I  was  so  much  struck 
with  this  contrast,  that,  without  stating 
why  I  had  required  the  information,  I 
asked    one    of    the    largest    and    most 
intelligent  of  the  manufacturers  of  Leeds, 
which  had  the  most  drunkenness,  Leeds 
or  Sheffield  ?    He  answered,  without  any 
hesitation,   that    he   was  sorry   to    say 
Leeds.     Of  course,  there  will  be  special 
circumstances  which   may  affect    indi- 
vidual cases,  but  if  you  go  through  the 
figures  carefully,  as  I  have  done,  it  is 
impossible  to  escape  the  conclusion  that 
the    facts  show    no    relation  whatever 
between  the  amount  of  drunkenness  in 
a  town,  and  the  number  of  public  houses, 
when  the  numbers  are  reduced,  as  they 
have  been  in  this  country,  without  any 
efficient  precaution  against  the  abuse  of 
the  increased  power  and  wealth  given  to 
the  remainder.     A  single  specimen  case 
will  show  the  House  how  this  part  of  our 
legislation   has  hitherto   worked.      The 
House  will  then  see  that  the  mere  arbi- 
trary restriction  of  licences  has  in  it  no 
tendency  to  discredit  drunkenness,  but 
that,  on  the  contrary,  taken  alone  it  makes 
difficulties  in  the  execution  of  the  law 
and  has  just  the  opposite  effect.     Strin- 
gent laws  are  useless  if  you  make  their 
execution  practically  impossible.    I  have 
been   brought  to  these  conclusions   not 
merely   by  these  statistics,   but   by    a 
study  of  the  subject  of  the  working  of 
the  laws  in  America  and  England  during 
the   last   21    years,   or  over.     Just  one 
instance  to  show  how   the  law   works. 
Two  years  after  the  passage  of  Sir  Selwin 
Ibbetson's  Beer  Act  I  received  a  letter 
from  one  of  my  constituents,   a    beer 
seller,    living  in  one  of  the   industrial 
quarters  of  Liverpool,  complaining  that 
the  Magistrates  did  not  execute  the  law 
justly  between  public  houses  and  beer 
houses.     He  said,  in  effect — 

"Sir  Selwin  Ibbetson's  Act  made  my  beer 
house  licence  worth  £100,  1  committed  an 
offence  against  the  law,  I  was  fined  £5,  the 
Magistrate  endorsed  it  on  my  licence,  and 
thereby  reduced  the  value  of  it  from  £100  to 
£60.  Having  committed  an  offence,  I  have  no 
right  to  find  fault  with  the  Magistrates'  sentence, 
if  the  law  is  equally  enforced  between  rich  and 
poor.    But  th»  manager  of  a  public  house  in  the 


saine  street  committed  the  same  offence — but 
the  Magistrate  went  out  of  his  way  to  say  ia  a 
most  aggravated  form — he  was  fined  the  same 
amount  of  penalty  as  I  was,  £5,  but  the 
Magistrate  did  not  endorse  his  licence.  The 
public  house,  belonged  to  a  rich  brewer  owning 
many  public  "houses.      I  ask  you,  is  this  fair  P  " 

In    my   reply,   I   declined  to  give    an 
opinion  on  an  exparte  statement.      On 
my    return  to  Liverpool,  I   placed  the 
letter  in  the  hands  of  a  Magistrate,  who 
took  great  interest  in  licensing  and  was 
an  ardent  supporter  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Oockermouth  Division 
of  Cumberland.     He  said  at  once  that 
he  had  not  a  doubt  of  the  truth  of  the 
man's  statement,  but  that  the  value  of 
the  public  house  licence  was,  at  least, 
£1 ,000,  probably  several  thousand  pounds. 
The  endorsement  on  the  licence  would 
have  reduced  its  value  proportionately, 
at  least  as  much,  probably  more  than 
with  respect  to  the    beerhouse  licence. 
So  that  the  minimum  penalty  which  the 
endorsement  would  have  inflicted  on  the 
owner  of  the  public  house  would  have 
been  £400  for  an  offence  which  the  law 
only   punishes  with  a  penalty  of  £5. 
But  I  urged  the  monopoly  was  created 
which   gave  this  enormous  property  to 
this  man,  not  simply  to  make  him  enor- 
mously rich,   but  for  the   sake  of  the 
order,  sobriety,  and  welfare  of  the  com- 
munity, and  surely  he  has  no  right  to 
complain  if  some  part  of  that  enormous 
wealth  should  be  forfeited  if  he  violates 
the  law  and  defeats  the  very  object  to 
secure  which  he  was  allowed  to  become 
thus  enormously  rich. — 

"Very  true,"  said  the  Magistrate,  "they 
ought  to  have  endorsed  it,  but  you  will  never 
get  any  Bench  of  Magistrates  to  inflict  a  fine 
on  a  man  many  times  greater,  nay !  in  some 
cases  many  thousand  times  greater  than  that 
direotly  inflicted  by  the  law  itself." 

I  have  shown  you  how  the  law  works  in 
an  individual  case.  I  will  now  show  you 
the  effect  of  the  law  in  the  mass.  The 
convictions  for  drunkenness  during  the 
last  three  years,  in  Liverpool,  were  13,601, 
13,817,  and  14,368,  respectively,  and  the 
convictions  for  permitting  drunkenness 
during  those  years  wese  only  six,  seven,  and 
six  respectively,  and,  mark  this,  not  one 
single  offence  of  permitting  drunkenness 
out  of  those  41,000  cases  of  permitted 
drunkenness,  ay,  and  often  encouraged 
drunkenness,    was  endorsed  on    either 
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public  house  or  beer  house  licence.  Will 
anyone  in  his  senses  say  or  believe  that 
there  were  no  such  cases  which  ought  to 
have  been  discovered  and  punished,  and 
the  more  you  look  into  it  the  more  you 
will  perceive  that  with  the  very  wealth 
you  have  given  the  holder  of  licences, 
and  which  you  are  now  proposing  to  pile 
on  with  the  addition  of  millions,  you 
have  given  him  practical  impunity  in 
permitting  and  encouraging  drunkenness. 
No  one  can  wonder  that  this  system 
demoralises  alike  the  Licensed  Victualler 
and  his  victim,  or  that,  as  I  have  been 
informed,  the  average  time  which  the 
London  Licensed  Victualler,  who  manages 
his  own  house,  remains  in  the  business  is 
not  much  over  five  years.  In  other 
words,  the  business  is  so  profitable,  or  so 
demoralising,  or  both,  that  it  only  takes 
five  years  for  those  in  the  trade  to 
make  their  fortunes,  or  to  be  too  often 
ruined  in  both  character  and  fortune. 
As  it  is  very  important  that  we  should 
have  accurate  information,  and  as  it  is 
popularly  believed  that  what  is  called  the 
Liverpool  experiment  in  open  licensing 
caused  Liverpool  to  have  a  more  than 
ordinary  number  of  licensed  houses,  and 
that  it  was  owing  to  that  that  Liverpool 
had  so  many  convictions  for  drunken- 
ness, I  beg  to  state  that  exactly  the 
reverse  of  this  is  the  case.  Out  of  the 
19  large  towns,  including  Birmingham, 
there  are  only  six  which,  by  the  Return 
I  am  quoting  from,  had  so  few  public 
houses  in  proportion  to  population  as 
Liverpool,  while  12  of  these  large 
towns,  which  is  double  that  number, 
were  shown  to  have  more  public  houses 
in  proportion  to  population  than  Liverpool. 
As  to  drunkenness,  there  was  some 
increase  of  drunkenness  during  the  three 
years  the  experiment  was  continued,  but 
during  the  last  year  of  the  experiment 
the  convictions  for  drunkenness  in  pro- 
portion to  population  were  rather  less 
than  during  the  year  which  preceded  its 
initiation.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the 
increase  of  drunkenness  after  the  close 
system  was  renewed  was  most  serious ; 
but  no  doubt  that  was  in  part,  at  least, 
and  indeed  largely,  owing  to  the  prosperity 
and  high  wages  of  that  period.  I  shall 
now,  however,  proceed  to  show  another 
instance  that,  where  the  Magistrates  did 
not  allow  the  value  of  the  licences  to 
interfere  with  the  strict  administration 
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of  the  law,  they  were  able  largely  to 
prevent  the  demoralising  influence  of 
that  period  of  prosperity.  I  will  refer 
those  who  wish  to  study  this  question  to 
the  evidence  before  the  Lords'  Committee 
on  Intemperance,  of  my  brother  who  was 
for  many  years  Chairman  of  the  Visiting 
Justices  in  Liverpool,  who  took  an  active 
part  in  upsetting  what  was  called  the 
open  licensing  experiment  in  Liverpool, 
but  who,  as  he  gained  more  experience, 
became  convinced  that  we  must  look  to 
diminishing  the  number  of  licences 
rather  to  strict  provisions  against  per- 
mitting drunkenness,  and  their  strict 
enforcement,  than  to  their  arbitrary 
reduction  without  such  precautions.  In 
a  district  adjoining  Liverpool,  called 
Garston,  with  a  similar  population  to 
Liverpool  dock  labourers,  quarrymen, 
whose  work  is  rough  and  uncertain,  and 
a  population  therefore  difficult  to  deal 
with,  there  the  Magistrates  have  taken 
a  course  which  I  think  the  result  has 
proved  to  be  the  right  one,  which  has 
restricted  the  number  of  public  houses 
by  making  it  impossible  for  the  publicans 
to  carry  on  a  drunken  trade.  I  refer 
anyone  who  is  interested  in  this 
question  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Robert 
Neilson,  for  many  years  the  Chairman  of 
the  Licensing  Committee  of  the  Prestwich 
Division  of  Lancashire,  given  before  the 
same  Lords'  Committee  on  Intemperance. 
They  will  find  most  conclusive  evidence 
of  the  necessity  and  efficiency  of  the 
precautions  for  which  1  contend.  The 
Committee  in  question  were  not  likely  to 
be  reckless  invaders  of  the  licensing 
property.  Their  Chairman  was  a  Conser- 
vative, one  of  their  most  active  members 
was  tho  Deputy  Chairman  of  the  Lanca- 
shire Quarter  Sessions,  a  Conservative, 
and  a  shrewd  and  able  lawyer.  They 
continued  for  many  years  the  system  of 
restricting  the  number  of  licences  simply 
by  shutting  out  public  houses  which 
were  promoting  drunkenness  and  dis- 
order. When  a  man  came  for  a  licence, 
if  his  character  was  unimpeachable,  his 
house  a  proper  one,  and  properly  sit- 
uated, they  gave  him  a  licence,  but  on 
the  understanding  that  without  any  defi- 
nite number  of  convictions  they  would 
refuse  to  renew  his  licence  if  he  per* 
mitted  drunkenness  or  allowed  disor- 
derly character*  to  assemble  at  his  house ; 
and  they  acted  courageously,  as  I  con- 
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tend  every  Magistrate  ought  to  act,  upon 
this  principle.  For,  surely,  if  a  man  acts 
so  as  to  defeat  the  very  object  for  which 
this  great  property  is  given  him,  the  very 
least  yon  can  do  is  to  withhold  con- 
tinuance of  the  abused  privilege.  Well, 
the  result  was  most  satisfactory.  At  the 
very  time  when  we  were  deploring  the 
increase  of  drunkenness  and  disorder  in 
Liverpool  with  its  close  system,  the 
Chief  Constable  of  the  Prestwich Division, 
including  Garston,  with  the  same  rough 
population  of  dock  labourers  that  we  have 
in  Liverpool,  and  of  quarrymen,  and  un- 
skilled and  casually  employed  labour, 
and  this,  remember,  in  prosperous  times 
affecting  both  districts  alike,  reported 
from  year  to  year  a  marked  improvement 
in  the  management  and  conduct  of  the 
public  houses  in  the  district  and  a 
marked  diminution  in  drunkenness  and 
disorder.  A  confirmation  of  the  evidence 
which  jon  will  find  in  the  Report  of  the 
Lords'  Committee  on  Intemperance  was 
given  me  most  unwittingly,  but  most 
straightforwardly,  by  a  most  unbiased 
witness,  and  one  who  did  not  see  the 
force  of  the  evidence  he  was  giving. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Barrow 
told  me  that  he  must  send  the  Secretary 
of  the  United  Kingdom  Alliance  to  ex- 
amine into  the  statements  made  by  the 
Chief  Constable.  I  was  very  glad  that 
he  should  do  so,  as  we  all  want  only  the 
truth,  and  he  kindly  directed  the  agent 
to  see  me  on  his  return  and  report  the 
result  of  his  inquiries.  The  first  words 
the  agent  spoke  were,  "  You  are  quite 
wrong,  Mr.  JEUthbone  ;  there  has  been  no 
increase  at  all  in  the  number  of  public 
houses  in  Garston  or  its  neighbourhood/' 
I  never  said  there  had ;  but  I  asked, "  Has 
there  been  no  such  change  as  has  taken 
place  in  Liverpool  ?  Has  not  the  small 
public  house  blossomed  out  into  the 
tiaring  gin  palace,  with  its  numerous 
entrances,  its  plate  glass  windows,  and 
various  attractions?  Well,  then,"  I 
said, "  as  to  the  improvement  of  drunken- 
ness and  disorder."  He  admitted  there 
had  been  a  great  improvement  in  the 
order  of  the  district  and  a  great  diminu- 
tion in  the  cases  taken  up  for  drunken- 
ness ;  indeed,  so  great  had  been  the  change 
that  a  solicitor  who  used  to  attend  the 
Petty  Sessions  of  the  district  had  ceased 
to  attend  from  lack  of  cases.  But  he 
attributed  it  to  the  establishment  of  a 


]  olice  station  in  Garotou,  for  he  said  that 
the  ministers  of  religion  stated  that  the 
improvement  in  disorderly  habits  had 
not  been  accompanied  by  any  improve- 
ment in  the  drinking  habits  of  the  popula- 
tion. Well,  as  we  had  as  powerful  a 
]iolice  station  as  that  at  Garston,  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  the  practised  eyes  of 
the  police  and  the  judgment  of  an  expe- 
rienced superintendent  are  more  likely 
to  have  been  right  than  the  ministers  of 
religion,  whose  feelings  must  be  con- 
stantly excited  and  outraged  by  the  large 
amount  of  drunkenness  still  remaining. 
And  I  told  my  Friend  that  he  had  com- 
pletely proved  my  case  by  finding  that 
the  Prestwich  Magistrates  had  been  able 
to  control  the  increase  of  licensed  houses 
and  greatly  improve  their  management 
by  simply  strictly  enforcing  the  law 
against  permitting  drunkenness.  But 
the  experience  of  this  subject  is  not 
confined  to  this  country.  In  other  coun- 
tries they  have  found  that  the  worst 
system  of  all  is  one  that  gives  the  evils 
of  monopoly  without  those  precautions 
which  monopoly  is  intended  to  secure. 
I  found  that  in  Sweden  they  had  been 
persisting  for  over  a  century  in  trying  to 
reform  drunkenness  by  the  simple  reduc- 
tion of  the  number  of  public  houses 
without  taking  the  precautions  that  I 
contend  for.  From  1,200  drink-shops  in 
1793,  they  reduced  them  to  700  in  1847 
and  to  500  in  1850 ;  and  in  1876,  when  I 
inquired,  there  were  only  280  houses 
licensed  to  sell  for  consumption  on  the 
premises,  and  30  for  retail  consumption 
off  the  premises.  But  to  my  question, 
"Have  these  measures  attained,  or 
brought  you  nearer  attainment  of,  the 
desired  object?"  the  reply  was,  "No, 
on  the  contrary ;  the  number  of  cases 
punished  has  increased  from  1  in  88  of 
the  inhabitants  in  1851  to  1  in  46  in 
1874."  And  they  were  then  proposing 
the  adoption  of  the  Gottenberg  system 
by  which  the  monopoly  in  the  sale  of 
drink  would  be  practically  in  the  hands 
of  the  public  and  for  their  benefit.  And 
now,  Sir,  having  pointed  out  the  want 
of  success  of  a  mere  arbitrary  diminution 
of  public  houses  without  precautions, 
may  1  point  out  what  can  be  done, 
according  to  our  own  experience,  if  the 
Magistrates  are  empowered  and  willing 
to  enforce  penalties  on  permitting 
drunkenness.      During    the    tune    Mr. 
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Brace's  Bill  was  at  work,  and .  before  its 
provisions  were  weakened  by  Mr.  Cross's 
Licensing  Act,  a  very  respectable  man 
consulted  me  on  behalf  of  a  friend  of  his, 
evidently  a  respectable  licensed  victual- 
ler,  with  a  public    house    in    a    most 
respectable  neighbourhood.     His  friend 
told  me  that  he  was  tired  of  the  trade 
and  wanted  to  get  out  of  it,  for  he  could 
no  longer  carry  it  on  with  the   same 
advantage  as  before  ;  that  since  the  new 
Inspectors  had  been  put  on,  the  police 
had  increased  their  vigilance,  the  Magis- 
trates   had    become    stricter,    and    the 
publicans  were  no  longer  allowed  to  sell 
drink  to  men    who  had  had  too  much, 
without  fear  of  an  endorsement  on  their 
licences  ;  and  that  this  alone  had  reduced 
his  takings  by  ,£700  a  year.     Consider 
what  an  amount  of  evil  and  demoralisa- 
tion preventible  under  the  present  law, 
if   strictly  administered,   that   £700    a 
year  represents.     Consider  the    benefit 
of    such     strictness    applied    to    those 
parts  of    the  town   where  drurfkenness 
prevails     and     a    drunken      trade     is 
more       unscrupulously       carried       on. 
The  admirable    Stipendiary   Magistrate, 
Mr.  Raffles,  and  the  experienced  Chief  of 
the  Police,  Major  Greig,  of    Liverpool, 
both  stated  in  evidence  that  the  system 
of  Mr.  Brace's  Bill  of  minimum    penal- 
ties   and    endorsing   licences  was  most 
salutary  and  ought  not  to  be  altered,  nor 
ought  the  introduction  of  hours  from 
7  p.m.  to  11  p.m.,  nor  had  there  been 
any  invasion  of  the  right  of  property; 
on    the    contrary,  in    1869    127  public 
house  licences  were  forfeited ;  in    1873 
only  13  were  forfeited.  The  reduction  in 
the    forfeitures    in    beerhouse     licences 
were  still  more  striking.   It  showed  that 
the  direction  which  I  contend  ought  to 
be  proceeded  in   was  that  in  which  Mr. 
Brace's  Act  had  proceeded,  for  the  im- 
provement caused  by  that  Act  arose  from 
the  increased  care  and  attention  to  avoid 
infractions    of    the    law  from  the  more 
preventive  effect  of  a  severer  law  which 
was,  therefore,  required  to  be  less  often 
put  in  practice.    And  yet  I  regret  to  say 
that  with  this  evidence  before  us  those 
precautionary  regulations  were  weakened 
by  Mr.  Cross's  Act, with  the  results  which 
we  all    deplore.     I  am    afraid  I   have 
detained  the  House  much   longer  than  I 
could  have  wished  in   trying  to  connect 
cause  and  effect  as  fa?  as  they  can  be 
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deduced   from  practical   experience.      I 
will  only  ask  permission  to  state  in  a 
very  few  minutes  what  I  consider  should 
be  the  course  of   the  Government  in  the 
House.     Pass,  if  you    like,    a    suspen- 
sionary  clause  limited  to  two  years  till 
you  can  collect  the   necessary  informa- 
tion,  and  then  carefully  consider  how 
we  can  best  deal  with  the  whole  ques- 
tion.    Do  not  go  on,  as  we  too  often  do, 
with  this  haphazard,  piecemeal   legisla- 
tion before  we  have  collected  and  digested 
the   matter  necessary  to    enable  us    to 
legislate    wisely    and     well.       Let    the 
Government  in  the  meantime  carefully 
collect,  with  the  aid  of  the  most  acute 
minds  whose  services  they  can  command, 
all  the  experience   that  can  be  procured 
on  the  subject.     Take,  for  instance,  the 
United  States.     They  have  tried  almost 
every  experiment   in  licensing,  in  local 
control,  and  in  prohibition.  Why  should 
you  not  send  to  the  United  States  a  man 
with  the  acuteness  of  mind  and  freedom 
from     prejudice     of     my     friend    Mr. 
R.  S.  Wright — I  give  him  merely  as  the 
kind  of  man  whom  you  ought  to  send — 
and  let  him  collect  from  men  of  all  sides 
and  parties  the  results  on  their  minds  of 
American  experience.     You  will  not  find, 
probably,  any  perfectly  successful  experi- 
ment ;  but  you  would  be  *ble  to  obtain 
for  yourselves  and  lay  before  the  country 
many  useful  hints  of  what  could  be  done 
practically,   and    still    more   useful    ex- 
perience which  would  clear  out  of  our 
way  experiments  which  may  have  proved 
impracticable,  or   may   require   careful 
adaptation     to   varying    circumstances. 
This  course  will,  without    inflicting  dis- 
credit   on    anyone,    avoid  the  frightful 
danger  of  making  alike  the  reform  and 
the  administration  of  the  law  more  diffi- 
cult   than   it   is  already.     And  in  the 
meantime  the  Magistrates,  who  will  have 
had  warning  that  their  lax  administra- 
tion   of    the    law    will    be    no    longer 
tolerated,  will  shut  up   10  disreputable 
public  houses  for  one  which  the  means 
you  are  placing  at  the  disposal  of  the 
County  Councils  and  Local  Authorities 
by  your  present  proposals  would  enable 
you  to  close. 

(5.20.)  Mb.  ELLIOTT  LEES  (Old- 
ham) :  The  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
spoken  has  given  us  some  interesting 
statistics    respecting  public    houses    in 
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Liver^ool,  but  I  do  not  think  his  argu- 
ment was  very  germane  to  the  question 
which  is  now  dividing  Parties  ;  and  I 
imagine  he  stands  almost  alone  in  his 
belief,  certainly  almost  alone  in  this 
House,  that  by  increasing  the  number  of 
public  houses  yon  will  reduce  the  amount 
of  drink  consumed. 

Mr.    RATHBONE:    I    must    really 

correct  that   statement.     I   never  said 

anything  of  the  sort.     I  said  that  in  itself 

the  increase  of  public  houses  was  not  so 
great  an  evil ;  the  evil  was  in  permitting 
them  to  carry  on  a  disorderly  trade  with 
impunity. 

Mb.  ELLIOTT  LEES :  I  am  sorry  I 
misunderstood  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
1  thought  he  was  advocating  what  is 
popularly  called  Free  Trade  in  drink- 
I  will  leave  the  question  affecting  Liver- 
pool to  be  dealt  with  later  on.  I  must 
protest  against  some  of  the  tactics 
pursued  by  some  hon.  Members  belonging 
to  the  extreme  Temperance  Party.  L 
in  common  I  dare  say  with  many 
Members,  have  received  many  letters 
protesting  against  the  attempt  of  the 
Government  to  rush  this  scheme  through 
the. House  of  Commons,  and  it  was  a 
letter  by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  W. 
Lawson)  that  created  the  impression  that 
such  an  attempt  was  being  made,  that  a 
Bill  printed  on  Friday  was  to  be  read  a 
second  time  on  Monday.  Now  this  was 
hardly  fair  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  his  Friends.  When  our 
constituents  are  told  that  a  Bill  is  set 
down  for  a  certain  day,  they,  not  being 
conversant  with  our  methods  of  business, 
not  unnaturally  imagine  that  the  Bill  is  to 
be  taken  on  the  day  named,  but  the  hon. 

Baronet  must  have  known  that  such 
a  Bill,  being  placed  low  down  on  the  list 
of  measures,  had  no  possible  chance  of 
coming  on.  Ample  time  was  given,  as 
we  have  all  found,  in  ten  dayB  for  the 
hon.  Member  for  Barrow  (Mr.  Oaine)  and 
his  friends  to  set  their  disciplined  and 
obedient  organisations  to  work,  and,  as 
the  result  we  hare  leaflets,  resolutions, 
letters,    and    telegrams,   all   protesting 


against  tlie  Government  proposal.  But 
there  is  no  very  clear  idea  among  the 
many  as  to  what  that  proposal  really  is. 
There  are  many  who  think  that  it  is  a 
revival  of  the  proposal  originally  em- 
bodied in  the  Local  Government  Bill,  and 
I  have  seen  letters  from  constituents 
demanding  that  no  ratepayers'  money 
shall  be  devoted  to  compensation  of 
publicans.  Of  course,  it  is  a  completely 
different  proposal  in  the  present  Bill.  I 
am  very  sorry  that  hon.  Members  should 
have  adopted  the  line  they  have 
followed  on  this  occasion,  because  I 
do  not  think  a  better  opportunity  could 
be  offered  to  friends  of  temperance, 
among  whom  I  reckon  myself,  to  carry 
out  a  temperance  reform.  Look  at  the 
state  of  Parties  in  the  House.  Hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side,  almost  to  a 
man,  received  the  support  of  the  Temper- 
ance Party  on  their  elections.  I  do  not 
think  the  Temperance  Party  have 
been  quite  wise  in  their  generation,  in 
declining  to  take  the  offer  of  the  highest 
bidder,  and  letting  it  be  understood  that 
no  matter  how  friendly  a  Conservative 
might  be  known  to  be  to  the  cause  of 
Temperance  yet  he  would  not  have  the 
support  of  the  Temperance  Party.  Yet  so 
it  is ;  the  Teetotal  Party  gave  their 
support  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  but 
there  is  scarcely  an  instance  of  that  sup- 
port having  been  given  to  a  Member  on 
this  side.  If  we  had  a  Radical  Govern- 
ment introducing  a  Bill  like  this,  a  Bill 
which  goes  further  in  the  direction  of 
temperance  reform  than  was  hoped  for 
by  friends  of  temperance  a  few  years 
ago.  A  Bill  which,  recognising  a  certain 
amount  of  local  control  over  the  granting 
of  licences,  provides,  and  not  by  general 
taxation,  for  the  gradual  extinction  of 
unnecessary  licences  was  almost  beyond 
the  hope  of  practical  politicians  a  few 
years  ago ;  if  such  a  scheme  were  intro- 
duced by  a  Radical  Government  it  iB  only 
human  nature  to  suppose  that  a  great 
many  Members  on  this  side,  who  hold  no 
very  strong  views  on  this  question,  would 
have  offered  it  strenuous  opposition.  It 
is  a  difficult  thing  to  carry  a  measure  of 
this  sort,  but  it  would  have  been 
especially  difficult  for  a  Radical  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  because  of  the  strong 
opposition  they  would  meet  with  here. 
But  as  it  is,  there  are  many  who,  oecupy- 
ing  a  neutral  position  in  regard  to  temper- 
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ance  questions,  give  their  ready  support 
to  the  proposal  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  which  the y  trust.  If  we  only  had 
the  support  of  temperance  advocates  on  the 
other  side  then  we  might  carry  the  Bill 
through  the  House  without  difficulty  and 
with  rapidity ;  in  another  place  it  would 
meet  with  little  opposition,  and  a  great 
deal  would  be  done  for  the  cause  of 
temperance.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  said  if  the  Church  of  England 
Temperance  Society  would  introduce  a 
Bill  upon  the  lines  of  their  scheme 
for  settling  the  reduction  of  licences,  the 
friends  of  temperance  would  not  oppose 
it.  The  suggestion  of  the  society  is  that 
the  licence  holders'  interest  should  be  the 
only  interest  recognised,  and  that  only 
for  a  period  of  ten  years.  Their  argu- 
ment is  that  the  licence  holder  is  the  only 
person  whom  the  law  should  recognise ; 
that  he  has  no  legal  but  only  an  equitable 
claim  to  compensation,  and  that  if  there 
are  other  claims  behind  him  they  must 
be  settled  by  agreement  between  them- 
selves. Now,  Sir,  that  is  a  compensation 
on  a  limited  basis,  as  put  forward  by  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society, 
and  I  should  like  to  know  what  difference 
there  is  between  that  proposal  and  the  pro- 
position of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Both  involve  the  principle  of  compensation, 
which  can  be  affirmed  by  the  Second 
Beading  of  this  Bill.  The  detail  is  a 
question  for  Committee  and  not  for  the 
Second  Beading.  If,  therefore,  those 
were  the  opinions  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  they  might  very  well  support 
the  principle  of  compensation  or  "market- 
able value  "  on  the  Second  Reading,  and 
endeavour  to  alter  the  details  in  Com- 
mittee. The  hon.  Member  for  Barrow 
and  others  have  made  a  very  remarkable 
admission.  They  protest  against  com- 
pensation at  all,  and  yet  denounce  the 
smallness  of  the  provision  made  by  the 
Government  under  the  Bill.  Surely 
these  arguments  defeat  each  other.  I 
should  like  to  make  a  suggestion  to  the 
hon.  Member  and  his  friends.  They 
remind  me  of  a  story  of  the  plough  boy, 
who,  when  seen  crying  over  his  bowl  of 
porridge,  was  asked  what  was  wrong,  and 
replied,  "  It's  thick  and  nasty,  and  full 
of  lumps,  and  there  aint  half  enough  of 
it."  Hon.  Members  have  taken  up  a 
similar  position  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
posed donation  of  £350,000  by  the  Chan- 
Mr.  EUioU  Ltu 


cellor  of  the  Exchequer.  They  say  the 
Government  scheme  is  thick  and  nasty, 
and  full  of  lumps,  but  their  greatest 
grievance  is  that  there  is  not  enough 
money  offered.  If  they  wish  to  show 
their  practical  sympathy  with  the  cause 
of  temperance,  and  are  willing  to  do  so  in 
the  way  iu  which  an  Englishman 
believes  it  may  most  genuinely  be  shown, 
there  is  a  way  in  which,  I  think,  they 
may  do  it.  Hitherto  there  has  been 
little  use  in  buying  up  licences,  because 
there  has  been  no  security  that  new  ones 
will  not  be  issued.  Now,  no  new  licences 
are  to  be  issued,  and  it  will  be  possible 
to  reduce  the  number  by  buying  up 
existing  licences.  Here  is  a  chance  for 
private. benevolence.  Let  hon.  Gentlemen, 
who  do  not  mind  some  sacrifice  in  the 
cause  of  temperance,  show  their  sincerity 
in  trying  to  reduce  the  evil  by  paying  for 
it.  Let  them  start  a  fund  to  augment  the 
Government  Fund  for  the  purpose  of  buy- 
ing up  licences.  Such  a  fund  might  be 
well  supported  all  over  the  country, 
and  if  one  is  started  I  will  promise  to 
contribute  as  much  as  my  means  will 
allow.  Some  hon.  Members  say  they 
cannot  endure  the  principle  at  all.  They 
object  to  any  tampering  with  the 
accursed  thing,  and  will  not  pay  a  penny 
to  reduce  the  evil.  That  is  a  theory 
to  which  I  can  never  consent.  I  believe 
it  to  be  a  theory  of  national  dishonesty, 
and  I  would  rather  see  a  nation  of 
drunkards  than  a  dishonest  nation. 
Everyone  must  admit  that  the  publican 
has  an  equitable  right  in  his  licence, 
because  it  is  marketable,  and  it  is 
admitted  to  be  legal  to  value  it  for 
probate.  To  speak  in  the  language  of 
logic,  I  believe  the  publican  has  no 
deductive  right  to  assume  his  licence 
will  be  renewed,  but,  undoubtedly,  he 
has  an  inductive  right.  The  renewal  is 
not  a  mathematical  certainty,  but  it  is  a 
moral  certainty,  provided  his  house  is  a 
moral  house.  I  believe  the  whole  sense 
of  the  country  would  revolt  against  any 
general  measure  of  confiscation.  Here 
you  have  men  carrying  on  a  respectable 
business,  sanctioned  by  the  State,  and  if 
those  men  are  to  be  turned  out  at  a 
moment's  notice  they  will  be  quite  un- 
able to  get  their  living,  and  yet  will 
have  to  support  their  wives  and  families. 
What  worse  fate  could  overtake  the 
drunkard  himself.    No  opinion  on  the 
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ater  weight  with  will  reduce  the  number  Jt/8 
an  that  of  the  late  because  I  believe  that  ••  y^St  houses,  and 
d  a  scheme  very  duce  to  the  sobrietyigJreduction  will  con- 
lam  going  to  su^Jr  0f  the  country,  that 
ing.  It  is  frarpport  the  Second  Read- 
extent,  incr*  j&e  that  it  will,  to  some 
be  poss^ai.ease  the  monopoly  which  will 
remai^jgied  by  such  licence  holders  as 
sp**Jin ;  but  they  will  be  the  most  re- 
I  Stable  class  of  publicans,  and  it  is  as 

Tf ^irain^ha106'! ^ ■°&ip  to  comPare  them  ™th   the   ^s- 
irm  ng  ar^,  ropU^a|)|e  publican  as  it  it  to  compare 

bankers  with  usurers.  I  shall  vote  for 
the  Second  Beading  upon  these  grounds, 
and  because  I  believe  the  Bill  will  con- 
duce to  the  increase  of  temperance,  and 
that  it  will  prove  a  great  measure  for  the 
advancement  of  the  sobriety  of  the  na- 
tion. 

*(5.45.)  Mr.  BBYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
I  think  that  the  Government  may  be 
congratulated  on  the  fact  that  the  debate 
has  been  conducted  with  an  absence  of 
Party  feeling,  and  that  there  has  been 
no  imputation  of  motive  on  either  side. 
I  hope  no  remarks  of  mine  will  disturb 
that  amicable  temper.  I  give  the  Govern- 
ment full  credit  for  having  introduced  a 
Bill  in  what  they  conceive  to  be  the 
interests  of  temperance.  I  cannot  see 
why,  otherwise,  they  should  take  up 
such  a  thorny  question,  and  be  prepared 
to  spend  so  much  time  upon  it,  at  a 
critical  part  of  the  Session.  They  ought 
to  have  taken  warning  from  what 
occurred  two  years  ago,  and  to  have 
realised  that  the  opposition  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  the  principle  embodied  in  this 
Bill  has  been  since  strengthened  rather 
than  weakened.  Now,  I  want  to  discuss 
the  question  coolly.  I  do  not  assume 
that  the  publicans  are  necessarily  sin- 
ners, and  that  they  ought  to  be  the 
victims  of  confiscation.  By  all  means 
let  us  deal  fairly  with  them.  But  do 
not  let  us  forget  that  there  are  two  sides 
to  the  question,  and  that  it  is  possible  to 
rob  the  public  instead  of  the  publicans, 
by  placing  upon  them  a  burden  of  com- 
pensation where  none  is  due.  Those 
who  advocate  compensation  ought,  there- 
fore, to  make  out  a  case  for  it,  but  though 
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Government  Beuces,  I  failed  to  hear  a 
single  argument  whifci  formed  sufficient 
foundation  for  the  claim  a  compensation. 
The  Si ) lie itor  General,  last  nijh*,  attempted 
to  show  that  in  the  case  of  "-Sharp  v. 
Wakefield  "  the  Court  had  not  deided 
what  it  thought  it  had,  and  that  *he 
decision  was  really  one  in  favour  of  tht 
holders  of  licences.  To-day  we  have  had 
four  elaborate  speeches  from  supporters 
of  the  Bill,  and  yet  I  have  not  heard 
anything,  except  one  remark  from  the 
hon.  M,  mber  for  Bast  Grinstead,  tending 
to  show  that  the  claim  for  compensate 
is  well  founded.  Now,  is  there  any 
legal  right  to  compensation  1  I  say  legal 
right,  because  I  shall  presently  admit 
that  there  may  be  grounds  for  a  pic 
for  compassionate  treatment,  for  son 
sort  of  indulgence  which  wonld  enable 
licences  to  be  more  quickly  reduced 
and  with  lees  friction  than  if  they  i 
Mimply  withdrawn.  I  ask,  then, 
there  is  any  right  capable  of  being 
enforced  in  a  Court  of  Law  1  It  surely 
cannot  beargned  that  a  licenceis  jiroperty, 
considering  that  the  tenant  of  a  public 
house  holds  the  licence  only  for  one  year. 


thoroughfares  or  the  removal  of  large 
works.  These  are  unpredictable  events, 
which  may  involve  loss  to  the  licence 
holder.  So  is  the  withdrawal  of  the 
licence.  Compensation  is  no  more  due 
for  the  one  event  than  for  the  other.  The 
publican  takes  his  licence  with  the 
possibility  that  it  may  be  withdrawn, 
and  I  submit  he  is,  therefore,  not  en- 
titled to  compensation  on  the  with- 
drawal. If  the  claim  cannot  be 
rests!  on  property,  can  it  be  rested  on 
the  ground  of  interruption  of  trade  1 
The  liqujr  trade  is  like  no  other  trade, 
because  n»man  can  practise  it  without 
obtaining  th?  special  favour  and  indul- 
gence of  the  &»to  '>  aIld  the  vaIue  which 
the  trade  possesses  is  entirely  due  to  this 
indulgence,  becauS6  the  ^A*  w  Pri"y"' 
facie  unpermitted.  'fben,can  the  publican 
whose  licence  is  taken' ■**»▼.  **>  «»,d  *° 
be  in  the  position  of  t\>e  n**  whoae 
goodwill  is  taken  away?"  H  we  take 
away  the  goodwill  of  ftnj  particular 
business,  in  ordinary  circuit a™-nceB>  ^ 
make  compensation  for  it.  "P16  caae  « 
a  publican  would  fall  nnder  the  general 
rules.  Bntwhat  is  the  fact'  Suppos- 
ng  the  Magistrates  grant  me\  a  1,cence 


To   assert  this   wonld    be    to   say   that  for  a  house  worth  £1,500.     Th*  TOlne  of 

a   tenant  from   year  to  year   is   to   be  my    premises    immediately    ji*mP9    nP 

treated     like     a      freeholder.      It     is  from    £1,500    to    £3,000.       ^V 

suggested   that  property    is   proved   by  .  given    me    the     benefit)       Th^    State 

the  fact  that  the  licence  is   valued  for  without    any     act    of     my     ov^n" 

probate.     I  should  like  to  learn  from  the  is       so     much      unearned      in^renwut. 

Government  what  is  the  largest  number  yet  we  are  told  that  the  State  taught  to 

"  years  for  which  allowance   has   been  compensate  the  person  on  whom.  ™  r88 

in    calculating    probate    in  such  conferred  the  increment,  when  ii'  ™*es 

Ib  it  three,  four,  five.or  six  years?  that  increment  away.     That  is  .("]""£ 

Surely  the  Government  would  scarcely  the  State  to  pay  a  man  for  taking!,       . 

venture     to     claim     compensation     for  what  it  has  just  given.     What  rea^80" " 

publicans  on  any  greater  scale  than  that  there   why   the   State,    having  don.1 

allowed  for  the  purpose  of  probate  valua-  the  value  of  the  premises,  should  berlure' 

tion.     The  hon.  Member  for  East  Grin-  vented  from  reducing  those  premisei  [  tn 

stead    has    argued    that     compensation  the  position  in  which  they  were  befvg" 

ought    to    be    granted    because     when  they   received  the   licence  I     It  is  sail  j 

houses  are    taken  in   the   making  of  a  that  the  holders  of  licences  have  forme^ 

public  improvement  some  special  value  a   reasonable  expectation  that  theywil^ 

is  allowed  for  a  licensed  house.     But  we  receive    compensation,    and    upon    that» 

all  know  the  laxness  of  arbitrators  and  of  expectation  they  have  based  their  claimf 

juries  in  awarding  compensation  in  such  to  compensation.     My  answer  to  that  is  , 

cases.     Moreover,   in  such  a  case  com-  that  they  have  had  ample  notice  that  this  . 

pensation   is  awaided   on    the    Pasis  of  compensation  would  be  disputed.     Ever 

the   profit   made   during  the    last    few  since  the   year    1871  it  has  been  well 

years.     But   it   may    happen    that,  im-  known  that  it  would  be  a  controverted 

mediatelyaftertbevaluati'.n.thej.r.'perty  question.      Let   me  pnt   the  case  fnmi 

becomes  greatly   depreciated    in    value,  another     point    of      view.       My     b°n, 
Mr.  Bryee 
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Friend  (Mr.  Bathbone)  who  spoke 
just  now  referred  to  the  free 
licensing  system  which  was  at  one  time 
practised  in  Liverpool.  It  is  clear  that 
the  value  of  public  house  property 
would  be  enormously  diminished  by  the 
free  grant  of  licences.  If  there  are  1,000 
licensed  houses  in  a  town  and  the  Magis- 
trates treble  the  number,  it  is  quite 
clear  that  the  value  of  the  existing  houses 
is  immediately  and  heavily  depreciated. 
Has  anybody  ever  suggested  that  the 
owners  of  licences  in  that  instance  should 
be  compensated  ?  In  fact,  it  has  been 
suggested  that  if  we  want  to  deal  with 
this  question  with  a  perfectly  clear 
conscience  all  we  have  to  do  is  to  increase 
the  number  of  licences  until  the  value 
of  existing  licences  is  reduced  to  a  point 
at  which  the  payment  of  compensation 
would  become  a  comparatively  easy 
matter.  I  only  mention  that  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  how  untenable  is  the 
contention  that  there  is  a  legal  vested 
interest  in  these  public  house  properties. 
In  America  they  have  tried  every  possible 
experiment  with  the  liquor  traffic.  There 
are  in  that  Republic  38  commonwealths, 
each  with  full  authority  to  try  any  ex- 
periment as  regards  the  regulation  of 
the  liquor  trade  within  its  own  limits 
which  it  pleases.  There  is  no  country 
where  the  extreme  Temperance  Party 
is  so  strong  and  has  so  often  gained 
control  of  the  Legislatures.  Every 
State  of  the  Union,  besides,  carefully 
protects  the  right  of  the  citizen  to 
compensation  when  his  property  is 
taken  for  public  purposes.  What 
in  England  rests  on  usage,  embodied 
in  Statutes,  in  the  United  States  has 
all  the  irresistible  and  unvarying 
authority  of  a  written  Constitution. 
You  would  naturally  suppose  that 
questions  of  compensation  must  have 
arisen  either  in  regard  to  prohibition 
or  diminution  of  the  number  of  licences,  or 
the  traffic  in  liquor  between  one  State  and 
another,  but  I  think  I  am  right  in  saying, 
having  taken  all  the  pains  I  can  to  ascer- 
tain, that  there  is  no  case  in  which  com- 
pensation was  ever  awarded,  either  to  the 
liquor  seller  or  to  the  brewer  or  dis- 
tiller, in  respect  of  stopping  or  regulating 
his  trade.  When  we  consider  how  numer- 
ous must  have  been  the  cases,  and  how 
complete  is  the  protection  which  the 
Constitutional  system   of    that  country 


gives,  I  think  it  is  a  very  strong  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  doctrine  that 
there  is  no  legal  right  in  these  matters* 
Whether  we  look  at  the  matter  as  a 
question  of  purchase  of  goodwill  or  as 
a  question  of  property,  I  fail  to  find 
any  legal  ground  for  giving  pecuniary 
compensation.  I  do  not  deny  that  there 
may  be  other  reasons,  and  of  a  dif- 
ferent character,  which  may  make  it  de- 
sirable to  award  something  to  holders  of 
licensed  premises  whose  licences  are 
taken  away.  I  put  that  on  two  grounds, 
which  may  have  some  weight  .separately, 
and  which,  conjoined,  certainly  pos- 
sess weight.  One  ground  is  that  it  will 
very  much  facilitate  the  withdrawal  of 
licences  if  some  sort  of  compassionate 
provision  can  be  allowed  to  be  made. 
There  would  be  less  feeling  that  a 
harsh  and  severe  thing  was  being  done, 
and  I  cannot  doubt  that  the  wheels  of 
restriction  or  prohibition  would,  to  some 
extent,  be  greased,  if  some  such  arrange- 
ment were  made.  But  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  discuss  this  question  now,  because 
this  Bill  proposes  compensation  as  a  legal 
right.  It  is  that,  or  it  is  nothing.  We  are 
told  ic  is  a  small  measure,  but  there  is 
nothing  so  dangerous  as  to  begin  with 
these  small  measures,  because  you 
recognise  a  principle  which  may  be 
made  applicable  to  the  whole  value  of 
this  public  house  property,  which, 
according  to  the  calculations  of  the 
Licensed  Victuallers,  amounts  to  some 
£200,000,000  or  even  more.  There- 
fore, this  Bill  is  not  an  innocent  Bill ;  it 
embodies  a  principle  on  which  the  sum 
of  £1,000,000  a  year  or  more  would 
eventually  have  to  be  raised  by  taxation 
for  the  purchase  of  these  licences,  if 
they  are  to  be  largely  withdrawn.  The 
Government  have  been  rather  astute  in 
interweaving  with  this  proposal  for 
compensation  other  proposals  which 
the  House  generally  approves.  We  are 
entirely  in  sympathy  with  those  portions 
of  the  Bill  which  relate  to  superannua- 
tion of  the  police  and  the  extinguishing 
of  school  fees  in  Scotland.  There  is  a 
strong  and  general  wish  in  Scotland  to 
complete  the  operation  begun  last  year  of 
putting  an  end  to  school  fees.  Yet  of  the 
many  communications  made  to  Scotch 
Members  on  this  subject  there  has  not, 
I  believe,  been  a  single  one  inviting  us  to 
take  the  Bill  for  the  sake  of  getting  free 
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education.     On  the  contrary,  the  Scottish  Duty  question ;    that   will  be  given  by 

people  would  rather   put  up  with   the  another  Member  of  the  Government  at  a 

jaon-completion  of  the  educational  work  ^^    &^e    q{  ^  ^^        With 

than   consent   to    the    buying    out    of  ,  A     ™°                   _                  ,.       T 

licences.      The      portions    of    the    Bill  regard  to  the  q««t«»  of  compensation,  I 

which    we     support    might     be    dealt  submit  to  the  House  that  the  speech  of 

with  separately,  leaving  the  compensation  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  have   been  a 

for  licences  to  a  later  stage.     The  hon.  mogt  valnable    0ne,    and    would    have 

Member  who  spoke  last  said  the  tern-  .     ,                         .      ,  ,  .,    ,    ■,    ,, 

^     ,  required  an  answer  m  detail,  had   the 

perance      movement       was      growing.  ^ 

Certainly  the  temperance  vote  and  the  question  which  we  are  now  discussing 

strength    of    temperance    sentiment  in  been    a  proposal   on    the   part  of   Her 

this    House  has   enormously  increased,  Majesty's  Government  to  give  an  abso. 


even  within  the  last  10  years. 
The  tide  of  public  opinion  is,  no  doubt, 
rising  steadily  in  favour  of  temperance, 
although  it  has  not  yet  reached  the  top 
of  the  flood.  I  think  that  we  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side,  who  are 
as  sincere  advocates  of  temperance  as 
we,  would  be  wrong  in  accepting  a  pro- 
posal like  this  merely  because  it  is  the 
best  that  has  yet  been  made,  before  we 
have  made  sure  we  cannot  get  a  better. 
This  proposal  is  less  audacious,  though 
not  more  workable,  than  that  of.  1888. 
The  next  proposal  may  be  better  still, 
and  we  should  be  throwing  away  the 
advantages  we  have  gained  by  our  action 
in  1888  if  we  accept  a  proposal  which  we 
conceive  to  be  contrary  to  the  opinion  of 
the  country,  and  calculated  to  do  little 
or  nothing  for  the  cause  of  tem- 
perance. 

*(6.17.)  The  SECRETARY  to  the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
Long,  Wilts,  Devizes) :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  has  certainly 
carried  out  his  promise  that  he  would  do 
nothing  in  any  way  to  alter  the  tone 
which  has  characterised  this  Debate ;  and 
I  think  the  House  will  agree  with  me 
that  the  speech  which  we  have  listened 
to  was  one  that  has  given  pleasure  and 
profit  to  the  House,  and  I  am  most 
thankful  to  realise  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  talked  about  the  Government 
Bill  being  a  good  Bill  and  the  best 
Bill  yet  introduced  to  the  House.  If  we 
cannot  have  the  support  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  it  is  something  to  have  his 
praise.     The  hon.  Gentleman  has  asked 

for  some    information   on  the    Probate 
Mr.  Bryce 


lute  compensation   to  the  publicans  for 
the    removal    of    their    licences.      The 
hon.    Gentleman,   in  the   course  of  his 
remarks,  has  denied  the  existence  of  anv 
legal   right  to  this  compensation  being 
paid.     Now,  what  this  Bill  proposes  to 
confer  upon  the  County  Council  is  the 
right  to  purchase  in  the  market  what 
the  Government  contend  is  a  marketable 
commodity,  which  is  sold  in  the  market 
frequently,  daily,  at  the   present  time  ; 
to  enter  into  the  market  as  a  purchaser 
of  that  commodity,  and  to  buy  that  com- 
modity with  the  money  with  which  the 
Government  provides  them.    We  believe 
that  that  power  will  largely  assist  the 
cause  which  we  have  been  told   times 
without  number  hon.  Members  opposite 
have    at    heart,  namely,  that   of    tem- 
perance .    Therefore,  it  is  not  desirable 
now  to  enter  upon  the  hotly-contested 
question  of  the  legal  right  of  owners  of 
licences  to  compensation.     I  desire,  how- 
ever, in  passing,  to  supplement  what  has 
fallen  from  my  right   hon.  Friend  with 
regard  to  what  we  propose  to  do  with 
the  police.     Anyone  who  is  conversant 
with  the  conduct  of  their  duties  by  the 
police  in  every  part  of  the  country  will 
agree  with  me  that  their  work  has  been 
admirably  done,  in  circumstances  often 
of  peculiar  difficulty  ;    that  their  claims 
have  been  too  long  neglected,  and  that 
it    is    high     time     that     this     House 
should    recognise    their    right     to     re- 
ceive    proper    and    adequate    pensions. 
I  now   come  to   the  second  part  of  the 
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Bill,  in  which  the  Government  propose    Bill  in  the  clearest  possible  terms.     The 
to  transfer  money  in  aid  of  the  local 


rates  to  the  County  Councils.  I  am 
glad  that  hon.  Gentlemen,  particularly 
on  my  own  side  of  the  House,  have  ad- 
mitted that  in  giving  this  money  in  aid 
of  the  County  Councils  the  Government 
have  redeemed  the  promises  which  it 
has  often  been  said  we  made  some  time 
ago.  Turning  to  the  licensing  question, 
upon  which  we  shall  shortly  be  asked 
to  vote,  I  desire  to  say  a  word  or  two 
with  regard  to  what  has  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine). 
I  regret  that  the  hon.  Member  is  not  in 
his  place ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
challenged  a  statement  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  in  a  very 
decided  way.  I  desire  now  to  refer  to 
that  challenge.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  has  said  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contended  that  his  plan  had 
secured  the  support  of  the  Churoh  of 
England  Temperance  Society,  but  that 
he,  the  hon.  Gentleman,  would  point 
out  that  it  had  only  secured,  if  at  all, 
the  assent  of  one  of  the  Committees 
of  that  Organisation,  and  that  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  its  main  body 
would  probably  repudiate  any  such  pro- 
mise. Only  a  short  time  ago  my  right 
hon.  Friend  had  received  the  following 
telegram  : — 

•*  Manchester  Diocesan  Executive  of  the 
Churoh  of  England  Temperance  Society  re- 
quest you  to  contradict  Mr.  Caine's  statement 
that  tiie  deputation  to  you  was  that  of  the 
London  Committee  only ;  the  deputation  was 
arranged  for  by  the  Central  Committee,  which 
is  composed  of  representatiTes  of  every  diooese 
in  the  country,  and  this  executive  cordially 
supports  the  action  of  the  deputation. — Canon 
Kslly,  Chairman." 

I  think  that  that  is  a  full  and  sufficient 

answer  to  the   challenge    of    the  hon. 

Member    for     Barrow.      Amongst    the 

many  speeches  which  we  have  heard  on 

both   sides  of  the  House  I  think  that 

that  of  the   hon.   Member  for  the  Ayr 

Burghs  seemed  to  put  the  case  for  the 
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hon.  Member  has  referred  to  the  fact  that 
this  Bill  had  received  the  support  of  all 
connected  with  the  liquor  trade,  and  his 
statement  that  manufacturers  and  sellers 
of  liquor  had  adopted  a  resolution  in 
support  of  the  Bill  had  been  received  with 
some  derisive  cheers  from  hon.  Members 
opposite.  I  do  not  know  why  that 
should  have  been  so,  because  I  do  not 
think  that  anyone  could  believe  that 
all  those  connected  with  either  the  manu- 
facture or  sale  of  liquor,  or  even  its  con- 
sumption, are  men  whose  opinions  are  un- 
worthy of  consideration.  No  doubt  they 
have  a  great  interest  in  the  matter,  but 
then  the  State  has  not  forgotten  to  lay  a 
sufficiently  heavy  impost  upon  them,  and 
they  bear  a  large  share  of  the  national 
expenditure.  Now,  by  this  proposal  they 
are  called  upon  to  pay  an  additional 
expenditure,  a  certain  portion  of  which 
is  to  be  spent  in  buying  their  own 
licences.  Surely  that  is  a  moderate 
proposal,  and  those  who  are  so  closely 
concerned  have  the  right  to  be  heard. 
Anyone  who  came  into  the  House  and 
listened  to  the  speeches  which  have  been 
made  on  this  Bill,  would  have  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  the  Government 
were  proposing  some  great  compulsory 
system  under  which  all  the  licences  in 
the  country  were  to  be  bought  up,  and 
which  would  make  it  impossible  in  the 
future  for  Parliament  to  make  any 
change.  The  Government  proposal  ia 
nothing  of  the  kind,  but  is  a  small  and 
humble  one  ;  and  I  would  earnestly  ask 
those  who  in  this  House  are  led  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth  whether  there  is  not  time  yet  for 
them  to  re-consider  the  position  they 
have  taken  up  with  reference  to  the 
Government  proposal.  Do  they  honestly 
believe  that  the  passing  into  law  of 
this  Bill  will  really  prevent  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cockermonth,  or  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Bridgeton, 
from  dealing  with  the  question  in  time  to 
come  ?  ["  Yes."]  Then  their  case  cannot 
be  anything  like  so  good  as  they  have  led 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House  to 
believe,  and  if  all  their  plans  are  to  be 
nipped  in  the  bud  by  the  passing  of  thia 
Bill,  all  I  can  say  is  that  they  cannot  be 
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the  men  that  either  they  have  led  the 
country  to  believe  they  are,  or  that  we 
on  this  side  have  given  them  credit  for 
being.  The  right  kon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bridgeton  has  been  almost 
pathetic  in  speaking  of  this  question,  and 
has  implored  the  House  not  to  deal  with 
it  now,  but  to  let  him  and  his  friends 
deal  with  it.  If  the  Temperance  Party 
will  listen  to  a  word  from  me,  most 
respectfully  uttered,  T  would  say  that 
they  had  better  not  wait  for  the  time 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
described,  because  if  that  time  does 
arrive,  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  possibly  find  other  questions,  in 
the  completion  of  which  he  is  sup- 
posed to  have  some  interest,  which  would 
occupy  his  time  to  the  exclusion  of  this 
question  for  a  great  many  years  to  come. 
What  I  would  respectfully  implore  the 
House  and  the  Temperance  Party  to  con- 
sider is,  whether  this  is  a  step  in  the  right 
direction,  whether  it  is  a  step  backwards 
or  forwards  ?  Is  it  a  step  which  may  be 
taken  by  men  of  different  opinions,  and 
which  they  can  unite  in  taking  on  the 
common  ground  of  holding  temperance 
views  generally ;  or  is  it  a  step  which 
ought  to  be  arrested  at  the  outset  ?  I 
think  it  can  be  shown  that  it  is  a  step 
in  the  right  direction,  though  it  may  not 
have  the  effect  of  exterminating  the 
public  house  interest,  or  I  should  be  the 
last  to  support  it.  The  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Cockermouth  (Sir  W.  Law- 
son)  has  never  concealed  his  hostility  to 
the  publicans,  and  the  publicans  never 
expected  any  consideration  from  him  ex- 
cept the  consideration  which  the  hang- 
man bestows  upon  the  criminal.  But 
that  has  not  been  the  view  of  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  could 
quote  from  their  speeches  on  this  ques- 
tion at  a  length  which  would  keep  up 
the  Debate  for  many  a  day  to  come. 
Hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  will  not 
deny  that  the  majority  of  them  have  not 
voted  for  the  Motions  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cockermouth  without  expressing, 
in  the  most  distinct  language,  that  the 
question  of  the  disturbance  of  these  men 
ought  to  be  considered.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  is, 
no  doubt,  in  a  different  position  from  his 
colleagues,  because  he  was  once  a 
publican  and  a  sinner,  but  he  has  now 
found  salvation  in  the  ranks  of  the  hon. 
Mr,  Long 


Baronet.  I  could  quote  abundance  of 
passages  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speeches  showing  that  he  supported  the 
right  of  the  publicans  to  compensation. 
A  speech  of  the  late  Mr.  Bright  has 
been  published  in  the  form  of  a  pamphlet, 
and  the  views  expressed  by  him  on  the 
general  question,  as  well  as  the  coinci- 
dence of  his  views  with  those  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  very  remark- 
able. When  Mr.  Bright  shadowed  forth 
his  plan  as  to  how  the  question  should  be 
dealt  with  by  legislation,  and  brought 
under  the  control  of  popularly-elected 
bodies,  he  proposed  to  devote  some  of  the 
extra  revenue  to  the  relief  of  the  police 
rate,  and  he  did  this  because  he  said  the 
trade  and  the  police  were  cause  and  effect. 
The  same  proposal  is  to  be  found  in  the 
Bill  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Mr. 
Bright  was  a  man  to  whom  we  on  this 
side  of  the  House  were  accustomed  to 
find  ourselves  in  opposition.  There  wna 
no  body  of  men'  whom  Mr.  Bright  opposed 
more  than  the  so-called  county  Member 
class,  to  which  I  myself  belong;  but 
however  much  we  may  have  disliked 
his  policy,  we  never  for  a  moment  denied 
that  he  was  a  man  of  the  highest  honour 
and  the  greatest  possible  ability,  and  that 
his  views  were  deserving  of  the  attention 
of  his  opponents  as  well  as  his  supporters. 
The  views  of  Mr.  Bright  on  this  question 
are  well  worth  the  attention  of  the  House 
and  of  those  who  wish  to  deal  with  the 
matter  in  an  equitable  and  reasonable 
manner.  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  support 
the  Amendment  declare  that  it  would  be 
better  to  postpone  dealing  with  the 
Licensing  Laws,  even  in  the  limited  man- 
ner now  proposed,  than  to  take  a  step 
which  might  induce  the  publicans  to 
think  that  they  had  a  chance  of  getting 
something  for  their  licences ;  and  they 
give  as  a  reason  for  that  opinion  the 
crime  and  misery  which  are  caused  by 
the  existence  of  public  houses.  Now,  I 
would  ask  the  House  to  consider  whether 
it  is  fair  to  attribute  solely  to  this  trade 
all  the  crime  and  misery  of  the  country,  of 
which  there  is,  and  has  been,  a  great  deal ; 
but  which  we  are  all  thankful  to  know  ia 
decreasing.  Is  there  nothing  to  be  said  of 
the  insanitary  condition  in  which  these 
poor  people  live,  and  of  the  crowded 
dwellings  and  the  miserable  surround- 
ings of  the  places  called  their  homes  from 
which  they  are  driven  to  the   public 


•873    Pauper  Lunatic  Asylums     {May  13 

• 

house  f  Is  it  fair  to  saddle  on  the  trade 
all  the  misery  which  results  from 
various  causes  ?  What  hon.  Gentlemen 
suggest  is  that  they  ought  to  cast  upon 
the  publicans  the  whole  burden  of 
responsibility  and  saddle  them  with  all 
the  punishment ;  that  on  no  account  has 
the  public  house  interest  any  recognised 
value,  but  that  it  is  to  be  exterminated 
root  and  branch.  That  is  not  the  view 
which  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  can 
take,  and  it  is  not  the  view  which  used 
to  be  held  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Bryce)  has  said  that  the  publicans  have 
no  right  to  ask  for  compensation,  because 
the  question  has  been  debated  so  long 
that  the  publicans  have  had  their  fate 
plainly  displayed  before  them.  1  deny 
that  that  is  the  case.  I  doubt  whether 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth  ever  expected  to  find  some  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  acting 
with  him  on  this  question.  The  hon. 
Baronet  will  remember  the  time  when 
some  Gentlemen  on  the  front  Opposition 
Bench  devoted  a  good  deal  of  vitupera- 
tion to  his  proposals,  though  they  have 
suddenly  discovered  that  they  are  his 
most  ardent  supporters.  Though  the 
publicans  may  have  learned  from  those 
Debates  and  attempts  at  legislation  that 
they  would  probably  be  placed  under  the 
control  of  the  Local  Authorities,  and 
that  their  licences  might  be  withheld,  it 
is  not  likely  that  they  also  learned  that 
they  would  be  prevented  from  obtaining 
compensation  for  any  loss  they  might 
suffer.  They  were  thoroughly  justified 
in  that  view,  not  by  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed on  this  side  of  the  House, 
but  by  the  opinions  expressed  by 
the  leaders  of  a  great  political 
Party,  who  knew  perfectly  well  that 
the  persons  interested  in  the  trade  would 
attach  the  greatest  importance  to  what 
they  said.  I  contend,  therefore,  that  it 
is  unreasonable  to  say  that  the  public 
house  interest  ought  to  be  prepared  for 
their  fate,  and  ought  to  submit  to  it  with 
resignation.  Sir,  I  end  as  I  commenced, 
by  saying  that  this  proposal  of  the 
Government  is  not  a  large  one.  We  do 
not  suggest  that  we  are  dealing  with  the 
whole  licensing  question ;  but  what  we 
say  is,  this  is  a  distinct  advance  in  the 
path  of  temperance,  while  it  does  no 
injustice  or  wrong    to    a  great  trade. 
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There  are  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who 
think  it  a  disgrace  to  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment to  say  one  word  in  favour  of  the 
Liquor  Trade  as  a  body.  I  am  not  afraid 
of  sayinga  word  on  their  behalf.  I  have  had 
long  experience  of  Members  of  the  trade, 
and  1  have  found  them  anxious  to  do 
their  duty,  to  lead  respectable  lives,  and 
to  keep  respectable  houses.  It  is  unfair 
that  these  men  should  be  ticketed  as  if 
they  were  the  reverse  of  respectable,  and 
that  the  House  of  Commons  should  be 
asked  to  legislate  against  them  as  if  there 
was  Bothi^to  iXsi  in  their  favour 
and  there  was  to  be  no  defence  of  their 
rights.  We  object  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow,  because 
it  would  destroy  our  Bill.  If  it  be  the  case 
that  the  law  is  as  the  hon.  Member  tells 
the  House  we  are  not  changing  the  law. 
We  are  giving  to  the  County  Councils 
certain  powers  which  they  can  exercise 
if  they  like,  and  which  they  need  not 
exercise  unless  they  like.  At  the  same 
time,  we  contend  that  the  proposal  is  a 
distinct  advance  in  the  direction  in 
which  all  people  now  desire  to  go ;  and 
we  recommend  it  to  the  House  with 
absolute  confidence,  because  we  believe, 
if  passed  into  law,  it  will  prove  beneficial, 
helpful,  and  useful  to  all  classes  in  the 
community. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Thurs- 
day. 

SUCK  RIVER  DRAINAGE    (PROVISION 
OF  FUNDS)    BILL.-(No.    236.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PAUPER  LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRELAND) 
(OFFICERS'    SUPERANNUATION) 
BILL.      (No.  130.) 
COlfMETTEK. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Question  proposed,  "That  Clause  1 
stand  part  of  the  Bill.1' 

(6.47.)  Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co., 
Mid):  I  really  think  that  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Johnston)  in  charge  of 
this  Bill,  should  give  us  some  .  explanar 
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tion  of  its  provisions  before  it  proceeds    qualified  to  form  an  opinion  on  it,  being- 


in  Committee.     If  he   is  not  prepared 

to  show  very  good  reasons  in  support 

of  it,  it  will  become  my  painful  duty 

to  move  to  report  Progress.  I  hope 
the  hon.  Member,  whose  sterling  worth 
we  all  recognise,  although  he  differs 
from  us,  will  give  us  some  explanation 
of  the  measure. 

*(6.49.)  Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast, 
S.) :  The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  place 
the  attendants  and  officers  of  lunatic 
asylums  in  Ireland  on  a  similar  footing 
to  what  they  are  on  in  England,  and  to 
give  a  permissive  power  to  Governors  of 
asylums  to  vote  superannuation  allow- 
ances subject  to  the  sanction  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  It  was  introduced  in  a 
former  Session,   and   went  up    to    the 

House  of  Lords,  but  became  a  dropped 
Order  there,  in  consequence,  I  am  sorry 
to  say,  of  my  not  communicating  in 
time  with  a  Peer,  to  take  charge  of  it. 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Friday,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

PHARMACY  ACT  (IRELAND)  (1885) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  241.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  object. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  Does  the 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland  object  to 

the  principle  of  this  Bill  ?  At  present  the 

occupation  of  3,000 chemists  and  druggists 
is  illegal,  and  this  Bill  aims  at  remedying 
the  flaw  in  the  law  to  which  that  condi- 
tion of  things  is  due. 

•Mr.  MADDEN :  I  am  not  prepared  to 

say  that  I  object  to  the  principle  of*  the 

BUI ;  but  I  do  object  to  a  Bill  of  this 

kind,  on  which  there  is  a  difference  of 

opinion  amongst    those   who    are    best 
Dr.  Tanner 


taken  at  a  time  when  it  cannot  be  dis- 
cussed, and  before  there  has  been  time 
fully  to  consider  its  provisions. 

Db.  TANNER  :  I  would  ask  the  right 

hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  if  he  would 

take  steps  to  ascertain  what  the  difference 

of  opinion  on  this  Bill  really  is  amongst 

those  best  qualified  to  judge,  so  that 

when  it  comes  on  again  he  may  give  u» 

his  most  valuable  assistance.     So  far  as  I 

have  been  able  to  ascertain  from  the 
Medical  Profession  in  Ireland  there  is  no 
objection  to  the  Bill. 

♦Mb.  MADDEN :  I  have  a  number  of 

objections  under  my  consideration  at  this 

moment.     I,  however,  recognise  that  the 

subject  is  one  which  should  be  dealt  with 
by  legislation. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  recognises  the  neces- 
sity for  the  Bill ;  therefore,  as  a  conse- 
quence, he  admits  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.     . 

•Mb.  MADDEN :  I  recognise  the  neces- 
sity for  some  Bill. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  Will  he  afford  facilities 
for  the  Bill  to  be  discussed,  seeing  that 
3,000  traders  are  at  the  present  moment 
outlawed. 

•Mb.  MADDEN :   I  conceive  it  to  be 

my  duty  not  to  allow  the  Bill   to  be 

taken  at  present.     I  cannot   hold    out 

any    hope     that     exceptional    facilities 

will  be  afforded  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Bill. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Thurs- 
day. 


EVENING    SITTING. 
Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;   House    counted,    and   40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
after  Nine  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OP     COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  Uth  May,  1890. 


MOTIONS. 


»•« 


ASCENSION  DAY  (COMMITTEES). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Committees  shall  not  sit  To-morrow, 
being  Ascension  Day,  until  Two  of  the  clock." 
—(Mr.  William  Henry  Smith.) 

(12:28.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, <fec.)  :  I  do  hope  that  this  Govern- 
ment will  not  press  this  Motion,  and  waste 
th  j  time  of  the  Honse  and  of  the  Commit- 
tees. Though  " Ascension  Day"  is  not  a 
part  of  my  Presbyterian  'doxy,  I  can 
quite  understand  that  some  people  in  this 
country  may  think  it  desirable  that  Com- 
mittees of  this  House  should  not  meet 
on  that  day.  I  do  not,  however,  think 
there  is  any  considerable  desire  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Members  that  Committees 
should  not  sit  to-morrow  until  2,  seeing 
how  anxious  we  all  are  to  make  progress 
with  the  surfeit  of  work  before  us.  If 
any  Members  on  particular  Committees 
desire  that  they  should  not  sit  until  2 
o'clock  I  have  no  doubt  the  Chairmen 
of  those  Committees  will  yield  to  their 
representations  and  adjourn  accordingly. 
We  shall  shortly  be  adjourning  over 
another  saint's  day — the  Derby  Day — 
and  though  1  admit  that  going  to  church 
on  Ascension  Day  is  an  innocent  amuse- 
ment and  not  on  the  same  footing  as 
filing  to  the  Derby,  I  think  that  as  only 
a  limited  number  of  Members  are  likely 
to  desire  to  go  to  church  the  Government 
should  not  press  the  Motion. 

*(12.30.)  The  FIRST  LORD  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster):  I  am  very  sorry  the 
hon.  Baronet  has  occupied  so  much 
of  the  time  of  the  House  in  oppos- 
ing this  Motion.  It  is  one  which  it 
is  my  bounden  duty  to  propose,  and 
it  is  a  Motion  that  has  been  made 
in  this  House  from  time  imme- 
morial. I  would  point  out  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  that  it  is  a  question  which 
only  affects  the  functions  of  Members  of 
this  House  who  are  appointed  to  serve  on 
the  Committees  of  the  House  for  the 
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purpose  of  considering  matters  in  rela- 
tion to  Private  Bills.  I  trust  the  hon. 
Baronet  will  see  that  the  Motion  does 
not  in  any  way  infringe  on  the  time  of 
the  House  itself,  and  I  think  I  may  add 
that  it  would  be  exceedingly  hard  upon 
Members  of  this  House  who  may  desire 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  ordinary  ser- 
vices of  their  church  on  Ascension  Day 
to  prevent  them  being  able  to  do  so  by 
reason  of  their  compulsory  attendance  on 
a  Select  Committee.  I  trust  the  hon. 
Baronet  will  not  persist  in  opposing  this 
Motion,  but  will  allow  the  time  of  the 
House  to  be  saved  by  permitting  the 
Motion  to  be  carried. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  Committees  shall  not  sit 
To-morrow,  being  Ascension  Day,  until 
Two  of  the  clock. — (Mr.  William  Henry 
Smith.) 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


IOI 


AGRICULTURAL    LABOURERS 

(IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  4.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(12.33.)   Dr.  FOX  (Tullamore)  :  I  rise 
for  the  purposeof  moving  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  this  Bill  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant, in  introducing  another  measure, 
stated  that  the  time  had  come  when 
something  of  a  practical  nature  might  be 
done  for  the  benefit  of  the  labourers  of 
Ireland,  and  he   propounded  a  scheme 
which  we  who  claim  to  know  Ireland  a 
little  better  than  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   regard    as    purely   experimental. 
We  object  to  that  scheme  because  we 
believe  it  is  not  likely  to  succeed,  and 
we  object  to  the  employment  of  Irish 
funds  for  any  experiment  of  the  kind. 
We  claim  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wants  to  experiment  he  should  ex- 
periment not  with  Irish  but  with  English 
money,  and  we  also  claim  that  we  have 
proved  by  the  Bill  we  now  propose  that 
we  are  as  ready  as  he  to  do  something 
for  the    labourers    of    Ireland,  though 
with  this  difference,  that  we  want  to  do 
something  of  a  practical  and  tangible 
nature,  and  to  spend  the  money  for  the 
benefit  not  only  of  the  Irish  labourers 
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but  the  Irish,  tenants  generally — the 
Irish  shopkeepers,  and  even  the  Irish 
landlords.  I  find  from  the  Report 
furnished  to  this  Honse  in  1888  the 
number  of  cottages  applied  for  amounted 
to  19,860,  while  the  number  authorised 
up  to  that  date  was  9,552.  Of  those  the 
number  actually  erected  was  3,172,  the 
number  then  in  progress  was  1,792,  and 
the  estimated  cost  was  .£934,480,  the 
amount  sanctioned  by  the  Treasury 
being  £820,997.  This  clearly  shows 
that  there  is  in  Ireland  a  great  demand 
for  labourers'  cottages,  and  also  that 
under  the  existing  law  those  cottages 
have  not  been  supplied.  It  necessarily 
follows  that  there  must  have  been  some 
grave  defect  in  the  mode  of  procedure, 
because  whereas  the  number  of  cottages 
applied  for  was  19,860,  the  number 
authorised  to  be  built  was  only  9,552.  I 
will,  however,  in  order  to  illustrate  my 
argument,  take  the  case  of  one  or  two 
specific  Unions.  In  the  Union  of  Tra- 
more  there  were  287  cottages  applied  for. 
The  number  authorised  to  be  built  was 
only  83 ;  of  these,  only  63  were  erected, 
while  12  were  in  progress.  The  esti- 
mated cost  of  these  cottages  was  £861, 
and  the  amount  sanctioned  by  the  Trea- 
sury was  £8,580.  This  money  was  to  be 
obtained  at  an  interest  of  3  J  per  cent., 
which  would  amount  to£4  9s.  2d.  on  every 
£100  borrowed.  I  next  take  the  case 
of  Nenagh.  There  the  number  of  houses 
required  was  262,  which  were  obtained 
at  an  average  cost  of  £132,  entailing  an 
amount  of  interest  of  £1,400  per  annum. 
The  income  obtainable  from  the  rent 
was  about  £630,  leaving  the  largr 
balance  of  £770  a  year  to  be  met  by  the 
taxpayers.  Those  figures  do  not  include 
an  estimated  cost  of  about  £50  pee 
annum  for  the  repair  of  the  cottages. 
Well,  Sir,  I  think  I  have  shown  that 
there  is  a  great  demand  for  labourers' 
cottages  in  Ireland.  That  has  been 
admitted  by  all  Parties  of  this  House. 
I  have  further  claimed  that  the  demand 
for  those  cottages  is  not  met  by  the 
present  law.  I  also  claim  that  there  is 
a  grave  defect  in  the  law,  because  there 
is  no  compulsory  power  to  do  more  than 
lease  land  in  such  cases,  whereas  we 
contend  that  there  ought  to  be  a  com- 
pulsory right  to  purchase  land  at  a  fair 
valuation.  Another  point  I  should  like 
to  put  before  the  House  is  this :  that 
Dr.  Fox 


while  you  say  you  are  benefitting  the 
labourer,  you  are,  at  the  same  time,  im- 
posing heavy  taxation  upon  the  taxpayer. 
We  say  that,  inasmuch  as  the  money  you 
are  proposing  to  deal  with  is  Irish  money, 
you  ought  to  give  us  the  chance  of  doing 
what  we  like  with  our  own  ;  and  I  put 
it  to  the  House,  in  what  better  way 
could  the  surplus  fund  of  any  nation  be 
employed  than  in  benefiting  the 
people  1  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
further,  except  to  say  that  the  admissions 
already  made  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
have  rendered  it  quite  unnecessary  for 
me  to  further  recommend  this  BilL 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  admits  that 
his  measure  is  a  purely  experimental 
one,  and  it  is  surrounded  by  grave  diffi- 
culties. That  admission  he  has  made 
again  and  again.  I  ask  him  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  we  ought  to 
be  called  upon  to  pass  a  measure  for  the 
expenditure  of  Irish  funds  in  a  way 
which  we  do  not  believe  will  be  bene- 
ficial, but  which  we  do  believe  will  inflict 
great  loss  upon  the  Irish  people.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  Bill  which  we  now  pro- 
pose, although  a  small  measure,  is  one 
which  we  believe  will  be  devoid  of  all 
danger,  and  of  advantage  alike  to  the 
labourers,  the  general  taxpayers,  the 
shopkeepers,  and  even  the  landlord  him- 
self. I  have  great  pleasure  in  moving 
j.he  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Dr.  Fox.) 

(12.40.)  Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (TiPI>er- 
ary,  S.) :  My  hon.  Friend  has  been  ex- 
ceedingly brief  in  the  remarks  he  thought 
it  necessary  to  make  in  introducing  this 
Bill  to  the  notice  of  the  House.  I  com- 
mend his  action  in  that  respect  and  shall 
follow  his  example.  I  shall,  therefore,  be 
brief  in  performing  the  duty  of  seconding 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  measure,  be- 
cause I  believe  that  the  House  for  the  past 
eight  or  nine  years  has  heard  all  the  argu- 
ments that  could  possibly  be  adduced  in 
favour  of  this  measure.  Year  after  year 
we  have  felt  it  to  be  our  duty  to  intro- 
duce measures  for  the  purpose  of  amelior- 
ating the  condition  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  year  after  year  those  measures  have 
met  with  the  hostility  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  condemnation  of  this  House,. 


881      Agricultural  Labourers       {Mat  14,  1890} 


(Ireland)  Bill 


882 


that  condemnation  having  been  shown 
by  the  rejection  of  those  measures. 
Hence  it  is  that  we  have  come  to  the 
resolution  that  we  ought  not  to  weary 
the  House  by  prolonged  arguments  in 
favour  of  this  Bill.  Measures  like  this 
we  shall  briefly  introduce ;  we  shall  ask  the 
opinion  of  the  House  upon  them,  leaving 
it  to  the  House,  should  it  think  fit,  to 
follow  the  example  of  previous  Parlia- 
ments, and  throw  those  measures  into  the 
waste  paper  basket.  I  notice  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Balfast  (Mr.  Johnston)  has  a  notice  on 
the  Paper  for  the  rejection  of  this  Bill. 
In  his  Motion  he  points  out  that  the 
Church  Surplus  Fund  is  already  hypothe- 
cated for  the  purposes  of  the  Irish  Land 
Purchase  Bill,  and  is,  therefore,  not  avail- 
able for  the  purposes  of  this  measure. 
Now,  Sir,  Agricultural  Labourers'  Acts 
have  been  passed  in  this  House  before,  and 
this  Bill  is  a  measure  intended  to  facili- 
tate the  operation  of  those  Acts ;  it  seeks 
to  use  the  National  Fund  in  Ireland  for 
that  purpose  — a  fund  to  which  the  Irish 
people  have  an  undeniable  right.  Doubt- 
less, the  hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast 
will  be  glad  to  have  the  Church  Surplus 
Fund  go  where  so  much  has  gone  before, 
namely,  into  the  pockets  of  his  friends 
the  landlords.  It  is  not  many  years  ago 
since  the  leader  of  the  former  Conserva- 
tive Government,  Lord  Beacons  fie  Id,  gave  a 
million  of  that  money  to  the  landlords  of 
Ireland,  or  rather  lent  it  to  them  at  an 
interest  of  1^  per  cent.  The  people  of 
Ireland  have  for  many  years  been  re- 
lieved of  the  necessity  and  burden  of 
supporting  that  institution,  and  surely 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  more  especially 
the  labourers,  ought  to  be  entitled  to  the 
residue  of  that  fund,  taking  into  account 
that  the  landlords  have  received  so  much 
from  us  already.  I  object  to  the  remnant 
of  that  fund  being  devoted  to  the  purposes 
of  the  Land  Purchase  Bill,  and  I  claim 
it  for  the  labourers  of  Ireland  who  are 
entitled  to  it.  With  regard  to  one  clause 
of  this  Bill,  which  states  that  the  price  to 
be  paid  should  not  exceed  20  years'  pur- 
chase, I  would  point  out  that  that 
proposition  is  based  on  one  mode  by  the 
Chief  Secretary,  who  has  made  it  the 
maximum  of  the  price  to  be  paid  for  the 
land.  This,  I  think,  is  quite  enough  to 
'convince  the  mind  of  any  reasonable  man. 
I  shall  conclude  my    few    remarks  by 


stating  that  the  labourers  of  Ireland  arc 
a  very  improving  class  of  people,  and  of 
this  I  will  furnish  an  illustration  to  the 
House.  I  have  the  honour  to  represent 
a  portion  of  Ireland  well-known  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Huntingdonshire.  It  is 
not  long  since,  under  the  operation  of  the 
Labourers'  Act,  the  Board  of  Poor  Law 
Guardians  built  a  number  of  labourers' 
cottages  in  a  district  with  which  he  is 
well  acquainted.  They  are  sound,  com- 
fortable dwellings.  The  labourers  were 
brought  out  of  the  huts  and  hovels  they 
had  formerly  occupied  on  the  estate 
of  the  hon.  Member,  and  put  into 
these  dwellings,  where  they  lived  very 
comfortably.  A  short  time  ago,  on  a 
fine  summer's  afternoon,*  I  was  driving 
amongst  these  people,  and  I  went  into  a 
number  of  the  labourers'  cottages. 
Although  I  was  pleased  with  m*ny 
things  I  saw,  there  were  many  others 
that  were  not  very  satisfactory  to  me.  I 
was  accompanied  by  my  friend  the 
Chairman  of  the  Poor  Law  Guardians 
(Mr  Dalton),  and  1  said,  "  I  will  give  a 
prize  of  £5  to  the  occupier  of  the  best 
kept  cottage  of  the  Union."  Well,  Sir, 
that  offer  was  announced  in  the  paper, 
and  the  result  was  that  in  many  cases  the 
manure  heap  was  rempved  from  the 
front  to  the  back  of  the  dwellings,  and 
the  price  of  geranium  pots  went  up  in  the 
district.  In  point  of  fact,  the  houses 
bloomed  internally  and  externally  into 
flowery  garden  plots.  I  claim,  Sir,  on 
behalf  of  the  labourers  of  Ireland,  that 
they  are  an  artistic  and  floral  people  if 
you  only  give  them  a  chance  ;  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Huntingdonshire  only 
paid  as  much  attention  to  the  duties 
belonging  to  his  position  as  he  does  to 
the  enforcement  of  its  rights  he  might 
have  his  estate  in  Tipperary  one  of  the 
most  beautiful  in  the  three  Kingdoms. 
If  he  did  this  instead  of  enforcing  his 
rights,  and  encouraging  other  landlords 
as  bad  as  himself  to  enforce  their  rights, 
there  would  not  be  a  more  picturesque 
portion  of  these  realms.  If  the  labourers 
of  Ireland  only  had  fair-play  and  due 
encouragement,  such  as  we  ask  this 
House  to  give  by  the  passing  of  this  Bill, 
we  should  have  among  the  labourers  of 
Ireland  a  thriving  and  prosperous  com- 
munity, and  be  the  means  of  preserving 
a  very  useful  class  of  people.  I  have 
great  pleasure,  for  these  reasons,  in 
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seconding  the  Motion    for   the  Second 

Beading  of  this  Bill. 

*(1 2.50.)  Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) : 

I  rise,  Sir,  for  the  purpose  of  moving  the 

Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name, 

namely, 

"That,  inasmuch  as  it  appears  from  a 
Return  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  that 
the  present  value  of  the  Church  Surplus 
is  insufficient  to  cover  both  the  charge  imposed 
on  it  by  '  The  Land  Purchase  Bill,  1890/  and 
the  additional  charge  of  £1,500,000  for  the 
purpose  of  erecting  labourers'  cottages,  and 
as  the  Land  Purchase  Bill,  which  has  been 
read  a  second  time,  provides  special  facilities 
i»r  improving  the  dwellings  of  labourers,  this 
House  declines  to  sanction  a  proposal  which 
v  ill  deprive  the  population  of  the  poorest  por- 
tion of  Ireland  .of  the  funds  requisite  for 
ameliorating  their  condition." 

In  moving  this  Amendment  I  shall  follow 
th  3  example  of  brevity  set  by  the  Mover 
and  Seconder  of  the  Bill.  I  do  not  think 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  shonld 
be  allowed  to  pose  as  the  only  friends  of 
the  labourers.  The  Members  who  sit 
on  these  (the  Ministerial)  Benches  are 
just  as  anxious  to  promote  the  comfort 
of  the  labourers  as  any  of  those  who  sit 
opposite,  and  in  the  Resolution  I  have 
the  honour  to  move  I  desire  to  manifest 
no  hostility  to  the  labourers  of  Ireland. 
What  I  want  to  affirm  is  that  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill  cannot  be  carried  out 
concurrently  with  the  Land  Purchase 
Bill  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  As  hon.  Members  are 
aware  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  pro- 
vides, through  one  of  its  clauses,  for 
the  erection  of  labourers'  cottages  ;  but  if 
the  Irish  Church  surplus,  whatever  it 
may  be,  is  to  be  appropriated  by  this 
Bill,  it  is  quite  impossible  that  the 
benevolent  intentions  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  can  be  carried  out.  Those 
Members  who  are  opposed  to  the  whole 
policy  of  the  Government,  who  are 
opposed  to  land  purchase,  and  who  are 
hostile  to  the  whole  of  the  scheme  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  are  consistent  in  pressing 
forward  this  Bill,  and  in  accusing  the 
Government  of  want  of  generosity 
towards  the  labourers;  but  those  who 
desire  to  see  a  practical  scheme  carried 
out — and  the  Bill  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
is  a  practical  one — are  consistent  in 
supporting  the  Land  Purchase  Bill. 
Believing  that  the  latter  Bill  is  a 
masterly  and  statesmanlike  measure,  and 
Mr.  J.  O'Connor 


that  its  operation  will  benefit  the  class 
of  people  this  Bill  professes  to  serve,  I 
have  great  pleasure  in  moving  the  Amend- 
ment which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  inasmuch  as  it  appears  from  a  Return  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  that  the  present 
valut*  of  the  Church  Surplus  is  insufficient  to 
coyer  both  the  charge  imposed  on  it  by  '  The 
Land  Purchase  Bill,  1890/  and  the  additional 
charge  ot  £1,600,000  for  the  purpose  of  erecting 
labourers  cottages,  and  as  the  Land  Purchase 
Bill,  which  has  been  read  a  second  time,  pro- 
vides special  facilities  for  improving  the 
dwellings  of  labourers,  this  House  declines  to 
sanction  a  proposal  which  will  deprive  the 
population  of  the  poorest  portion  of  Ireland  of 
the  funds  requisite  for  ameliorating  their  con- 
dition , ' '  —  (Mr.  Johnston, ) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

(12.55.)  Me.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim, 
S.)  :  I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tipperary  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  that 
measures  of  this  description  have  in- 
variably met  with  hostility  on  the 
Government  side  of  the  House.  I  am 
confident  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  on 
reflection  admit,  that  since  the  inception 
of  legislation  on  behalf  of  the  labourers 
of  Ireland  such  legislation  has  always 
been  received  with  cordiality  by  hon. 
Members  on  the  Conservative  side  of  the 
House,  and  so  far  as  I  and  some  of  my 
hon.  Friends  are  concerned,  the  present 
Bill  will  not  be  received  with  hostility. 
I  do  not  intend  to  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment, but  to  vote  for  the  Bill.  I  cannot, 
however,  give  the  measure  very  much 
praise,  because  I  cannot  see  that  any 
clause  of  it  will  really  do  anything  to 
promote  the  legislation  which  right  hon. 
Members  opposite  have  at  heart.  I  rather 
imagine  that,  until  quite  recently,  hon. 
Members  have  not  been  quite  sure 
what  they  would  put  in  the  Bill ;  indeed, 
the  revelation  made  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, to  the  effect  that  the  Church 
surplus  amounted  to  £1,500,000,  must 
have  been  a  God-send  to  them.  How- 
ever, I  prefer  to  devote  that  £1,500,000 
to  the  purposes  of  this  Bill  rather  than 
to  the  purchase  of  land,  and  therefore  I 
propose  to  join  hon.  Members  opposite  in 
support  of  this  measure.     But  I  totally 
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differ  from  hon.  Members  opposite  as 
to  the  mode  in  which  they  propose  to 
apply  the  money.  The  Bill  is  brought  in 
by  hon.  Members  opposite  under  the  guise 
of  advancing  the  interests  of  the  labourers 
of  Ireland,  but  really  to  save  the  pockets 
of  the  ratepayers  in  certain  districts ; 
and  if  I  vote  with  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site in  favour  of  the  Bill,  it  will  be  with 
the  intention  of  moving  in  Committee 
auch  amendments  as  will  make  the  Bill 
a  real  Bill  for  the  benefit  of  the  labourers 
all  over  Ireland — amendments  which  will 
enable  the  labourers  of  Ulster  who  are  now 
deliberately  excluded  from  the  benefits  of 
the  Bill,  to  obtain  some  advantage  from 
the  operation  of  the  measure.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Bill  got  up  the  most 
recent  statistics  as  to  the  progress  of  the 
Labourers'  Acts  in  Ireland.  I  will 
admit  that,  having  regard  to  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  it  does  not  matter 
whether  he  took  the  statistics  of 
last  year  or  of  the  year  before. 
He  laid  great  stress  on  the  fact  that  there 
was  a  demand  for  labourers'  houses  which 
had  not  been  complied  with,  and  that 
that  demand  had  not  arrived  at  a  satis- 
factory solution.  But  whose  fault  is 
it  that  labourers'  houses  have  not  been 
provided?  Undoubtedly  the  fault  is 
altogether  to  be  attributed  to  the  action 
of  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  themselves. 
In  one  of  the  Unions  specified  just  now 
as  being  insufficiently  supplied,  I  find 
that  over  55  of  the  houses  applied  for 
have  been  abandoned  by  the  Sanitary 
Authority  who  had  charge  of  the  carrying 
out  of  these  schemes.  ["  No,  No !  "J  I 
have  the  statistics  here,  and  that  cer- 
tainly is  the  case.  In  the  North  of  Ire- 
land the  Labourers'  Acts  have  proved 
nearly  abortive  owing  to  the  action  of 
the  elected  Guardians.  In  the  Union  of 
Ballymena,  for  example,  no  action  would 
have  been  taken  but  for  the  strenuous 
exertions  of  the  ex  officio  Guardians. 
This  Bill  will  do  nothing  to  remedy  the 
difficulty  under  which  the  labourers  in 
Ulster  suffer  at  the  present  moment. 
While  I  shall  vote  for  the  Second 
Reading,  I  intend,  if  the  Bill  reaches  the 
Committee  stage,  to  move  Amendments 
which  will  enable  those  on  whose  behalf 
this  class  legislation  is  promoted  to 
take,  at  all  events,  the  initial  steps  by 
which  they  can  secure  a  discussion   of 


their  scheme  by  the  Boards  of  Guardians. 
I  intend  also  to  move  the  insertion  of 
clauses  giving  the  Local  Government 
Board  control  over  the  action  of  the 
Boards  of  Guardians,  which  is  at 
present  dictated  solely  by  a  regard 
to  their  own  interests  and  not  with  a 
view  to  remedy  such  defects  as  may  sub- 
stantially exist.  1  have  now  only  to 
express  my  regret  that  hon.  Members 
opposite,  having  been  fortunate  enough 
to  secure  the  first  place  on  a  Wednesday, 
should  not  have  taken  a  little  more 
trouble  over  a  Bill  of  this  class  and  should 
not  have  endeavoured  to  make  it  a  little 
more  effective.  I  have  no  doubt  that  if 
they  desire  seriously  to  benefit  the 
labouring  class  in  Ireland  they  will  be 
prepared  in  Committee  to  receive  such 
Amendments  as  will  make  the  Bill  a 
satisfactory  piece  of  legislation.  I  regret 
that  I  cannot  follow  my  hon.  Friend  who 
has  moved  the  Amendment,  and  I  shall 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 

•(1.10.)  Mb.  MULHOLLAND  (London- 
derry, N.) :  I  think  I  am  right  in  regarding 
the  3rd  clause  as  the  central  point  of 

the  Bill.  Concurring  as  I  do  with  the 
views  expressed  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite,  and  also  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Antrim  (Mr. 
Macartney),  as  to  the  method  there  pro- 
posed for  spending  the  Church  surplus, 
I  feel  bound  to  support  the  Second 
Beading  of  this  Bill.  As  has  been 
represented  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
moved  the  Second  Beading,  the  Church 
surplus  is  essentially  Irish  money,  and 
ought  to  be  devoted  to  the  benefit  of  all 
parts  of  the  country.  I  am  bound,  how- 
ever, to  dissociate  myself  from  the 
proposal  which  has  been  made  with 
regard  to  the  distribution  of  this  money. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  propose  to 
devote  about  £500,000  for  the  benefit 
of  what  I  may  call  the  Nationalist  parts 
ofaIreland,  and  the  remaining  £1,000,000 
is  to  be  held  up  for  the  remaining  Boards 
of  Guardians  to  scramble  for  on  the 
principle  of  "first  come,  first  served. " 
I  think  I  shall  not  be  very  far  wrong  in 
stating  that  the  result  will  be  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  and  their  friends  will 
secure  nine-tenths  of  it.  I  think  tliis 
affords  a  good  illustration  of  the  way  in 
which  Ulster  would  be  treated  by  a 
Home  Rule  Government.    I  differ  from 
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those  who  assume  that  this  Bill  if  passed 
would  be  in  any  way  a  final  settlement 
of  the  question.   The  Boards  of  Guardians 
in  Ulster,  at  any  rate,  have  not  shown 
the  smallest  inclination  to  carry  the  Acts 
into  effect,   and   even  when    they   are 
stimulated   by  this  sum  of  money  the 
Acts  will  still  remain  a  dead  letter  in 
many  parts  of  the  country.     The  fact  is, 
tint  the  farmers,  who  are  paramount  on 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ulster,  have 
not  shown  the   smallest   disposition   to 
act  for  the  benefit  df  the  labourers.     It 
is  a  matter  of  extreme  regret  that  the 
Land  Commissioners  have  not  dealt  with 
the  question  by  exercising  the  powers 
conferred  upon  them  by  the  19th  clause 
of  the  Act  of  1881.     I  hope  my  right 
h  m.   Friend  (Mr.    A.  J.   Balfour)   may 
Buggest  some  method  by  which  the  Land 
Commissioners   may    be   encouraged   to 
exercise   those   powers    in    the    future. 
Members   below   the   Gangway  on    the 
opposite  side  will,  no  doubt,  say  that  the 
landlords  are  responsible  for  the  failure 
of  the  Labourers'  Acts  in  Ulster ;  but  I 
assure  them,    from   my  personal  know- 
ledge of  several  Unions  in  the  Counties  of 
Down  and  Derry,  that  they  are  altogether 
'misinformed.     The  labourers  know  very 
well  that  the  landlords,  as  a  rule,  are  in 
favour  of  giving  a  fair  trial  to  the  Acts 
passed  for  their  benefit.     I  am  surprised 
that  this  question  has  been  left  so  long  in 
the  hands  of  private  Members,  and  that 
the  House  has  had   as  yet  no  indication 
of    the  course   which   the   Government 
intend  to  pursue.    I  think  hon.  Members 
hardly  recognise  the  extreme  importance 
of  the  labourers.     A  great  deal  has  been 
done  for  the  farmers,  and  very  little  for 
the  labourers,   who  number,  with  their 
families,    about    1,500,000,    as    against 
2,500,000  farmers.     The  labourers  in  my 
•constituency  are   looking   forward   with 
•grjat  interest  and  anxiety  to  the  speech 
"which  the  Chief  Secretary  is  going  to 
deliver,  and  if,  on  account  of  the  clause 
•in  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   is   unable   to   support    this 
measure,  I  hope  he  will  give  some  dis- 
tinct  assurance   that   the    Government 
-intend  to  deal  with  the  question  before 
long     in     a     thorough     and     practical 
manner. 
*(l .20.)  Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.) : 
If  this  Bill  were  what  it  professes  to  be — a 
<Bill  to  benefit  the  labourers — I  should  be 
Mr.  Mulholland 


the  very  last  person  to  vote  against  it 
But  the  title  of  the  Bill  is  most  deceptive. 
It  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  agricultural 
labourers,  and  will  not  put  a  shilling  in 
their  pockets  in  any  part  of  Ireland.     If 
it    had    been    introduced     from     these 
Benches   it   would   very   properly  have 
been  called  a  Bill  for  the  relief  of  land- 
lords. It  is  simply  because  it  is  impossible 
for  Members  opposite  to  devise  means 
for  relieving  labourers  out  of  the  rates 
that  the  measure  is  brought  in  at  all. 
The   present   Acts,   if  properly    put    in 
force,    are   amply  sufficient   to    supply 
labourers  with  cottages  where  they  are 
required.      No    doubt  those  Acts  have 
not  been  as  operative  as  we  could  have 
wished;    but  this  Bill  would  do  very 
little   indeed  towards  mending  matters. 
It  is  meant  to  benefit  labourers  in  the 
agricultural  districts.     A  very  large  pro- 
portion of  the  agricultural  labourers  in 
Ireland  live  in  the  small  towns,  and  to 
them   the  Bill   offers  no  assistance   to- 
wards getting  their  dwellings  improved. 
I    object    to    the    appropiation    of  the 
Church  surplus  in  the  manner  proposed. 
If  the  Church  surplus  be  applied  to  any- 
thing it  ought   to   be    applied    to  the 
reduction  of  the  enormous  tithe  rent- 
charge  annuities  amounting  to  22  £  years' 
purchase,  a  sum  out  of  all  proportion  to 
the   value   now  fixed  upon    Irish  land. 
But  if  not  applied  to  that    purpose  it 
ought  to  be  applied  to  the  solution  of  the 
most  pressing  and   important  of   Irish 
problems — a  problem  which  has  hitherto 
proved    insoluble — the     relief     of     the 
congested  districts.      Whether  the  Bum 
available   will    be   sufficient  to  produce 
any   effectual   results   in  the  congested 
districts  I  am  unable   to  say.     It  will 
largely    depend    upon    the    manner  in 
which  hon.    Gentlemen    opposite    deal 
with    the  question,   and   whether  they 
encourage   their  constituents  to  accept 
the  boon  offered  to  them  in  the  spirit  in 
which  it  is  tendered.      I  shall  vote  for 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

•(1.25.)  The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER 
of  WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  do  not  intend  to  speak  at  any 
great  length  on  this  Bill,  but  I  do  wish 
to  point  out  to  the  House  the  very 
peculiar  character  which  this  Debate  has 
hitherto  assumed.  This  Bill,  introduced 
professedly  for  the  purpose  of  improving 
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tiie  condition  of  the  labourers  of  Ireland, 
has  received  hardly  any  explanation. 
Bat  the  most  remarkable  thing  is  the 
way  in  which  the  Bill  proposes  to  deal 
with  the  Irish  Church  surplus,  and  the 
•casual  manner  in  which  that  all-important 
.paragraph  of  the  Bill  has  been  treated 
by  the  Members  who  have  brought 
forward  the  measure.  I  wish  to  say  for 
myself,  and  I  am  sure  my  Colleagues  on 
this  Bench  agree  with  me,  that  any  such 
measure,  if  it  had  not  contained  this 
particular  proposal  for  allocating  and 
absorbing  £1,500,000  of  the  Irish 
Church  surplus,  wonld  have  received 
from  them  the  most  careful  and  friendly 
-consideration.  [Ironical  Home  Rule 
cheers.']  Why  should  it  not  ?  Do  hon. 
Members  opposite  really  pretend  that 
the  present  Government  is  disinclined 
4»  confer  advantages  on  the  Irish 
labourers?  [Home  Rule  cries  of  "Hear 
hear !"]  Well,  then,  to  say  any  such 
thing  is  one  of  the  grossest  of  calumnies 
•ever  uttered  without  a  shadow  of  founda- 
tion. The  Irish  supporters  of  the  present 
Government  who  have  spoken  to-day  are 
so  anxious  for  the  advantage  of  the 
Irish  labourers  that  they  are  willing  to 
vote  for  a  Bill  which  each  of  them  has 
•condemned  as  almost  ludicrously  in- 
adequate. I  say  it  is  mere  claptrap  to 
make  such  accusations  against  any  Go- 
vernment. It  is  the  exaggeration  of 
absurd  partisanship  which  prompts  such 
a  charge.  The  policy  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  to-day  is  perfectly  plain. 
Having  present  a  very  large  number  of 
their  friends,  their  object  is  to  snap  a 
Division  which  may  seem  to  be  destructive 
of  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Hon.  Members  propose  in  this 
Bill  to  allocate  £1,500,000  of  the  Irish 
Church  surplus  to  this  particular  purpose 
of  benefitting  the  agricultural  labourer's 
•of  Ireland.  When  did  they  first  think 
of  this  admirable  scheme  of  financial 
]  olicy  ?  How  many  of  their  leaders 
have  sanctioned  the  proposal  ?  I  chal- 
lenged hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and 
especially  the  hon.  Member  for  Bast 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  who  was  in  the  House 
a  few  minutes  ago,  and  who,  if  he 
is  not  here  now,  can  be  informed 
of  what  I  say,  to  deny  that  this 
proposal  is  merely  an  afterthought  put 
forward  for  no  other  purpose  than  to 
deprive  the  Government  of  the  use  of 


that  sum  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the 
great  and  grave  difficulty  which  presses 
upon  them  in  the  congested  districts 
of  Ireland.  Why  do  I  say  that? 
The  House  remembers  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
used  every  kind  of  opposition  he  could 
imagine  for  the  purpose  of  repelling 
and  discrediting  the  proposals  of  the 
Government.  And  what  was  his  main 
argument  1  To-day  we  are  told  that  the 
surplus  of  £1,500,000  must  of 
necessity  be  applied  to  the  urgent 
demands  of  the  labourers  of  Ireland. 
But  what  did  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  say  the  other  day?  These  are 
the  words  which  he  used,  and  I  think  I 
am  entitled  to  ask  hon.  Members 
opposite,  and  especially  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  for  an  explanation, 
otherwise  the  people  of  this  country  will 
believe  that  this  Bill  has  been  introduced 
with  this  clause  in  it  mainly  for  the 
purpose  of  defeating  the  Land  Purchase 
Bill  of  the  Government  and  to  take 
away  this  Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund, 
which  is  certainly  an  important  portion 
of  the  measure.  1  will  read  the  words 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  and 
I  will  leave  the  explanation  to  hon. 
Members  opposite.  On  the  28th  of  April 
the  hon.  Member,  speaking  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Government  Bill  deals 
with  the  congested  districts  of  Ireland, 
said — 

"It  was  no  doubt  true  that  the  sum  of 
£1,600,000  was  charged  on  what  remained  of 
the  Irish  Church  surplus  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Act.  But  he  protested  against 
such  a  burden  being  placed  on  this  fund.  This 
was  a  purely  Irish  fund,  and  it  would  be 
wanted  when  Home  Rule  was  in  operation  for 
purposes  of  education." 

1  call  upon  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  explain 
what  it  was  that  he  meant,  and  to  explain 
also  the  present  action  of  the  Irish 
Members. 

*(1 .35.)   Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone, 

S.) :    I  had  no  intention  of  taking  part  in 

this  Debate.     We  have  had  a  good  many 

discussions     upon      the     question      of 

labourers'  cottages   during  the  present 

Parliament,  and  the  sum  and  substance 

of  them  is  that  labourers1  cottages  have 

been  very  few.  That  is  perfectly  true  I 
and  so  far  as  Ulster  is  concerned,  the  Act 
has  practically  been  a  dead  letter.      The 


891      Agricultural  Labourers         {COMMONS} 


(Ireland)  Bill. 


892 


failure  has  been  owing  to  the  unwilling- 
ness of  the  elected  Guardians  to  increase 
the  taxation  of  the  country  by  adding 
the   expense  which  the  erection  of  these 
cottages  would  entail.     That  is  the  real 
reason  why  in  Ulster  the  Act  has  not 
worked;  and,  having  read  this  Bill  care- 
fully through,  I  do  not  see  that  it  con- 
tains a  single  clause  that  would  get  -us 
out  of  the  difficulty  and  facilitate  the 
erection    of  cottages.     I    am    certainly 
inclined  to  describe  the  Bill  as  a  piece  of 
cheap  philanthropy,  and  I  will  tell  the 
House  why  I  use  that  expression.     It 
proposes     to     take     for     this     purpose 
£1,500,000  out  of  the  Irish  Church  Sur- 
plus   Fund.     But    that    £1,500,000  is 
already     ear-marked   by     another    Bill 
which    has    already    passed  its  Second 
Reading.      Hon.  Members  know  that  if 
this  Bill  were  carried  it  could  only  come 
in  as  a  second  charge,  behind  the  proposal 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  that,  so 
faras  practical  working  is  concerned,it  can 
come  to  nothing.    Now,  I  am  not  inclined 
to  join  in  this  cheap  philanthropy,  and  I 
will  be  no  party  to  an  attempt  to  stab 
the   Land  Purchase  Bill.     I  am  not  in 
the  least  afraid  to  stand  up  in  my  place 
in      this      House       and       use       that 
language,  and  I  say  that  hon.  Members, 
in  uniting  to  try  and  get  hold  of  the 
jfcl ,500,000,  are  attemptingto  destroy  this 
Land  Purchase  Bill  in  one  of  its  most 
vital  parts.     Therefore,  as  I  say,  I  will 
be  no  party  to  the  operation.     But  there 
is  another  thing  to  which  I  wish  to  call 
attention.     This  is  a  Bill  of  14  clauses, 
which  proposes  to  amend   the   various 
Labourers'  Acts.     Have  we  had  a  word 
of  explanation  of  the  measure  ?    I  admit 
that  my  hon.  Friend  the   Member  for 
South  Antrim   (Mr.    Macartney)   went 
into  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  but  did  the 
the  Mover  offer  a  single  word  of  explana- 
tion ?  I  listened  in  vain  for  any  attempt 
at   explanation,   and  I  think  it  is  an 
extraordinary  thing  for  hon.  Members  to 
come  down  here  on  a  Wednesday  when 
there  is  ample  time  to  discuss  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,   and    to  find    that 
neither   the   Mover  nor    the   Seconder 
attempt  to  explain  the  nature  of  those 
provisions.     We  are  told  that  the  pro- 
posal is  a  simple  one — merely  to  take 
•  the  £1,500,000  remaining  of  the  Irish 
Church  surplus ;  but,  as  I  have  already 
pointed     out,      it      is      already      ear- 
Mr.  T.  W.  Unwell 


marked  by  the  proposals  of  the 
Government.  As  hon.  Members  who 
support  the  Bill  appear  to  have  adopted 
a  conspiracy  of.  silence,  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.  * 
—(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell.) 

•(1.40.)    The    CHIEF   SECRETARY 

for    IRELAND    (Mr.    A.   J.    Balfour, 

Manchester,  E.) :  I  think  that  any  hon. 

Member  who  has  been  present  in  the 

House  during  the  last  hour    must  feel 

that  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  Debate  is 
thoroughly  justified.  Two  gentlemen 
only  have  spoken  from  the  quarter  of 
the  House  from  which  the  Bill  proceeds, 
and  neither  of  them  have  thought  it 
necessary  to  explain  the  provisions  of 
the  measure.  I  think  we  are  entitled  to 
have  a  complete  and  full  explanation 
from  hon.  Members  who  support  it.  I 
know  that  on  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment it  would  be  out  of  order  to  discuss- 
the  Bill  itself,  and  that  the  only  question 
we  can  discuss  is  whether  the  Motion  is 
justifiable  or  not,  and  ought  to  be 
accepted  by  the  House.  We  are 
certainly  entitled  to  some  explanation  of 
a  Bill  which  seeks  to  dispose  of  a 
million  and  a  half  of  money,  and,  there- 
fore, I  think  that  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.    Friend  is  absolutely  justified. 

Question  put. 

(1.43.)  The  House  divided: — Ayes 
68 ;  Noes  94.— (Div.  List,  No.  82.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Mr.  Parnell  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put;"  but  Mr.  Speaker  withheld 
his  assent,  and  declined  then  to  put 
that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

•(1.55.)  Mr.  SMITH  BARRY  (Hunts, 
S.)  :  I  am  very  much  disinolined  to  vote 
against  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  seeing  that 
it  is  a  Bill  which  deals  with  so  im- 
portant a  subject,  and  a  Bill  which  pro- 
fesses   to  improve  the  houses    of    th» 
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agricultural  labourers  of  Ireland  I 
have  always  been,  and  I  think  all 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  hare  always  been, 
in  favour  of  bringing  about  some  im- 
provement in  the  condition  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourers.  I  have  certainly 
myself  done  everything  I  could,  ever 
since  I  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
management  of  Irish  estates,  to  improve 
the  condition  of  the  labouring  classes. 
In  the  very  Union  of  Tipperary,  which 
has  been  referred  to,  1  built  100  houses. 
[An  Irish  Member  :  And  put  a  rack- 
rent  apon  them.]  Those  houses  are  still 
occupied  by  a  contented  and  thriving 
agricultural  population.  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  has  referred  to  those  houses ; 
I  am  glad  that  he  takes  such  an  interest 
in  the  labourer  and  his  horticultural  pur- 
suits ;  and  so  far  as  the  geraniums  he 
mentioned  are  concerned,  I  can  only  say 
that  they  were  presented  to  the  labourers 
by  my  own  agent  at  the  end  of  the 
season.  The  reason  why  the  provisions 
of  the  Labourers'  Act  have  not  been  more 
largely  made  available  in  Ulster  is  that 
it  has  been  the  fault  of  the  tenant- 
formers,  who  are  the  elected  members  of 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland. 
What  I  maintain  is,  that  the  *  landlords 
have  done  far  more  to  help  in  the  build- 
ing of  houses  in  Ireland,  under  the 
Labourers'  Act,  than  the  tenant-farmers. 
In  the  winter  of  1884-5,  after  the  first 
Labourers'  Act  was  passed,  I  made  an 
offer  to  the  Tipperary  Board  of  Guardians 
to  present  a  piece  of  land  which  would 
supply  from  10  to  20  different  sites,  on 
the  condition  that  the  farmers,  on  whose 
land  the  cottages  were  to  be  built,  were 
content  to  forego  any  payment  on  their 
part  for  their  interest  in  the  land.  The 
Board  of  Guardians  accepted  the  offer, 
and  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  Ennis  did 
me  the  honour  of  voting  a  vote  of  thanks 
to  me.  I  do  not  think  that,  under  the 
altered  circumstances  of  the  present  day, 
any  Board  of  Guardians  in  the  *  South  of 
Ireland  would  venture  to  pass  a  vote  of 
thanks  to  me.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  my 
offer  came  to  nothing,  because  the  tenant- 
farmers  did  not  look  upon  the  matter  in 
the  same  light  that  I  did.  They  were 
by  no  means  disposed  to  grant  facilities 
for  the  erection  of  labourers'  cottages  on 
the  condition  that  they  were  to  forego 
their  share  of  the  price.  The  proposal 
contained  in  the  present  Bill   is  that  a 


very  large  sum  of  money  shall  be  devoted 
to  the  purposes  of  supplementing  the 
Agricultural  Labourers'  Act.  It  is  a  very 
important  Bill,  and  it  deals  with  a  very 
important  subject.  So  for  as  I  can  see,, 
it  seems  to  be  a  Bill  which  has  been 
fairly  drafted,  and  which  proposes  to  deal 
with  the  subject  in  a  proper  and  straight- 
forward manner.  But  we  have  had  no 
explanation  of  the  Bill,  and  without  an 
explanation  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
vote  for  it,  especially  as  the  reason  for 
introducing  the  measure  seems  to  be  the 
desire  to  upset  the  large  measure  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  This  Bill 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  on  the  12th  of 
February,  but  it  is  evident  that  the 
figures  which  it  contains  have  been  in- 
serted from  the  Government  measure, 
and,  therefore,  I  am  not  prepared 
to  support  the  Bill,  because  I  re- 
gard it  simply  as  an  attempt 
to  destroy  the  more  important  measure 
of  the  Government  for  the  disposal  of 
the  Irish  Church  surplus.  Whatever 
the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  Govern- 
ment proposal  may  be — and  I  am  by  no 
means  inclined  to  bless  the  Bill  in  every 
respect — I  must  say  that  that  part  of  it 
which  proposes  to  deal  with  the  con- 
gested districts  appears  to  be  the  best, 
the  most  comprehensive,  and  the  most 
genuine  attempt  which  has  been  made  in 
our  time  to  deal  with  a  most  burning 
question.  Upon  these  grounds  I  shall 
vote  for  the  Amendment. 

(2.15.)  Colonel  S  A  UNDER  SON 
(Armagh,  N.) :  From  the  condition  of 
the  Benches  opposite  one  would  not  be 
led  to  imagine  that  this  is  a  question  of 
much  importance  to  the  Nationalist 
Party  in  Ireland.  I  know  that  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
arrogate  to  themselves  the  representa- 
tion of  the  Irish  people;  but  when  a 
question  arises  which  concerns  the 
condition  of  the  Irish  labourer  the  appeal 
for  a  verification  of  their  statements  is 
made  to  empty  benches.  If  we  desire 
to  learn  the  true  meaning  of  the  Bill 
before  the  House,  I  think  we  might  learn 
it  from  the  singular  fact  that  the  leader 
of  the  Nationalist  Party,  who  declares 
that  he  takes  a  great  interest  in  the 
welfare  of  the  Irish  people,  did  not  even 
take  the  trouble  to  listen  to  the  opening 
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of  the  Debate,  but  rushed  into  the  House 
with  great  activity  after  the  Debate  had 
progressed  for  some  time  to  move  that 
the  Question  be  now  put,  and  when  the 
Speaker  declined  to  put  it  rushed  out 
again.     It  is  another  singular  fact  that 
the  Bill  was  not  printed  until  after  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  discovered 
the  fact  that  there  was  an  Irish  Church 
surplus.     In  fact,-  many  of  us  doubted, 
before   we    learned  the   fact  from   my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary, 
that  there  was  any  considerable  surplus 
at  all.     And  hon.  Members  below  the 
♦Gangway  refrained  from   inserting  any 
figure  in  their  Bill  until  they  ascertained 
the   actual  amount  of  the  surplus  and 
the  object  to  which  it  was  proposed  to  be 
•devoted  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
As  soon  as  they  made  the  discovery  they 
proposed  to  relieve  the  Chief  Secretary 
of  this  sum  of  £  1,500,000,  to   take  it 
•away  from  the  object  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  in  view,  and  to  apply  it  to 
objects  which,  in  themselves,  are  admir- 
able, but  which  would  have  the  effect,  if 
this  Bill  were  adopted,  of  preventing  the 
solution   of    one   of    the   most   difficult 
problems  of  Irish  life.     The  Bill  of  the 
Government  is  a  great  measure.     In  its 
object  I  cordially  agree,  although  1  object 
to    many  of  its  details.     At  the   same 
time,  I  believe  it  is  a  measure  which,  in 
the  future,  will  largely  result  in  knocking 
the  bottom  out  of  the  agitation  which 
for  so  long  a  period  has  destroyed  the 
beet  hope  of  securing  the  peace  of  my 
•country.     So  far  as  I   am   concerned  I 
shall  vote  against  this  Bill,  not  because  I 
disapprove  of  its  object,  but  because  I 
•disapprove  of  the  spirit  with  which  it 
has   been   brought  forward.      Anybody 
who   knows    anything   of    Ireland   will 
admit  that  a  great  social  revolution  has 
been  taking  place  in  that  country.     It  is 
now  proposed  to  settle  the  difficulty  by 
.substituting   one  class  of   landlord   for 
another.     I  deny  that  it  would  do  so.    A 
majority  of    the  Irish   people   are    not 
tenants,  but  belong  to  the  working  class ; 
•and  I  am  persuaded  that  until  a  measure 
•of    large   generosity    is   brought  in   to 
deal      with      the     condition      of      the 
working   classes,    there  will  always  be 
a   rankling  wound    left   which   will   be 
&>    source      of      continual     discontent, 
in  fomenting  which  any  mercenary   or 
truculent  agitator  will  find  a  market  for 
Cohriel  tiaunderson 


his  wares.     I  maintain  that  there  is   no 
tenantry  on  the  face  of  the  land  which 
has  ever  been  treated  with  such  generosity 
as  the    Irish    tenants,    although   I    am 
prepared  to  admit  that  at  the  same  time 
very     little    has    been     done    for    the 
labourers  and  the   working  classes      In 
using    the    word   "  generosity "    it  has 
always  struck  me  when   I  hear  English 
statesmen  descant  upon  the  condition  of 
Ireland,    and  see    tears  dimming    their 
eyes,  that  when  they  desire  to  wipe  those 
tears  away  they  always  use  the   pocket- 
handkerchief  at  the  expense  of  the  Irish 
landlord.     I  should  certainly   prefer  to 
find  that  their  sympathy  is  manifested  at 
their  own  expense.     When  I  find  a  Bill 
of  this  kind  introduced  into  Parliament, 
which  proposes  to  be  generous  to    the 
working  men  of  Ireland  at  the  expense 
of  the  congested  districts  of  the  South, 
I  confess   that  I  very  much  doubt  the 
boirn  fides  of  the  action  of  hon.  Members 
opposite.      I    am    sorry    that    on    this 
occasion  we  have  not  had  the   benefit  of 
their  voluminous  eloquence.     The    hon. 
Member    for  North    Cork   (Mr.   Flynn) 
caught   your  eye,  Sir,    before    you  left 
the    Chair.       Where  was  he,  Sir,  when 
yon    came    back  ?     I  am  unable  to  say. 
He   was   certainly    not  in  his  place  to 
ex }  lain    the     provisions    of    this     Bill. 
Under   the   Bill  of   Her  Majesty's   Go- 
vernment  they   propose    not    to  sweep 
away  landlords,   but  to  substitute   one 
class  of  landlords  for  another.     I  chal- 
lenge anyone  who  is    acquainted     with 
the  conditions  of  Irish  life  to  deny  that 
the     life   and    social    condition    of  the 
labourer  in  that  country  are  infinitely 
better  on   the  estates    of     large    land- 
lords than  on  the  smaller  estates.     Has 
any  Member  of  the  Party  opposite  built 
a  hundred  labourers*  cottages  at  his  own 
expense,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Hunts  has  done  ?     I  am  aware  that  you 
are  building  a  new  town  at  Tipperary ; 
but  I  fancy  that  that  is  at  the  expense  of 
the  inhabitants.     I  should  like  to  know 
if  you  have   improved  the  condition  of 
the  Irish  labourer  in  any  way,  whether 
you  have  not  made  a  tool  of  him,  and 
whether  the  suffering  that  ought  pro- 
perly to  have  fallen   on  the  shoulders 
of  agitators  has  not  been  borne  by  him  f 
I  challenge   contradiction    when    I  say 
that  the  condition  of  the  labourer  on  a 
large  estate  is  a  thousandfold   more  pre- 
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ferable  to  the  condition  of  the  labourer 
under  the  small  farmer.  Now,  you  pro- 
pose to  sweep  away  the  present  Irish 
landlords.  ["  No."]  Hon.  Members  say 
"  No ; "  but  an  Irish  landlord  must  have 
money  to  live  in  Ireland.  ["Hear, 
hear !  "]  Yes ;  the  Irish  landlord  does 
not  possess  that  facility  for  living  with- 
out money  which  distinguishes  other 
people.  It  seems  that  these  Irish  land- 
lords are  now  for  the  first  time  discovered 
by  hon.  Members  opposite  to  be  so  neces- 
sary to  the  welfare,  the  prosperity,  and 
the  progress  of  Ireland  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  has  come  forward  and 
informed  us  that  he  is  far  from  desiring 
to  banish  the  Irish  landlords,  and  has 
found  fault  with  the  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  ground  that  it  will  have 
•that  effect.  I  want  now  to  point  out 
what  the  condition  of  the  labourers  will 
be  when  the  landlords  are  gone.  It  is 
proposed  to  establish  another  set  of  land- 
lords of  a  much  smaller — of  a  micro- 
scopical character.  I  ask,  whether  it  is 
not  the  truth  that  the  Irish  labourers 
on  estates  of  12  or  30  acres  will  be  far 
more  unhappy  and  more  devoid  of  the 
necessaries  and  the  comforts  of  life  than 
those  engaged  upon  the  present  larger 
estates?  I  am  not  in  favour  of 
<loing  away  with  the  present  land- 
lords, but  I  am  in  favour  of,  and  will 
support  to  the  best  of  my  ability,  any 
proposal  of  the  Government  to  deal  with 
iihe  question  of  the  Irish  labourers  in  a 
'measure  of  a  far  more  comprehensive 
character,  which  will  have  the  effect  of 
showing  us  that  the  generosity  of  Great 
Britain  to  Ireland  is  not  always  to  be 
vicarious,  but  that  she  will  put  her  hand 
into  her  own  pocket  and  show  the  Irish 
people  that  their  gratitude  in  the  future 
should  not  be  founded  on  gifts  from  the 
packets  of  the  Irish  landlords,  but  from 
the  pockets  of  the  British  people. 

(2.35.)  Sir  C.  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.)  :  I 

am  sorry  that  on  the  present  occasion  I 

shall  not  be  able  to  vote  either  for  the 

Bill  or  the  Amendment,  and  I  will  give 

my  reasons  for  the  attitude  I  take  up.     I 

have  long  held,  and  still  hold,  the  opinion 

that  Irish  land  legislation  has  taken  a 

wrong  direction,  and  that  we  are  now 

proceeding  to  such  an  extent  in  relieving 
£he  tenant  that  we  not  only  give  away 


the  property  of  other  people,  but  destroy 
the  opportunity  of  giving  assistance  to 
other  classes  who  deserve  it  as  much,  if 
not  more.  I  believe  that  when  the 
history  of  this  period  comes  to  be  written 
in  the  light  of  events,  it  will  be  seen 
that  we  have  been  distributing  gifts  to 
the  tenants  to  an  inordinate  degree.  As 
regards  the  Ulster  tenants,  though  they 
have  many  complaints  and  grievances, 
I  believe  that,  as  compared  with  the 
labourers,  they  have  everything  given  to 
them.  They  have  been  favoured,  whilst 
the  labourers  have  been  entirely  neg- 
lected, and  deserted  even,  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  I  know  what  the 
condition  of  the  Ulster  labourer  is,  and 
I  know  that  he  can  be  represented  as 
living  in  a  miserable  house  that  is  not 
sufficient  to  shelter  him.  The  labourer 
has  been  neglected  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  because  his  vote  has  not  been 
thought  of  much  importance.  I  believe 
that  the  class  of  labourers  has  been  dis- 
gracefully neglected  by  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  the  Chief  Secretary  will 
forgive  me  if  I  say  that  I  have  endea- 
voured to  call  the  serious  attention  of 
the  Government  to  this  matter  as  an  evil 
which  is  looming  closely  in  the  future. 

Mr.  PINKERTON  (Galway) :  Since 
you  left  Derry  ? 

Sir  C.  LEWIS  :  That  seems  to  me  to 
be  about  as  inane  an  interruption  as 
could  be  made.  This  is  a  matter  which 
does  not  depend  upon  a  particular 
constituency,  but  is  one  of  public  im- 
portance.    It  has  been  said  that  this  Bill 

interferes  with  the  measure  of  the 
Government.  I  do  not  sympathise  with 
that  measure.  I  believe  that  we  have 
already  given  the  farmers  enough,  and 
that  we  are  going  in  the  wrong  direction ; 
but  that  is  not  any  reason  for  supporting 
hon.  Members  opposite  in  an  attempt,  by 
a  side-wind,  to  take  away  the  funds 
which  the  Government  propose  to  em- 
ploy. Reading  between  the  lines,  and 
seeing  the  conduct  of  hon.  Members  who 
support  this  Bill,  it  is  plain  that  they  do 
not  want  so  much  to  see  the  Bill  dis- 
cussed, and  its  principle  carried  out,  as 
to  give  a  stab  in  the  side  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  checkmating 
the  measure  which  the  Government  have 
proposed.     I  do  not  say  that   there   is 
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anything    very     objectionable     in     the 
general  provisions  of  the  Bill  to  satisfy 
the  necessity  there  is  for  altering  the 
mechanism  of  the   existing  Labourers' 
Act;    but    I   think   we   ought   to  give 
the     Government    another    opportunity 
of     dealing     with     this     question     on 
broad    lines.      I    maintain    that     the 
Church  surplus  is  not  a  fit  fund    for 
either  this  purpose  or  that  for  which 
the  Government  propose  to  use  it,  both 
of  them  being  totally  different  objects 
from   that  for  which  it  was  originally 
provided.     While,  therefore,  I  acknow- 
ledge  that  this  question  is  of  serious, 
stirring,  and  immediate  importance,  I 
contend  that  both  parties  are  in  fault, 
and  while  I  will  take  no  part  in  the  Go- 
vernment Bill,  I  am  not  going  to  create  a 
false  issue  by  giving  away  the  Church 
surplus  as  proposed  in  this  Bill  without 
proper  safeguards.     I  quite  concur  with 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  with  regard  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the   Labourers'  Acts.     I  have 
read  resolutions  published  in  the  acknow- 
ledged organs  of  the  Nationalist  Party, 
distinctly  prohibiting  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians from  taking  any  part  in  assisting 
labourers  who  are  not  of  the  true  blue 
Nationalist  creed.     What  is  wanted  is  an 
untainted    body    to    administer     these 
Acts;  a  body  free  from  terrorism  and 
intimidation.     The  Boards  of  Guardians 
who  have  to  administer  these  Acts  are, 
as    these    resolutions    show,     under    a 
system  of  terrorism,  which  prevents  them 
from  using  their  discretion  in  selecting 
the  sites,  and  the  labourers  who  are  to 
have  the  cottages.     I  cannot  vote  against 
this  Bill,  because  its  object  is  one  which 
I  desire   to  see  accomplished;  but  its 
mechanism  is  useless  for  the  purpose, 
the  use  of  the  Church  Fund  is  objection- 
able,  and  the   Bill  is  directed    to   the 
express  purpose  of  doing  injury  to  the 
proposal  of    the    Government,    and    I, 
therefore,  will  not  vote  for  it. 

*(2.48.)  Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  sup- 
pose the  House  will  expect  to  hear  from 
this  Bench  on  the  subject  of  what  I  had 

been  going  to  call  the  Debate,  though  that 
term  is  inappropriate,  because,  if  my 
memory  serves  me  right,  the  speeches 
which  we  had  from  the  fathers  and  god- 
fathers of  the  Bill  took  up  precisely  10 
minutes  of  our  time 
Sir  C.  Lewis 


An   hon.    Member:  That  is  a  novel 
complaint. 

•Mr.  A.   J.  BALFOUR;  Yes;  and  I 
shall  have  to  dwell  upon  the  novelty  of 
it  directly.     The  hon.  Member  for  King's 
County  delivered  a  speech  that  was  brief 
but  not  pregnant. 

An  hon.  Member  :  You  were  not  here. 

•Mr.    A.    J.    BALFOUR:    The    hon. 

Member's  speech,  I  understand,  had  very 

little  to  do  with  the  Bill.     I  believe  it 

occupied  about  five  minutes  of  our  time* 

He   was   immediately  followed   by  the 
Member  for  South  Tipperary,  who  took 
up  another  five  minutes.     And  did  he- 
devote  that  five  minutes  to  explaining 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill?    Not  at  all. 
He  devoted  them  to  giving  an  account 
of  the  efforts  he  had  made  to  stimulate 
the  growth  of  geraniums  in  the  windows 
of  the  cottages  that  had  been  built  under 
the  Labourers'  Act  in  his  constituency. 
And  having  done  that,  he  did  not  devote 
any  part  of  that  rich  eloquence,  which 
on  the  subject  of  the  Liquor  Trade  is  not 
usually  found  to  flow  by  any  means  in  a 
thin  and  niggard  stream  from  him,  to  the 
substance  of  the  Bill  before  us.  He  devoted 
no  more    than    five  minutes   to   a  Bill 
which  proposes  to  take  the  whole  of  the 
National  funds  of  the  Church  surplus 
and  devote  them  to  the  amelioration  of 
the  labouring  class  in  Ireland.     More- 
over, during  a   discussion  which  deals 
with    funds    of    that   importance,    and 
with  the  interests  of  the  labourers  of 
Ireland,  the  House  has  not  been  favoured 
with  the  presence  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  of  a  single  representative  of  the 
late  Government,  unless   the   stray  ap- 
pearance from  time  to  time  of  one  or 
two  gentlemen  who  act  as  Whips  to  that 
Party,  and  who  look  in  now  and  again 
to  see  how  the  Debate  is  going  on,  may 
be  deemed  to  represent  them.     That  is  a 
very  interesting    and  remarkable   fact. 
An  hon  Member  interrupted  me  just  now 
when    I    remarked    that    to-day    Irish 
rhetoric  does  not  seem  to  flow  in  the  abun- 
dant stream  that  is  usually  noticeable 
when  matters  of  such  small  importance 
are  under  discussion.    The  hon.  Member 
said  that  was  a  novel  complaint.  And  so  it 
is,  because  this  is  a  very  unusual  occur- 
rence.    During  the  1 5  or  1 6  years  I  have- 
been  in  the  House  I  have  never  known. 
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it  necessary  to  make  the  complaint  be- 
fore. [Cries  of  "  Question  !  "]  This  cer- 
tainly is  the  question.  As  a  rule,  when 
the  judgment  of  the  House  is  sought  in 
favour  of  a  Bill  it  is  made  to  depend,  as 
far  as  possible,  on  the  arguments  in 
favour  of  the  measure  ;  but  in  this  case 
hon.  Members  opposite  have  apparently 
not  thought  it  worth  while  to  advance 
-any  arguments  in  support  of  the  BilL 
About  this  time  last  year  a  whole  Wed- 
nesday was  spent  by  Irish  Members  in 
•discussing  how  some  of  their  colleagues 
who  had  had  the  misfortune  to  be  put  in 
prison  should  be  lodged  and  treated  ; 
but  how  the  labourers  of  Ireland 
are  to  be  lodged  appears  to  be 
-a  subject  of  comparatively  little  interest 
to  them.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Antrim  announced  his  intention  of  voting 
for  the  measure ;  but  the  only  reason  he 
gave  for  that  was  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  would  destroy  certain 
provisions  of  another  measure  which  has 
been  read  a  second  time,  which  provi- 
sions do  not  meet  with  his  approval. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY:  I  do  not 
think  I  said  that.  I  said  I  approved 
f  the  method  of  allocating  the 
money  in  this  Bill,  which  I  said  had 
not  been  explained  very  fully,  and  that 
I  thought  it  would  facilitate  the  work- 
ing of  the   Labourers'  Acts  already  in 

existence.  I  am  perfectly  free  to  vote 
for  any  allocation  of  the  £1,500,000  of 
the  Church  Surplus  Fund,  as  I  have 
not  supported  the  Government  mea- 
sure. 

•Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  quite  under- 
stand the  hon.  Gentleman's  position; 
but  I  think  he  will  not  deny  that 
his  speech  implied  that  this  Bill,  if 
•carried,  would    not  have   the  effect  of 

stimulating  the  Local  Authorities  in 
Ulster  or  anywhere  else  in  spending 
money  in  building  cottages  under  the 
Labourers'  Cottages  Acts. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY :  What  I  said  was 

-that  there  was  no  provision  in  the  Bill, 

as  at  present  drafted,  which  would  enable 

the  labourers  to  secure  a  more  efficient 
working  of  the  Acts  than  there  is  at  pre- 
sent, and  that  in  Committee  I  should 


endeavour  to  carry  Amendments  which 
I  have  proposed  on  previous  occasions. 

•Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  Therefore,  I 
am  correct  in  saying  that  the  Bill,  as  it 
stands,  does  not  appear  to  my  hon. 
Friend  to  contain  any  guarantee  that  the 
Local  Authorities  will  exercise  the 
powers  given  under  the  old  Labourers' 
Acts  in  a  more  public-spirited  manner 
than  they  do  at  present.  My  hon. 
Friend  will  admit  that  unless  the  Local 
Authorities  do  use  the  powers  given 
them  under  the  Act,  which  expires  next 
year,  it  would  be  in  vain  that  we  should 
give  them  the  Church  Surplus  Funds  to 
aid  their  operations.  But  after  my  hon. 
Friend's  explanation  I  acquit  him  of 
using,  or  endeavouring  to  use,  this  Bill 
as  a  means  of  embarrassing  the  Govern- 
ment in  their  conduct  of  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Bill.  But  I  do  not  suppose  I  need 
extend  the  same  charitable  interpretation 
to  the  action  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
And  I  suppose  hon.  Members  opposite 
will  not  deny  that  the  chief  interest 
they  take  in  *  this  Bill  is  not  so  much  to 
benefit  the  Irish  labourer  as  to  embarrass 
the  Government  with  regard  to  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill.  They  are  now  deliberately 
going  to  vote  to  mortgage  the  Church 
surplus  for  a  purpose  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  openly  declared 
it  ought  not  to  be  applied,  for  he  said  the 
other  day  that  it  should  be  applied  to 
educational  purposes  only.  [Mr.  Dillon 
assented.]  The  hon.  Member  assents  to 
that  interpretation,  and,  therefore,  some- 
thing must  have  occurred  between  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Land  Bill  and 
to-day  to  persuade  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site that  the  teachers  in  Ireland  do  not 
want  the  money,  and  that  the  labourers 
ought  to  have  it.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Antrim  complained 
that  nothing  has  been  done  for  the 
labourers  of  Ireland,  and  said  very  truly 
that  the  course  of  legislation  during  the 
last  10  years  has  been  to  give  advan- 
tages, rightly  or  wrongly,  at  the  expense 
of  the  public  or  of  the  landlords  to  the 
tenants.  But  when  he  said  that  nothing 
has  been  done,  or  is  being  done,  for  the 
labourers  of  Ireland,  he  cannot  have  had 
before  him  the  full  figures  relating  to  the 
steps  that  have  been  taken  in  their  in- 
terest. According  to  the  last  Reports, 
which  will  very  shortly  be  in  the  hands 
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of  hon.  Members,  it  appears  that  the 
Treasury  has  already  sanctioned  loans  to 
the  amount  of  £1,098,772.  1  also  find 
that  if  the  wholo  of  the  schemes  which 
have  been,  or  are  about  to  be,  submitted 
to  the  Local  Government  Board,  esti- 
mated at  about  £400,000  more,  are  con- 
sidered, it  will  be  seen  that  £1,500,000, 
within  a  few  thousands,  has  been 
applied,  or  shortly  will  be  applied, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  labourers  of 
Ireland.  It  cannot  be  maintained 
by  any  section  of  the  House  that 
that  is  a  trifling  or  an  insignificant  sum. 
An  hon.  Member  has  regretted  that  the 
question  of  dealing  with  the  labourers  of 
Ireland  should  have  been  left  to  private 
Members;  but  the  benefits  proposed  to  be 
given  to  the  labourers  of  Ireland  under 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill  have  not  been 
fully  recognised.  I  should  probably  be 
out  of  order  in  now  discussing  the  pro- 
visions of  that  measure,  yet  it  is  relevant 
to  the  Debate  that  I  should  remind  the 
House  of  what  they  are.  Under  those 
provisions  one-eighth  of  all  the  annuities 
payable  on  purchase  under  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill  will  be  given  to  supply 
labourers'  cottages  in  parts  of  the  country 
where  they  are  most  required,  and  I  find 
tliat  the  sum  thus  available  for  the 
purpose  will  be  no  less  than  between 
£75,000  and  £79,000  a  year;  whereas 
the  entire  sum  available  under  the 
present  Bill,  and  that  probably  subject  to 
a  large  reduction,  cannot  be  estimated  at 
more  than  £40,000  or  £45,000  a  year ; 
so  that  the  boon  intended  to  be  given  for 
the  Irish  labourers,  the  sum  to  be 
granted  for  the  building  of  labourers' 
cottages  in  Ireland  by  the  Land  Purchase 
Bill  when  it  comes  into  operation,  is 
nearly  double  that  which  the  present 
Bill  proposes  to  give.  In  reality,  if  the 
Bill  passes  and  becomes  fully  operative, 
it  will  do  far  more  for  the  object  this 
Bill  professes,  on  the  face  of  it,  to  have 
in  view — the  better  housing  of  the 
labouring  classes  in  Ireland.  Though 
that  is  its  professed  object  the  Bill  is  as 
much  intended  to  give  relief  to  Local 
Authorities.  The  House  is  probably  not 
aware  that  the  Bill  is  retrospective  in  its 
operation.  It  is  intended  to  supply  half 
the  cost  not  only  of  labourers'  cottages 
which  have  been  built,  but  also  of  those 
which  may  be  built,  so  that,  of  the 
£1,500,000  the  Bill  would  deal  with, 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


£750.000  would  go  from  this  National 
Fund  not  for  national  purposes  and  not 
for  labourers'  cottages,  but  simply  and 
solely  to  recoup  those  Unions  which  hava 
already  spent  borrowed  money  under 
the  Labourers'  Act.  I  think  this  fact 
alonj  will  be  sufficient  to  show  the 
House  the  hypocritical  nature  of  the 
Bill,  and  those  who  advocate  it  on 
the  ground  of  using  the  Church 
Surplus  Fund  for  the  benefit  of  agri- 
cultural labourers,  either  do  not  know 
the  contents  of  the  Bill,  or  are  de- 
liberately bringing  it  in  under  false  pre- 
tences. The  House  will  see  that  merely 
comparing  the  two  schemes,  the  scheme 
we  have  brought  forward  in  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill  for  the  benefit  of  the* 
labourers  with  the  scheme  in  the  present 
Bill  for  the  same  object,  while  the  latter 
would  provide  at  the  most  £20,000  a 
year,  our  proposal.,  should  it  come  into 
full  operation,  would  provide  £75,000  a 
year.  But  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Antrim  (Mr.  Macartney) 
suggests  the  proposals  in  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill  may  not  come  into  operation 
in  some  parts  of  Ireland,  and  so  provision- 
may  not  everywhere  be  made  for  building 
cottages.  But  granting  that,  it  is  to  be 
observed  that  the  part  of  Ireland  where 
it  appears  the  Labourers'  Act  has  been 
least  taken  advantage  of  is  Ulster, 
and,  by  universal  admission,  what- 
ever may  be  thought  of  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill  in  other  parts  of  Ireland, 
in  Ulster  it  is  received  with  great 
favour,  and  I  do  not  doubt  that  the 
amount  authorised  to  be  borrowed  in 
Ulster  will  be  fully  taken  up  at  no 
very  distant  date  in  the  various  coun- 
ties there.  Take  Antrim  for  instance,  the 
capitalised  value  of  the  sum  available 
for  land  purchase  would  be  £1,426,650, 
and  the  annual  amount  available  for 
building  cottages,  should  land  purchase 
go  on  in  Antrim,  would  be  £3,500,  or, 
capitalised,  over  £100,000.  What  is  true 
of  Antrim  applies  to  a  similar  extent  to 
every  county  in  Ulster  and  elsewhere 
where  land  purchase  takes  place.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  sums  available 
will  be  taken  advantage  of,  and  that  the 
labourers  will  have  a  fair  share  of  benefits 
proposed  to  be  conferred  on  the  country 
by  Imperial  credit.  One  hon.  Friend  of 
mine  has  dilated  on  the  injustice  of 
using  for  class  purposes  a  fund  intended, 
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to  be  used  for  the  whole  of  Ireland.  He 
said  we  ought  not  to  devote  this  sum  of 
£1,500,000,  intended  to  be  a  fund  for 
the  national  advantage,  to  the  benefit  of 
a  particular  class  of  farmers.  Of  course 
I  admit  that,  in  one  sense  of  the  word, 
the  tenants  in  the  congested  district  are 
farmers,  but  they  are  not  farmers  in  the 
English  sense  of  the  word,  and  1  am 
disposed  to  think  whatever  their  legal 
tenure  may  be,  they  ought  to  be  regarded 
by  this  House  rather  as  distressed 
labourers  than  as  impoverished  farmers. 
I  have  often  said  they  ought  to  be  regarded 
as  labourers,  with  allotments.  A  large 
number  of  them  do  eke  out  their  .living 
by  labour  in  England  and  Scotland,  and 
some,  I  believe,  even  by  labour  in 
America,  while  others  make  a  living 
partially  by  the  cultivation  of  their  allot- 
ments, and  largely  by  fishing  and  other 
local  industries.  They  are  labourers  in 
the  strict  sense  of  the  word,  whatever 
their  legal  standing  may  be,  and 
thinking,  as  we  do,  that  money  may  be 
devoted  to  the  welfare  of  the  labouring 
class  in  Ireland,  then  it  cannot  be 
denied  that,  go  where  you  will, 
you  can  find  no  section  of  the 
labouring  population  more  deserving  or 
more  requiring  assistance,  or  who  have  a 
greater  claim  on  this  National  Fund, 
than  the  poor  people  who  inhabit  these 
congested  districts  in  the  West. 
Therefore,  to  summarise  my  argument, 
this  Bill  is  not  so  much  a  Labourers' 
Belief  Bill  than  it  is  a  Local  Rates 
Belief  Bill ;  secondly,  it  is  a  far  worse 
scheme  for  the  labourers  of  Ireland,  far 
more  illiberal  in  amount  than  the  proposal 
in  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  I  introduced  the 
other  day  ;  and  let  the  House  notice  this, 
which  I  omitted  to  mention  before, 
though  it  is  a  most  important  considera- 
tion— if  this  Bill  passes  it  will  leave  it 
entirely  to  the  Local  Authorities  to 
determine  whether  a  single  sixpence  shall 
be  devoted  to  the  building  of  labourers' 
cottages  or  not.  The  Land  Purchase 
Bill  practically  compels  or  holds  out  in- 
ducements to  Local  Authorities,  in  my 
opinion,  of  a  far  more  stringent  charac- 
ter than  anything  to  be  found  in  this 
Bill.  Comparing,  therefore,  the  two 
Bills,  it  is  plain,  in  the  first  place,  that 
the  amount  of  money  under  this  Bill  is 
much  smaller  ;  in  the  second  place,  that 
the    inducement   to   Local    Authorities 
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is  not  so  great ;  in  the  third  place,  that 
part  of  the  money  professed  to  be 
devoted  to  the  purpose  is  merely  given 
to  Local  Authorities ;  in  the  fourth  place, 
that  you  leave  untouched  that  which 
is  not  a  local  but  a  national  calamity,  the 
condition  of  the  population  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Ireland.  These  are  reasons 
which,  I  think,  should  be  conclusive 
with  those  who  are  moved  by  considera- 
tion for  the  good  of  Ireland  as  a  whoje,. 
or  of  the  particular  class  of  Irish 
labourers.  We  all  know  that  the 
motives  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
condition  of  any  particular  class  in  Ire- 
land. Their  motives  may  be  laudable,, 
may  be  excellent,  but  the  motive  is  not 
benefit  to  the  labouring  class  in  Ireland. 
I  do  not  complain  of  their  motive.  They 
dislike  the  Land  Purchase  Bill,  and, 
finding  they  are  unable  to  defeat  that 
Bill  by  argument,  they  may  try  to  damage 
it  by  a  side  wind.  Let  them  do  that, 
but  do  not  let  them  pose  as  philan- 
thropists. They  are  wire-pullers,  and 
good  ones.  They  have  always  shown 
much  greater  aptitude  for  that  particular 
occupation  than  for  the  calling  of  philan- 
throphy,  of  which,  occasionally,  they 
make  such  loud  profession.  The 
object  of  hon.  Gentlemen  is  tolerably 
clear,  but  I  do  not  thiuk  it  is  likely  to 
be  successful  in  the  House  this  after- 
noon. But  whatever  that  decision  may 
be,  of  course  the  Government  will  cer- 
tainly not  regard  it  as  final,  or  in- 
deed of  any  significance  whatever. 
Even  if  the  Bill  is  carried,  which 
I  venture  to  think  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  hardly  anticipate,  let  me  point 
out  that  the  £1,500,000  the  Bill  proposes 
to  take  is  already  taken,  or  will  be  taken, . 
by  the  Laud  Purchase  Bill,  and  this  Bill 
becomes  a  dead  letter.  There  is  only 
one  other  point,  and  that  relatively  a 
subsidiary  point  to  the  matter  before 
the  House.  The  Labourers'  Act  expires 
next  year,  and  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the 
Government  next  year  to  make  proposals 
for  dealing  with  the  iVtn.Mfld  mnhnblr 
for  reviewing  them^f^ome  shape  or 
other,  and  fchej^^  ^  the  time  for 
Amendmeiitj^  ^e  ^cfcto  be  considered. 
They  werj^ hrougnt  in  as  a  temporary 
measj|foriginaily,  they  were  extended 
to  SeJ?en  vears ;  we  have  had  that  length 
of     T li—o      o«A     the      Acts      will 
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expire  next  year,  and  then  will  be 
the  proper  and  legitimate  time  for 
the  Government  to  bring  forward 
their  own  proposals  for  amendment,  and 
for  hon.  Gentlemen  to  offer  what 
suggestions  they  may  think  right  for 
the  improvement  of  those  Acts.  [Inter- 
ruptions.'] I  am  sorry  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men do  me  the  injustice  of  supposing  I 
have  an  object  in  extending  my  remarks. 
Personally,  I  have  no  objection  to  a 
decision  of  the  House  being  taken,  for,  as 
I  have  said,  and  I  am  glad  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  repeating  it,  the  condi- 
tions under  which  this  so-called  Debate 
has  gone  on  has  deprived  it  absolutely  of 
all  significance,  and  no  significance  will 
be  attached  by  the  Government  to  the 
decision  the  House  may  come  to.  I 
think  every  one  of  the  considerations  I 
have  brought  before  the  House  is  deserving 
of  an  answer,  though  it  may  not  be  forth- 
coming. No  attempt  has  been  made 
to  meet  the  arguments,  but  every  man 
who  has  at  heart  an  improvement  in  the 
condition  of  the  inhabitants  on  the  West 
Coast  or  the  labourers  of  Ireland,  will 
not  hesitate  to  declare,  at  the  fitting  time, 
his  disapproval  of  the  attempt  made  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  under  the  guise 
of  benefiting  labourers  to  relieve  the  rates 
in  Irish  Unions. 

(3.15.)  Mb.  DILLON  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put." 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put  accordingly,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 

JURY    LAW  (IRELAND)   BILL— (No.  81.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

(3.20.)     Mb.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.) : 

This  Bill  deals  with  a  subject  to  which 

the  attention  of  the  House  has  often  been 

directed  in  various  ways.     It  has  often 

been  alleged  that  Irish  people  have  no 

respect  for  law  and  order,  and  the  pur- 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


pose  of  this  Bill,  shortly  stated,  is  to 
induce  that  respect  for  Jury  Law  which 
at  present  the  people  do  not  entertain. 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  will, 
no  doubt,  be  anxious  to  explain  the 
action  of  his  predecessor  in  office  in 
relation  to  a  celebrated  trial  last  October 
in  my  native  county  ;  so,  without  dilating 
at  length  on  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
I  will  merely  allude  to  that  trial  by 
way  of  illustration,  and  shortly  state  that 
the  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  give  prisoners 
in  Ireland  that  chance  of  fair  play  which, 
owing  to  the  action  of  the  Crown  prose- 
cutors, they  do  not  now  enjoy.  By  a 
practice  unknown  in  this  country,  a  very 
large  number  of  special  jurors  are  sum- 
moned for  the  trial  of  political  prisoners, 
and  thus,  at  Maryborough,  217  men  were 
summoned  as  jurors  for  the  trials  I 
have  mentioned,  all  men  rated  at  over 
£100,  and  of  these  217  only  66  were 
Catholics  or  Nationalists,  or  supposed  to 
have  any  sympathy  with  the  persons  on 
trial.  It  is  because  we  object  to  have 
the  law  brought  into  contempt  by  its 
administration  that  we  introduce  this 
Bill.  We  wish  the  people  to  have  con- 
fidence in  the  administration  of  the  law. 
We  have  as  much  respect  for  law  and 
order,  fairly  administered,  as  any  hon. 
Member  on  the  other  side,  but  I  think 
no  hon.  Member  can  justify  the  action 
taken  at  the  trial  of  the  Gweedore 
prisoners  at  Maryborough,  where  the 
whole  of  the  special  jury  panel 
were  summoned,  and  any  person  who 
was  suspected  of  any  sympathy  in 
politics  or  religion  with  the  people  on 
trial  was  ordered  to  stand  by.  The  jury 
did  not  contain  one  single  person  in 
the  same  condition  in  life  as  these 
Donegal  prisoners.  Such  circumstances 
as  these  bring  the  law  into  contempt,  ot 
only  in  Donegal  but  all  over  Ireland? 
How  can  any  Catholic  have  any  respect 
for  the  law  so  long  as  his  creed  is  con- 
sidered a  disqualification  for  serving  on 
a  jury,  and  he  is  subjected  to  what  is  an 
insult  in  open  Court?  The  Bill,  I  hope, 
will  be  read  a  second  time,  and  I  know 
the  effect  of  carrying  it  into  law  will  do 
much  to  make  the  law  respected,  and 
will  do  much  to  strengthen  the  union 
between  the  English  and  Irish  people, 
which  we  have  as  much  at  heart  as  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  call 
themselves  Unionists. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Mr.  Kilbride.) 

(3.24.)    Mb.  M.  HBALT  (Cork)  :  In 

seconding  the  Motion,  I  would  point  out 

that  the  Bill  is  only  a  return  to  the 
ancient  Constitutional  practice  prevailing 
both  in  England  and  Ireland.  In  the 
famous  Magna  Charta  it  was  declared 
that  a  person  arraigned  on  a  criminal 
charge  should  be  tried  by  a  jury  "  in- 
differently chosen,"  and  this  is  the  law 
which  nominally  is  supposed  to  prevail 
in  this  country  and  in  Ireland.  It  was 
found  at  one  time  that  the  Crown 
had  succeeded  in  evading  the  law  by 
exercising  an  unlimited  right  of  chal- 
lenge, and  accordingly,  some  500  or  600 
years  ago,  Parliament  solemnly  enacted 
that  the  Crown  should  have  no  right  of 
challenging  a  juryman  except  for  cause 
shown,  but  this  Act  the  Crown  evades 
by  exercising  the  right  to  order  a  person 
to  stand  by.  Nominally,  the  Crown 
prosecutors  do  not  challenge  jurors,  but 
really  they  do  by  calling  on  jurors  to 
stand  by.  They  exercise  this  right  of 
"  stand  aside  "  to  an  extraordinary  extent 
by  summoning  a  whole  panel,  and  I  have 
known  the  summons  extend  to  300 
persons.  In  cases  of  misdemeanour  a 
prisoner  has  six  challenges,  in  cases  of 
felony,  20  ;  but  the  Crown  has  practically 
unlimited  challenge  in  both;  so  that 
instead  of  the  trial  being  conducted  before 
12  jurymen  indifferently  chosen,  persons 
appear  before  12  jurymen  selected  by  the 
Crown.  We  are  solicitous  to  put  an  end 
to  this  state  of  things,  and  hence  we 
support  the  Second  Beading  of  this 
Bill. 

(3.26.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
fob  IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin 
University) :  The  hon.  Member  who 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill 
seemed  to  be  under  the  impression  when 
he  sat  down  that  I  would  rise  to  defend 
the  administration  of  the  law  in  Ire- 
land from  charges  he  did  not  make 
against  it.  Now,  I  do  not  think  any 
Member  of  the  House  would  expect  that 
anybody  charged  to  any  extent  with  the 
Administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland 
would  get  up  and  evolve  charges  from 
his  inner  consciousness  for  the  purpose 
of  demolishing  them.  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who    moved  and  seconded  the 
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Motion  for  the  Second  Reading  have  not 
thought  fit  to  formulate  charges  in  detail 
it  is  certainly  impossible  for  me  to 
imagine  them.  The  hon.  Member  who 
moved  the  Second  Reading  did  make 
allusion  to  a  specific  trial,  and  both  hon. 
Gentlemen  made  allusion  to  a  practice 
which  they  said  is  largely  exercised. 
The  hon.  Member  alluded  to  recent  trials 
in  a  county  with  which  I  understand  he 
is  connected,  trials  at  Maryborough.  It 
was  a  vague  and  general  statement,  and, 
before  referring  to  it,  I  should  like  to 
read  to  the  House  the  statement  of  an 
eminent  member  of  the  English  Bar  who 
attended  these  trials  for  purposes  of  ob- 
servation simply ;  and  I  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  I  wish  other  members 
of  the  English  Bar,  who  have  any  doubts 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  law  is 
administered  in  Ireland,  would  follow 
the  course  that  Mr.  Crompton  adopted. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  He  denies  it.]  I  will 
read  what  Mr.  Crompton  said.  Speak- 
ing at  the  annual  meeting  of  the  Irish 
Protestant  Home  Rule  Association,  held 
in  Dublin,  on  the  22nd  of  October,  1889, 
Mr.  Crompton  said : — 

* '  fle  had  attended  the  trial  at  Maryborough,'* 
— (it  was  the  case  of  Father  M'Fadden  and 
others) — "  this  week,  and  he  must  say  he  did 
not  complain  of  the  way  justice  was  adminis- 
tered by  the  learned  Judge,  or  of  the  way  in 
which  the  Protestant  jurors  acted.  So  far  as 
the  Judge  was  concerned,  he  (Mr.  Crompton) 
had  attended  thousands  of  trials,  and  he  never 
heard  a  criminal  trial  conducted  more  admir- 
ably, or  with  greater  power,  ability,  and  fair- 
ness, than  this  trial  was  conducted  by  Mr. 
Justice  Gibson.  He  thought  he  was  an  honour 
to  the  Irish  Bench  and  the  Irish  nation,  and  the 
only  regret  was  that  Mr.  Justice  Gibson  did 
not  join  the  Protestant  Home  Rule  Associa- 
tion. The  jury  appeared  to  have  done 
their  duty  fairly,  and  to  have  brought  in  a  ver- 
dict of  guilty  because  they  considered  there 
were  extenuating  circumstances  connected  with 
the  arrest  of  Father  M'Fadden  which  exas- 
perated the  people,  and,  in  the  eloquent 
words  of  the  MaoDermot,  'made  them 
mad.' " 

An  hon.  Gentleman  interrupted  me  by 
saying  that  Mr.  Crompton  afterwards 
denied,  or  modified  <  or  qualified  that 
statement.  He  did  nothing  of  the  kind. 
I  know  the  letter  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  referred.  He  did  not  deny 
or  qualify  his  testimony  as  to  the  conduct 
of  the  Judge  and  jury,  but  said  he  made . 
some  general  charges  in  relation  to  jury 
packing.   [Cheers.]     I  know  the  charges, 
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There  are  two  distinct  classes  of  charges    to  Dublin,  and  if  the  allegation  is  found, 


that  may  be  made.  You  may  make  a 
charge  against  a  certain  system,  and  you 
may  go  further,  and  say  that  system 
produces  practical  injustice.  I  deny  the 
existence  of  the  system  as  alleged  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — [Cries  of  "  Oh, 
oh !"] — and  before  I  sit  down,  I  shall  read 
testimony,  which,  I  think,  will  have  weight 
with  hon.  Gentlemen.  The  hon.  Member 
who  moved  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill 
said  that  no  Catholic  could  have  respect 
for  the  law,  because  his  religion  was  used 
as  a  means  of  insulting  him  in  Courts  of 
Justice.  I  give  the  most  categorical 
denial  to  the  suggestion  underlying  that 
statement  No  person  is  ordered  to 
stand  by  in  Ireland  on  account  of  his 
religion.  This  is  not  the  first  time  this 
House  has  heard  accusations  of  this 
kind,  and  this  is  not  the  first  Govern- 
ment against  which  accusations  of  this 
kind  have  been  made.  Similar  charges 
were  made  against  the  Administration 
of  Lord  Spencer,  but  what  has  Lord 
Spencer  himself  said  ?  I  should  not 
think  of  producing  Lord  Spencer  as  a 
witness  if  the  speech  from  which  I  desire 
to  quote  were  one  delivered  by  him 
during  the  time  he  was  administering 
the  law  of  Ireland  with  firmness  and 
with  success.  But  the  speech  from 
which  I  am  about  to  make  an  extract 
was  made  in  other  days,  and  I  presume 
that,  in  his  present  state  of  mind,  Lord 
Spencer  will  be  accepted  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  as  a  credible  witness, 
particularly  in  a  matter  in  his  own 
personal  knowledge.  Speaking  at  the 
Eighty  Club,  on  the  8th  of  March,  1889, 
Lord  Spencer  referred  to  the  complaints 
of  the  prevalence  of  the  practice  called 
jury  packing  which  were  made  while  he 
was  responsible  for  the  Government  of 
Ireland.     He  said — 

"We  thought  we  had  done  away  with 
the  cry  in  Ireland,  this  painful  cry  of  packing 
juries ;  but  I  was  quite  mistaken.  I  found  in 
my  experience  later  in  Ireland  that  when  there 
were  cases  of  agrarian  or  political  moment 
which  created  much  excitement  among  people 
the  cry  was  again  raised,  and  1  will  just 
explain  how  it  came  about.  Some  of  you  may 
not  agree  with  me.  You  may  think  that  I  am 
not  giving  a  proper  version  of  affairs,  but 
what  happened  was  this — I  speak  of  Dublin, 
and  I  do  not  know  so  much  about  the  rest  of 
'  the  country—-" 

[Ironical   Opposition  cheers.]     Yes,  but 
complaints     were     made     in     relation 
.  Mr.  Madden 


on  the  testimony  of  Lord  Spencer,  to  be 
utteily  untrue  in  relation  to  Dublin  I  ask 
you  to  draw  the  same  inference  in  respect 
to  the  rest  of  the  country.  Lord  Spencer 
continued — 

"  In  Dublin  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Grown. 
when  the  panel  of  jurors  was  called  over,  con- 
sidered whether  there  were  any  publicans  on 
the  panel  or  farmers  who  lived  in  isolated 
districts.  I  do  not  think  I  shall  be  contradicted 
when  I  say  it  is  the  duty  of  the  law  officers  to 
see  that  no  absolutely  partial  person  is  on  the 
jury.  The  Grown  had  a  right  to  set  aside 
peremptorily  or  for  cause,  and  the  prisoners  to 
challenge  a  certain  number  of  jurors.  I  believe 
the  law  officer  would  not  be  doing  his  duty  if 
he  knowingly  left  on  the  jury  a  man  whom  he 
knew  would  give  a  verdict  independent  of  the 
facts.  It  was  the  habit  to  challenge  these  two 
classes,  and  the  reason  was  that  the  publicans 
were  put  in  such  an  invidious  position  with 
their  customers,  if  they  went  against  the  feeling 
of  their  customers,  and  did  their  duty.  The  same 
thing  occurred  with  regard  to  the  farmers  in 
any  district.  What  was  the  result  P  I  know, 
because  I  have  cross-examined  the  officers  on 
the  subject,  and  I  know  these  men  did  not 
challenge  because  a  man' was  a  Roman  Catholic. 
I  am  satisfied  that  the  law  officers  did  not 
challenge  and  set  men  aside  because  they  were 
Roman  Catholics ;  but  the  result  was  that,  as 
these  -  two  classes  were  invariably  Roman 
Catholics,  we  constantly  had  juries  in  Roman 
Catholic  districts  almost  wholly  made  up  of 
Protestants." 

[Ironical  cheers.']  Do  hon.  Gentlemen 
believe  Lord  Spencer  of  1889  or  not 
They  are  not  derisively  cheering  any 
statement  of  mine,  but  a  statement  o 
Lord  Spencer,  as  to  what  occurred  wheo 
he  was  Governor  of  Ireland,  in  regard  to 
matters  which  must  have  been  within, 
his  own  knowledge.  He  says  he  wa& 
satisfied,  from  inquiries  made  at  the  time,, 
that  no  person  was  challenged  because  of 
his  religion.  I  do  not  think  more 
important  testimony  on  the  subject 
could  possibly  be  adduced.  Let  me 
remind  the  House  that  the  accusation  of 
jury  packing  was  made  just  as  strongly 
and  vigorously  in  the  time  of  the  late 
Government,  and  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, on  the  26th  of  February,  1883,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Denbigh  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  said — 

"  He  was  able  to  give,  from  his  own  personal 
experience,  the  most  complete  contradiction  to- 
one  of  the  assertions  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  The  hon.  Member  had 
said  that  since  the  Grimes  Act  was  passed, 
juries  in  Ireland  could  not  be  trusted  to  exer- 
cise judicial  impartiality — that  trial  by  jury 
did   not  exist,    by    which   he   (Mr.  Osborne- 
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Morgan)  supposed  was  meant  that  juries 
empanelled  uuder  the  Crimes  Act,  could  not 
be  trusted  to  do  their  duty." 

Then  he  went  on  to  pass  a  eulogy  upon 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson,  who  presided  at  the 
trial  of  Michael  Walsh,  and  added — 


"But    he    did 
about   the  jury. 


not  wish  to  say  a  word 
He  went  into  Court  as 
an  entirely  unprejudiced  spectator.  He  did 
not  know  what  proportion  of  the  jury  was 
Protestant  and  what  was  Catholic ;  but  he  desired 
to  8ay,  having  had  some  experience,  both 
favourable  and  unfavourable,  of  juries  in  this 
country,  that  never  in  the  whole  course  of  his 
life  had  he  beheld  a  more  intelligent,  a  more 
patient,  or  a  more  impartial  jury,  and  he 
thought  he  mignt  add,  a  jury  more  indulgent 
to  the  prisoner.  Every  single  question  they 
put  was  directly  to  the  point,  and,  as  he  could 
judge,  most  of  their  questions  were  directed  to 
elicit  some  point  in  favour  of  the  prisoner.  He 
could  say  emphatically  that  no  man  could  have 
had  fairer  trial,  and  at  the  conclusion  of  it  he 
could  not  help  saying  that  if  that  was  the  way 
they  packed  juries  in  Ireland,  he  only  wished 
they  would  pack  English  juries  in  the  same 
way."— {Hansard,  vol.  276,  p.  892.) 

That  is  the  testimony  of   a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  supports  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
and  who  sits  on  the  Front   Opposition 
Bench.     Now,  I  have  been  asked  several 
times  if  I  would  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  rule  under  which  the  Crown 
.  Solicitor  in  Ireland  acts  as  regards  the 
empanelling  of   juries.     I  am  prepared 
to  lay  the  rule  on  the  Table,  and  I  will 
now  read  it.     I  would  first  of  all  remind 
bon.  Members  that  it  is   no  new  rule 
invented  for  a  novel  occasion,  but  a  rule 
that  has  been  substantially  in  force  since 
1867.      The   rule  provides  for  the  ex- 
clusion from  the  jury  box  of  those  who, 
from  their  position  or  circumstances,  would 
be  open  to  be  influenced  by  fear,  favour, 
or    affection.      The    hon.    Member   for 
Cork     (Mr.     M.     Healy)     said      this 
Bill  would  have  the    effect  of    bring- 
ing    the     law     back    to    the    ancient 
Constitutional  practice  in  England  and 
Ireland,    and    the    hon.     Member    for 
South   Kerry  (Mr.  Kilbride)  said  that 
such  things  as  he  complained  of  could 
not  take  place  in  England.     I  do  not 
know  whether  the  House  is  aware  that 
the  law  is  precisely  the  same  in  England 
as  in  Ireland.     [An  hon.  Member  :  u  No."] 
An  hon.  Member  says  "  No,"  but  let  him 
show  any  statute  creating  the  smallest 
difference.     Having  due  regard  to  my 
position  as  a  lawyer,  I  state  that  the  law 


in  England  in  relation  to  the  right  of  the 
Crown  to  order  jurors  to  stand  by  is  iden- 
tical with  the  law  in  Ireland  on  the 
subject.  This  Bill  will  take  away  the 
right  of  the  Crown  to  order  jurors  to 
stand  by  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  :  Oh,  oh  ! 
•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  I  must  ask  the  hoc- 
Gentleman  not  to  interrupt  constantly. 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  Roscoe  in  his  Crimd- 
nal  Law  says  that  this  practice  of  ordering 
jurors  to  stand  by  has  existed  uniformly 
from  the  time  of  Edward  I.  to  the 
present  time. 

Mr.  MAC  NEILL:  The  law  is  the 
same  in  both  countries,  but  the  practice 
is  entirely  different. 

Mb.   MADDEN :    My  statement  was 
that  the  law  in  England  and  Ireland  is 
the  same,  and  if  the  hon.  Member  merely 
rises  to  show  that  that  is  the  case,  his 
interruption  is  hardly  necessary.    He  has 
referred  me  to  a  publication  which,  he 
says,  states  that  the  law  in  question  in 
England  is   either  obsolete   or  disused. 
Well,  let  us  see  what  the  Bill  does,  and 
clear  our  ideas.     It  is  not  a  measure  to 
bring  the  law  of  Ireland  into  line  with 
the  law  of  England.     It  will  do  exactly 
the  opposite  of  that,  the  law  of  England 
and  Ireland  being  precisely  the  same  as 
to  the  rights  of  the  Crown  in  respect  of 
challenge,  and  I  have,   I  think,  gone  far 
enough  to  throw  the  burden  of  proof  on 
the    shoulders    of    thosa    who   wish   to 
establish  a  different  system  in  Ireland. 
I  have  the  authority  of  ray  Colleague 
(the  Attorney  General  for  England)  in 
saying  that  any  such  statement  would  be 
unfounded      The     hon.    Member    who 
moved  the  Second  Heading,  and  the  hon. 
Member    who     seconded     the    Motion, 
cannot  be  said  to  have  discharged  them- 
selves of  the  burden  of  proof,   the  con- 
joint duration  of  their  united  oratorical 
efforts  having  been  about  eight  minutes. 
It  may  be  right  to  alter  the  Jury  Law  of 
Ireland,  of  it  may  be  wrong,  but,  cer- 
tainly, we  should  not  adopt  a  suggestion 
for  alteration  unless  it  is  supported  by 
some  show  of  argument.    The  law  and 
practice  are   that  the   Crown  Solicitor 
shall  exclude  from  the  jury  those  likely 
to  be    influenced    by  fear,  favour,    or 
affection,  and    when    it    is    said    that 
there  is  greater  reason  why  the   right 
of  challenge  should  be  limited  in  Ireland 
than  in  Eugland,  I  would  point  out  that 
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there  are,  unfortunately;  more  classes  of 
persons  in  Ireland  who  are  likely  to  be 
influenced  by  fear  of  combinations,  by 
favour,  and  by  affection,  than  there  are 
in  England.     I   have   had  many  inter- 
ruptions during  my  speech,  but  I  do  not 
complain  of  them.     I  am  always  anxious 
to  meet,  as  fairly  and  as  far  as  I  can,  any 
argument    brought   forward    from    the 
opposite  side  of  the  House,  and  I  always 
like  to  know  what  are  the   points  hon. 
Members  wish  me  to  deal  with  before  I  sit 
down  and   exhaust  my  right   to  speak. 
But   if   the   interruptions    which    have 
come    from   hon.     Gentlemen    opposite 
could  be  counted  by  the   clock,  I   feel 
sure    they  would     be    found    to    have 
occupied   quite  as  much    time   as    the 
speeches  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder,  and 
perhaps    to    have    been   more    to    the 
point.      With  regard  to  these  interrup- 
tions, I  may  remark  this  :  It  is  said  that 
the  law  may  be  the  same  in  England  and 
Ireland,  but  that  the   practice  by  whicli 
it  is  worked  is  different.     Well,  that  is 
a  question  of  fact  as  to  which  the  House 
should  not  be  influenced  by  any  opinion 
of  mine,  and  I  have  ventured  to  submit  the 
testimony  of  two  learned  Queen's  counsel 
on  the  point.     I  read  part  of  a  speech  of 
Mr.  Crompton,  and  I  also  quoted  the  hon. 
Member  for  Denbigh — and  tlieirs  is  testi- 
mony the  force  of  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,   I  think,   will  admit.     I   also 
read  to   the  House  the  speech  of  Earl 
Spencer,  who  was  responsible  for  govern- 
ing Ireland,  and  he  gave  the  result  of 
his  own   inquiries   into    the    working  of 
the  system.    I  think  Earl  Spencer's  testi- 
mony overbalances  the  assertions  which 
have  been  made  by  hon.  Members  opposite. 
I  met  with  a  passage   in  a  speech  de- 
livered by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North   Longford,  which,  I  think,  is 
significant  on  this  point.     The  hon.  and 
learned      Member      was     speaking     to 
a    meeting    in     County    Wicklow,     in 
October,  1888,  and,  according  to  a  report 
which  appeared  in  the  Freeman's  Jour- 
nal,  was  denouncing   what    he    called 
jury  packing,  and  complained  that  every 
good  Catholic  was  insulted  by  being  told 
to  stand  aside  as  being  unfit  to  serve  as 
a  juryman,  and  he  was  interrupted  by 
one  of  his  audience  calling  out,  "  And 
every  good  Protestant  too."    Now  what 
did  his  audience  understand  ?     Did  they 
understand  that j:  jurymen  were  directed 
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to  stand  aside  on  account  of  religious 
belief  1  [An  hon.  Member  :  Certainly.] 
But  what  did  the  interruption  mean 
when  the  hon.  Member  was  referring  to 
the  complaint  of  Catholics,  did  it  not 
mean  that  objection  was  made  to  both 
Catholics  and  Protestants  ?  What  did  it 
mean  ?  [An.  hon.  Member  :  "  Packing.''] 
I  should  rather  call  it  "  unpacking,"  un- 
packing from  the  jury  all  those  likely  to 
be  unduly  influenced  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duty  as  jurors.  The  power  of  the 
Crown  has  been  exercised,  and  I  trust  will 
continue  to  be  exercised,  to  exclude  from 
the  jury  all  those  who,  irrespective  of  creed 
or  politics,  would,  from  their  position,  be 
likely  to  be  influenced  in  their  verdict 
by  fear,  favour,  or  affection. 

(4.0.)     Dr.  COMMINS  (Roscommon, 
S.)  :  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man  seems   very   ingeniously   to    have 
avoided  the  whole  point  of  the  question. 
It  is  not  a  question  whether  the  rules 
and  directions  given  to  the  officers  of  the 
Crown   are   observed;  it  is   a   question 
whether  jury  packing  exists  or  not ;  it  is 
a  question  whether,  instead  of  a  system 
keeping  out  of  a  jury  those  influenced 
by  fear,  favour,  or  affection,  you  put  into 
the  jury  box  those  who  are  influenced  by 
interest,  hatred,  and  antipathy  towards 
the   prisoner.     This   is    the    accusation 
made  against  the  Government  of  Ireland  ; 
it  is  not  an  accusation  of  yesterday,  it  is 
an  old  accusation ;  numbers  of  unfortunate 
people  are  obliged  to  run  the  gauntlet  of 
this  system,  and  the  same  stereotyped 
excuse  is  always  given.      I  am  thankful 
that  we  have  not  heard  one  excuse ;  we 
have  heard  hundreds  of  times  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  that  it  is  simply 
by  chance  that  a  jury  all  Protestant  are 
selected  from  a  panel  upon  which  half,  at 
least,  are  Catholics.     I  have  collected  a 
few   facts   in   relation   to   the    doctrine 
of  chances.      Take   an    ordinary    panel 
of   78,  upon   which    the    religions    are 
equally  divided,  and  suppose  there  is  no 
intention  of  excluding  one  party,  what 
are  the  chances  against  one  party  being 
excluded?     We  know  that  in    certain 
trials,     for    instance    the     Maamtrasna 
trials,  five  consecutive  juries,  on  each  of 
which  there  was  not  a  single  Catholic, 
were    selected    from    a    panel     where 
Catholics  and  Protestants  were  equally 
divided.     An   ingenious  friend  of  mine 
has  calculated  the  chances  against   12 
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Protestants  being  selected  by  the  ballot 
in  five  consecutive  juries  out  of  an 
equally  divided  panel  of  78,  and  the 
chances  are  110,099  to  one. 

*(4.5.)  Mr.  C.  DARLING  (Dept- 
f  ord)  :  I  think  an  English  Member  may 
be  excused  for  intervening  in  this  Debate, 
seeing  that  it  is  allowed  the  law  in 
England  and  Ireland  is  the  same,  and 
only  the  practice  of  ordering  jurors  to 
stand  by  differs.  That  is  admitted,  and 
I  think  it  is  most  objectionable  to  apply 
the  practice  to  Ireland  alone  unless  there 
is  something  in  the  condition  of  Ireland 
or  the  condition  of  prisoners  that  makes 
it  expedient  to  have  this  difference  in 
practice.  But  experience  which  would 
justify  the  passing*  of  this  Bill  would 
justify  its  application  to  England  and 
Ireland  alike.  If  it  is  bad  to  give  the 
Crown  the  power  of  ordering  jurors 
to  stand  aside  without  cause  shown,  why 
then  it  is  bad  altogether,  and  the  Bill 
should  apply  to  both  countries.  If  there 
is  any  justification  for  the  Bill,  why  not 
give  us  the  grounds  upon  which  you  ask 
us  to  pass  it,  and  why  did  not  an  English 
Member  second  it?  The  purview  of  the 
Bill  is  limited  to  Ireland  because  there 
is  a  difference  of  practice  there,  and,  of 
course,  it  is  obvions  why  there  is  that 
difference.  The  hon.  Member  who  intro- 
duced this  Bill  gave  us  no  reason  why  we 
should  pass  it ;  he  only  said  it  was  the 
habit  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland  to  order 
Catholics  or  Protestants  to  stand  aside  as 
the  exigencies  of  the  case  seemed  to 
require.  But,  even  admitting  this  prac- 
tice exists,  to  my  mind  that  would  not  in 
itself  be  a  reason  for  altering  the  law. 
What  we  want  to  induce  us  to  make  the 
alteration  is,  that  some  proved  case  of 
injustice  should  be.  brought  before  the 
House,  not  only  that  Catholics  had  been 
tried  by  Protestants,  or  Protestants  by 
Catholics.  In  either  case,  it  does  not 
follow  that  the  trial  would  not  be  a  fair 
one ;  there  must  be  something  deeper 
than  this,  Hon.  Members  are  at  no  loss 
in  dealing  with  facts  and  in  acquiring 
information  where  information  is  to  be 
got.  Why,  if  there  is  any  case  to  which 
they  can  point  under  this  or  a  former 
Government  where  a  man  owing  to  these 
religious  differences  was  wrongfully  con- 
victed, do  they  not  bring  that  case  before 
the  House  1  If  they  do  so,  I  can  only 
say — supporter  of  the  Government  as  I 
am — that  I  will  support  this  Bill.    If  they 


bring  before  the  House  a  case  in  which 
it  can  be  plainly  and  distinctly  shown 
that,  owing  to  the  action  of  the  Crown  in 
packing  a  jury  with  the  political  or 
religious  opponents  of  an  accused  person 
that  an  unjust  verdict  was  obtained, 
I  would  not  for  a  moment  support 
the  maintenance  of  this  law.  [An 
hon.  Member:  Joyce.]  We  have  heard 
pretty  well  about  the  Joyce  case  j 
and  if  hon.  Members  are  going  to 
maintain  that  Joyce  was  wrongfully 
convicted,  all  I  can  say  is  they  will 
have  to  argue  their  case  at  much  greater 
length  than  now  appears  to  suit  them, 
and  it  will  require  much  more  evidence 
than  has  yet  been  brought  forward  to 
influence  my  vote.  I  know  they  have 
charged  Lord  Spencer  with  "  burying  in 
the  grave  the  proofs  of  his  own  guilt," 
but  they  have  made  no  attempt  to  show 
to  the  public  of  England  that  the  con- 
viction and  punishment  were  unjust  or 
unlawfully  obtained  by  Lord  Spencer 
through  his  legal  officers.  There  are 
those  sitting  opposite  now  who  were  in 
office  when  this  miscarriage  of  justice,  if 
miscarriage  of  justice  it  were,  occurred. 
They  have  had  the  leisure  of  opposition 
to  re -consider  the  case,  but  I  should  be 
surprised  if  one  of  them  should  get  up 
and  express  the  opinion  that  while  they 
were  in  office  their  own  colleagues  did 
procure  the  wrongful  conviction  of  an 
innocent  man  in  order  to  get  a  political 
opponent  out  of  the  way.  I  should  be 
surprised  to  find  the  charge  against  Lord 
Spencer  andhis  Law  Officers  repeated  now. 
But  although  it  is  alleged  as  a  reason  for 
bringing  in  this  Bill,  that  Protestants  or 
Catholics  may  be  ordered  to  stand  aside, 
I  cannot  for  a  moment  suppose  that 
the  fact  of  a  man  being  the  one  or 
the  other  is  the  real  reason  actuating 
the  Law  Officers.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  has  told  us 
that  the  fact  that  so  large  a  proportion 
of  Catholics  being  ordered  to  stand  aside 
cannot  be  the  result  of  **  -,  "^ance.  I 
should  never  have  *  non-  Mem&*-  - 
nobody  who  hr*  received  a  very  large 
would  mainupport.  I  can  speak  with 
merely  setence  on  the  subject  to  which 
it  himseVen  some  attention,  and  having, 
among  iowner,  had  to  deal  with  ques* 
addreaised  by  the  expansions  of  towns, 
acce;  land  becomes  valuable,  and 
wh/n  no  redress  frequently  can 
h'  obtained  from  the  landowners,  whose; 
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themselves  upon  a  jury,  before  whom  a 
co-religionist  from  the  parish  is  to  be 
tried,  it  is  a  duty  and  obligation  upon 
the  juryman  to  find  a  verdict  for  that 
prisoner,  right  or  wrong.  [Cries  of  * '  No, 
no!"]  Well,  unfortunately,  we  know 
perfectly  well  that  it  has  been  done.  We 
know  thai:  the  influence  of  many  among 
the  Catholic  Priesthood  has  been   used 

from  the  pulpit [Interruptions.  "  It  is 

not  true."  "It  is  a  lie."  "Quote  a 
case."] 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order ! 

•Mb.  C.  DARLING :  To  impress  upon 
their  followers  that  the  law,  as 
administered,  is  an  alien  law,  that 
they  owe  no  obligation  to  it,  and 
that  they  owe  no  obligation  to  the 
oath  taken  as  a  juror.  If  after 
this  kind  of  incitement  to  the  Catholic 
people,  an  incitement  which  has  not 
reached  Protestants,  the  majority  of  those 
who  are  directed  to  stand  aside  are 
Catholics,  who  can  wonder  at  it? 
[Cries  of  "  It  is  not  true.  You  dare  not 
repeat  that  out  of  doors."]  What  I  dare 
repeat  outside  the  House  is  not  the 
question.  There  are  assemblies  even 
more  turbulent  thau  this  where  I  should 
have  difficulty  in  saying  what  I  have 
said.  But  what  I  have  said  will  go 
forth,  and  it  may  be  denied  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  where  and  when  they  please, 
here  or  elsewhere.  We  know  that 
among  the  Catholic  people  from  whom 
jurors  are  drawn  a  pamphlet  has  been 
circulated  in  which  they  are  told  to  do 
exactly  that  which  hon.  Gentlemen  now 
suggest  that  the  priests  never  told  the 
people  to  do.  A  certain  Nationalist  bar- 
rister, Dr.  Council,  wrote  a  pamphlet  be- 
fore the  trial  of  Father  M4Fadden,  and 
we  know  the  contents  of  that  pamphlet. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  have  not  made  them- 
selves acquainted  with  it  I  may  quote  an 
extract,  and  I  may  mention  that  it  has 
also  found  circulation  in  the  Leinster 
Leader.     Here  is  a  passage — 

"  But>W^veraict>^eii  given  is  a  judicial 
acd,  aud  in  this  the  jury  a*e  absolutely  indepen- 
dent and  above  the  authoi^ty  of  the  Judge. 
This  I  propose  to  prove  by  showing  that  the 
jury  in  a  criminal  case  have  an  unquestionable 
right  to  find  a  verdict  of   guilty  or  not  guilty" 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby)  :   Per- 
fectly true  ;  they  have. 
*Me.  C.  DARLING:— 

"To  find  nn  the  law  and  the  facts  or  q,o 
case  without  regard  to  the  direction  and  insfo.uc. 
lion  of  the  Judge." 

Mr.  C.  Barling 


Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  Hear,  hear  ! 

♦Mr.  C.  DARLING :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  learned  in  International 
Law,  and,  therefore,  he  knows  both 
English  and  Irish  Law.  Does  he  mean  to 
assert  that  the  jury  have  a  right  to  find 
on  the  law  and  the  facts  of  a  case  with- 
out regard  to  the  instruction  and  direc- 
tion of  the  Judge  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  assented. 

•Mr.  C.  DARLING:  Then  why  does 
the  Judge  sit  there  and  give  directions 
on  the  question  of  law  if  the  jury  have 
a  perfect  right  to  disregard  his  direc- 
tions ?  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
know  what  happens  if  the  jury  disregard 
the  directions  of  the  learned  Judge  on 
matters  of  law  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  had  some  experience  at  the 
Parliamentary  bar,  but  has  not  much 
acquaintance  with  the  Criminal  Law.  If 
he  had  in  practice  before  a  Court  occupied 
a  tenth  of  the  time  wasted  before  Com- 
mittees the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
know  that  when  juries  disregard  the 
directions  of  the  Judge  upon  a  point  of 
law  their  verdict  will  be  set  aside,  and 
there  is  no  limit  to  the  number  of  times 
in  which  the  case  may  be  set  down  for 
trial,  until  the  jury  learn  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  as  yet 
begun  to  appreciate — that  they  have  no 
right  to  disregard  the  direction  of  the 
Judge  on  a  matter  of  law?  For  this 
digression  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  must 
thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Among  other  things  contained  in  this 
pamphlet  is  this,  that  every  juror  told 
to  stand  aside  should  protest  against  the 
insult  to  his  honesty  and  intelligence, 
and  should  make  this  protest  in  such  a 
way  that  it  would  be  heard,  not  merely 
inside  the  Court,  but  out  of  it,  and 
through  the  length  and  breadth  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  Now  it  is  remark- 
able  that  when  in  cases  such  as  those  to 
which  this  pamphlet  is  addressed 
certain  jurors  were  challenged,  they  did 
exactly  what  the  pamphlet  told  them  to 
do.  And  not  only  so,  but  when  a  jury 
had  been  obtained,  such  was  the  intimi- 
dation used,  such  was  the  spirit  among 
them,  such  the  false  and  heretical 
opinions  upon  matters  of  law  and  of  fact 
and  of  the  duty  of  jurors,  that  they  were 
unable  to  agree  upon  a  verdict ;  and  so 
plain  was  the  case  that  when  the  prisoners 
were  afterwards  put  on  their  trial  they 
pleaded  guilty  and    admitted  that  all 
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-alleged  against  them  in  law  and  in  fact 
^was  true.  Now  I  ask  hon.  Members 
•who  do  not  look  on  this  as  a  piece  of 
Party  tactics  to  reflect  when  they  are 
<told  that  the  law  as  regards  juries  in 
Ireland  is  not  fairly  administered,  is  it 
not  necessary,  is  it  not  absolutely — [An 
hon.  Member  :  Ridiculous  ?]  —  no, 
that  was  not  the  word  I  was  about  to 
use.  Is  it  not  absolutely  obligatory  on 
hon.  Members  who  ask  us  to  vote  for  this 
Bill  to  show  that  it  is  not  promoted  with 
a  desire  to  embarrass  the  Government, 
but  because  there  is  a  genuine  opinion 
that  the  law  is  bad  and  wrongly  ad- 
ministered? Is  it  not  obligatory  upon 
them  to  get  up  and  show  that  under  this 
•or  a  former  Government  some  proved  in- 
justice did  take  place  that  there  was 
some  wrongful  conviction  not  due  to 
such  occasional  miscarriages  of  justice  as 
may  take  place  from  mistakes  of  the 
jury  or  perjury  of  witnesses,  failures  to 
which  all  human  institutions  are  liable? 
I  put  it  to  right  hou.  Gentlemen  who 
have  been  responsible  for  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  and  hope  to  be  so  again, 
•can  they  possibly  find  it  in  their  con- 
sciences  to  support  this  Bill  without  some 
<sase  made  out  in  its  favour  ?  The  law 
in  England  and  Ireland  is  the  same,  but 
the  practice  is  different ;  but  that  arises 
from  the  necessities  of  the  case.  The 
^division  is  not  between  Irishmen  who  are 
Protestants  and  Irishmen  who  are 
♦Catholics,  bub  between  Irishmen  who 
are  Fenians  and  rebels  and  Irishmen 
who  are  loyal  subjects.  So  long  as  that 
is  the  case  it  is  necessary  that  the 
practice  in  England  and  Ireland  should 
show  a  divergence.  For  my  part,  I  say, 
if  the  law  is  to  be  altered  let  it  be 
altered  in  both  countries  at  once ;  but  it 
is  not  shown  that  the  law  is  bad 
because  differing  circumstances  cause 
a  divergence  in  practice. 

(4.28.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  did 
not  intend  to  take  part  in  this  Debate 
and  am  not  now  going  to  discuss  the 
Bill ;  but  I  cannot  allow  to  pass  without 
challenge  such  an  extraordinary  and 
ignorant  statement  as  has  been  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  of 
which  a  layman  ought  to  be  ashamed, 
•not  to  say  a  lawyer.  The  statement 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  contradicted 
was  this :  that  a  jury  in  a  criminal  trial 
had  a  right  to  find  a  verdict  irrespective 
•of  the  direction  of  the  Judge.     I  should 


have  thought  that  there  is  no  English 
citizen  who  does  not  know  that  that  right 
is  the  foundation  of  our  liberties.  I 
have  often  heard  it  stated  that  practising 
barristers  do  not  know  anything  of  the 
principles  of  law.  I  would  recommend 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  get  a  copy  of 
Lord  Erskine's  speeches.  What  was  the 
fame  of  Lord  Erskine  founded  upon  ex- 
cept that  he  induced  juries  to  find 
verdicts  against  the  direction,  of  Lord 
Mansfield.  The  whole  liberties  of  Eng- 
land depend  upon  that.  There  is  another 
case  with  which  any  ordinary  English 
reader  is  acquainted.  He  has  never 
heard  of  it  probably.  I  recommend  him 
to  read  a  copy  of  Holmes1  Tried.  In  that 
trial  the  jury  found  dead  against  the 
direction  of  Lord  Ellenborough ;  and  on 
a  further  trial  the  jury  found  dead 
against  him  a  second  time.  And  it  is 
said  in  Lord  Campbell's  Lives,  so  far 
from  the  Judge  having  rough-handled 
the  jury,  the  jury  killed  the  Judge,  who 
died  of  mortification  because  of  their  not 
having  found  in  accordance  with  his 
direction.  Really,  Sir,  it  is  shameful  to 
delay  a  Bill  which  has  for.  its  object  the 
amendment  of  the  Jury  Law,  and  that 
such  ignorance  should  be  displayed  by 
Gentlemen  who  endeavour  to  talk  out 
the  BilL  That  is  all  I  have  to  say  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Deptford. 

(4.35.)  The  House  divided : — Ayes 
152  ;  Noes  205.— (Div.  Jjist,  No.  83.) 

LOCAL  AUTHORITIES  (SCOTLAND) 
(ACQUISITION  OF  LANDS)  BILL— 
(No.    74.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(4.45.)  Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON 
(Leith,  <fec.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret  that 
this  measure  should  have  come  on  so  un- 
expectedly and  at  so  late  an  hour.  The 
subject  was  discussed  at  a  recent  Sitting 
on  a  Motion  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dumfries,  which  received  a  very  large 

measure  of  support.  I  can  speak  with 
some  confidence  on  the  subject  to  which 
I  have  given  some  attention,  and  having, 
as  a  landowner,  had  to  deal  with  ques- 
tions raised  by  the  expansions  of  towns, 
when  land  becomes  valuable,  and 
when  no  redress  frequently  can 
be  obtained  from  the  landowners,  whose 
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properly  surrounds  the  growing  com- 
munity. In  nearly  every  case  of  a  large 
town  you  find  i  t  rapidly  expanding,  and  that 
the  inhabitants  are  obliged  to  pay  what- 
ever price  for  the  land  they  require  that 
it  may  suit  the  landowner  to  ask.  That 
constitutes  in  Scotland  a  very  consider- 
able public  grievance,  and  I  doubt 
whether  many  questions  excite  more 
interest  than  that  of  the  ability  of  the 
inhabitants  of  large  towns  to  acquire 
the  land  necessary  for  their  requirements 
at  reasonable  prices.  The  Bill  has  three 
purposes.  The  first  is  the  power  of  com- 
pulsory purchase.  Under  the  machinery 
of  the  Bill  it  is  provided  that  a  valuation 
should  be  made  of  the  land  required  for 
the  town.  This  Bill  does  not  deal  with 
the  wider  question  of  taking  land  com- 
pulsorily  for  agricultural  purposes  ;  it 
simply  deals  with  the  question  of  obtain- 
ing land  for  the  building  purposes  of 
towns.  The  second  purpose  is  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  unearned  increment. 
We  recognise  in  this  Bill  that  you  cannot 
deal  with  unearned  increment  which  has 
accrued  in  the  past,  but  provision  is 
made  for  dealing  with  it  as  it  may  arise 
in  the  future.  All  existing  interests  are 
entirely  safeguarded  in  the  Bill;  there 
is  nothing  which  will  convey  any 
suspicion  of  confiscation  in  regard  to  any- 
thing that  is  proposed.  The  third  purpose 
is  that  the  land  should  be  rated  accord- 
ing to  the  actual  value.  That  was  one 
of  the  recommendations  of  the  Housing 
of  the  Working  Classes  Commission,  but 
no  practical  steps  are  now  being  taken  to 
put  that  into  force.  This  Bill  has  been  re- 
viewed in  no  hostile  spirit  by  the  Society 
of  Solicitors,  and  there  have  been 
Petitions  in  its  favour  from  a  large 
number  of  persons,  and  I  believe  myself 
that  it  has  the  support  of  public  opinion 
in  Scotland.  Speaking  as  a  landowner, 
I  feel  satisfied  that  landowners  will  have 
nothing  to  complain  of  if  this  Bill  be 
carried  into  law. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

*(4.50.)  Mr.  HALDANE  (Hadding- 
ton) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  supporting  the  Motion  for  the 
Second  Beading  of  this  Bill,  and,  in  doing 

so,  I  desire  to  explain  two  points  of  novelty 
which  occur  in  it,  and  which  I  think  are 
Mr.  Munro  Ferguson 


entirely  new  to  the  House.     Machinery 
is  for  the  first  time  provided  for  inter- 
cepting the  unearned  increment — a  diffi- 
cult problem,  which  is  awaiting  settle- 
ment  throughout  the  country.     Cases 
are  constantly  occurring  in  which,  owing 
to  the    growth   of   a    community,   the 
owner  of  land  finds  the  value  of  his  land 
increased    from    10    to    a  hundredfold 
without  any  effort  of  his  own,  and  he 
puts  this  increased  value  into  his  pocket. 
The  machinery  of  the  Bill  provides  that 
the  Local  Authority  shall  be  empowered 
to  have  lands  valued  with  a  view  to  sub- 
sequent  purchase,  and  to   purchase  at 
any  time  within  20  years  on  the  basis  of 
their    actual   market   value   minus    so 
much  as  is  ascertained  on  the  basis  of 
the    first    valuation    to    represent   the 
special  increment  due    to   the  growth 
of  the  adjacent  town.       The  increased 
value  of  such  lands,  due  to  the  growth 
of  the  community,  will  thus  be  secured 
to  the  Municipality.     The  second  point 
of  novelty  in  the  Bill  has  reference  to 
the  rating  of  unoccupied  building  land. 
It  is  unfair — and  this  point  has  been 
endorsed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for   West   Birmingham — 
that   building  land  should  be  rated  at 
its  actual  yield — the  owner  meanwhile 
biding  his  time  till  its  value  is  so  in- 
creased by  the  growth  of  the  community 
as     to    make    it   worth    his    while    to 
sell.     The  Bill  proposes  that  the   land 
shall  be  estimated  at  its  capital  value  for 
building  purposes  and  assessed  at  4  per 
cent,  of  that  value.   The  owner,  however,, 
is  given  the  alternative  of   having  the 
capital  value  assessed  on  the  actual  yield,, 
and  being  assessed  on  4  per  cent,  of  that 
capital      value,      with     the     condition 
that  the  Local  Authority  shall,  if  it  think 
fit,  be  entitled  to    purchase    the  land 
at  such  capital    value    so    ascertained. 
These  provisions  seem  to  me  equitable, 
and  are  calculated  to  meet  the  various- 
cases     of    hardship     which     occur    in 
Scotland.     There  is  the  case  of  the  town 
of    Cumnock,    and     other    cases     with 
which    Members    of    this     House    are 
familiar.     We   have  confined  the   pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  to  Scotland,  because 
the    drafting    of     the     measure     was 
matter    of   considerable     difficulty,   but 
still     the  machinery    of  the  Bill,  with 
alterations    in    detail,    would   be    made 
applicable  to  England.     The   Bill  is,  I 
venture    to    submit,    absolutely  devoid 
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-of  anything  like  confiscation,  and,  in  view 
•  of  the  growing  pressure  af  this  enormous 
land  question  with  which  we  are  being 
brought  face  to  face  more  and  more  every 
<lay,  the  Government  would  do  well  to 
assent  to  what,  in  principle,  is  a  reasonable 
proposition,  rather  than  wait  till  the 
pressure  of  outside  opinion  and  a  sense 
of  injustice  shall  make  it  impossible  to 
deal  with  the  landowners. 

(4.55.)  The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL 
for  SCOTLAND  (Mr.  M.  T.  S.  Darling, 
Edinburgh  and  Aberdeen  Universities)  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Seeond 
Reading  of  this  Bill  might  have  led  the 
House  to  suppose  that  it  is  a  very  simple 
and  innocent  measure,  but  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  has  pretty  well  dis- 
closed the  principles  to  which  this 
House  is  invited  to  give  its  adhe- 
sion by  affirming  the  Motion  for  tho 
Second  Reading.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  moved  tho  Bill  represented  that  it 
had  three  main  purposes  in  view.  The  first 
is  to  allow  of  the  compulsory  purchase 
of  land  at  the  discretion  of  either  the 
Town  or  the  County  Council.  Whatever 
may  be  the  views  of  the  House  as  to  the 
policy  of  giving  such  power,  under 
limitation,  I  shall  only  point  out  that 
this  Bill  provides  no  limitations  at  all 
upon  the  amount  of  land  that  may  be 
acquired  by  the  Local  Authority.  They 
may  buy  a  whole  county  if  they  are  so 
minded,  and  have  the  means  to  do  it. 
And  the  purpose  for  which  they  buy  the 
land  is  in  no  way  limited.  They  may 
lease  it  or  sell  it;  in  short,  there  is 
nothing  in  the  Bill  to  prevent  them 
embarking  upon  a  course  of  land  specula- 
tion. The  Bill  provides,  no  doubt,  for 
•control  by  a  local  tribunal,  consisting  of 
a  Judge  and  a  Surveyor,  who  are  to  be 
satisfied  that  the  purchase  is  in  the 
public  interest ;  still,  I  think,  the  House 
will  see  that  there  is  practically  no 
limit  to  the  discretion  which  the  Town 
•Council  or  the  County  Council  may  exer- 
cise, so  long  as  they  are  able  to  satisfy  the 
local  Judge  and  the  local  Surveyor 
that  what  they  are  proposing  to 
do  is  in  the  public  interest.  They 
may  become  large  landowners,  and 
lease  out  farms.  That  may  be  in  the 
public  interest,  but  it  may  be  done  with- 
out any  sort  of  communication  with 
Parliament,  and    it   is    to    be    left   to 


tho  arbitrament  of  the  local  Judge 
what  is  in  the  public  interest.  I 
think  it  is  a  most  unfair  duty  to 
cast  on  the  local  Judge,  because 
you  bring  him  into  conflict  with  the 
Local  Authority,  which  is  most  un- 
desirable. So  much  for  the  first 
purpose  of  the  Bill.  The  purpose  of  the 
second  part  of  the  Bill  is  still  more  sur- 
prising. It  is  to  enable  Local  Autho- 
rities to  have  a  valuation  made  on  any 
land  within  their  area,  with  a  view  to 
ultimate  acquisition,  and  the  extraor- 
dinary part  of  the  proposal  is  that,  within 
20  years  of  the  valuation,  the  Local 
Authority  is  to  be  empowered  to  buy  the 
land,  not  at  its  value  at  the  time  being, 
but  at  the  reduced  value  if  the  land 
falls  in  value,  and  at  the  valuation  if  the 
land  rises  in  value.  Clause  12  of  the 
Bill  proposes  that  the  price  payable  for 
land  shall  be  the  value  of  the  land  as 
between  willing  buyer  and  seller,  less 
any  increased  value  ascertained  to  be 
due  to  the  increase  or  movement  of 
population,  or  to  industrial  or  other 
developments.  Let  it  be  supposed  that 
a  movement  of  population  takes  place 
within  an  area  of  a  Local  Authority, 
the  effect  of  which  is  to  raise 
the  value  of  land  in  one  part  and  to 
diminish  it  in  another,  and  that  a  man 
owns  property  in  both  parts.  Within 
the  20  years  the  Local  Authority  may 
come  down  upon  him  and  claim  land  in 
the  part  in  which  the  value  has  fallen  at 
the  reduced  rate,  while  for  land  in  that 
part  in  which  the  value  has  risen  he 
will  get  no  share  of  the  risen  value.  He 
is,  in  fact,  made  to  suffer  for  a  fall  in 
values  which  is  due  to  industrial 
or  other  movements,  but  yet  he 
will  be  prevented  from  reaping  the 
benefit  of  an  increase  in  value. 
Can  anything  bs  more  unfair  than  that  ? 
Surely,  it  is  in  itself  sufficient  to  justify 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  I  will  not 
enter  into  a  discussion  on  the  doctrine  of 
the  unearned  increment.  It  has  never 
yet  received  the  sanction  of  Parliament, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  is  likely  to  receive 
Parliamentary  sanction  when  introduced 
in  this  insidious  manner  in  a  measure 
which  purports  to  have  a  different  prime 
object.  With  regard  to  the  third  pur- 
pose of  the  Bill,  I  will  only  say  a  word 
or  two.  The  object  is  to  take  hold 
of  any  portion  of  land  near  a  town  which 
could,    in    the    opinion    of    the    Local 


927 


Local  AutJwrities 


{COMMONS} 


(Scotland)  <kc.  Bill.         92£' 


Assessor,  be  said  to  have  a  certain  value 
as  building  land.  The  Local  Assessor  is 
to  be  the  sole  arbiter  under  the  Bill,  and 
the  moment  he  finds  land  of  value  for 
building  purposes,  he  is  to  ascertain  its 
capital  value,  whether  prospective  or 
otherwise,  and  the  unfortunate  land- 
owner is  again  to  take  all  the  disadvan- 
tage. There  is  one  very  formidable  ob- 
jection to  this  part  of  the  Bill,  and  that 
is,  that  it  proposes  to  affirm  a  principle 
which  is  now  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Select  Committee  on  Town  Holdings. 
It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  a  very 
strange  thing  for  the  House  to  appoint  a 
Committee  to  consider  a  principle,  and, 
pending  its  determination,  to  affirm  that 
principle.  Now,  the  Town  Holdings 
Committee,  of  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  be  a  member,  has  been  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  question  of  imposing 
a  direct  system  of  taxation  on  ground 
rents,  and  on  the  increased  value  im- 
parted to  land  by  building  operations. 
The  reference  to  the  Committee  is, 
perhaps,  not  quite  so  wide  as  it  would 
have  been  had  the  questions  raised  in 
this  Pill  been  specially  referred  to  it,  but 
hon.  Members  of  the  Committee  will 
bear  me  out  in  saying  that  we  have 
given  a  very  wide  interpretation  to  the 
reference,  and  we  are  taking  evidence 
on  the  point  whether  ground  suitable 
for  building  ought  not  to  be  rated  at  more 
than  its  actual  value.  I  think  it  would 
be  most  inconvenient  to  read  this  Bill 
a  second  time  before  the  Committee  has 
reported,  and,  for  the  reasons  I  have 
stated,  it  is  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  assent  to  the  Second  Beading 
Motion. 

(5.10.)  Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  (Clack- 
mannan) :  There  are  many  questions  of 
great  importance  involved  in  this  Bill, 
and  it  is,  therefore,  unfortunate  that  the 
Debate  on  it  should  have  come  on  at  so 
late  an  hour  as  not  to  afford  sufficient 
time  for  the  full  consideration  of  the 
question.  But  I  have  a  suggestion  to 
make  which  those  who  have  brought  the 
Bill  forward  are,  I  believe,  prepared  to 
accept.  It  is  that  the  Bill  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee.  One  can  quite 
see  from  the  present  condition  of  public 
business  that  hardly  any  opportunity  is 
likely  to  be  obtained  in  this  House 
for  the  consideration  of  the  many 
proposals  contained  in  the  Bill. 
A  great  many  of  the  objections  raised  by 
Mr.  M.  T.  S.  Darling 


my  hon.  Friend  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland  to  the  purposes  of  the  Bill  were 
rather  in  the  nature  of  criticisms,  which 
might  be  considered  in  Committee  with 
a  view  to  rectification.     For  instance,  the 
question  as  to  the  limit  of  the  powers  to- 
be  conferred  on  Local    Authorities  is 
eminently  one  for  consideration  in  Com- 
mittee.    No  doubt  some  of  the  general- 
questions  involved  in  the  Bill  are  fresh 
in  the  minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen,  inas- 
much as  there  was  lately  a  discussion  on 
the  Motion  of    my    hon.    and   learned 
Friend  the   Member  for  Dumfries,   in 
which  they  were  fully  considered.     Tho 
fact  of  this  Bill  having  been  introduced 
prevented,  I  believe,  the  case  of  Scot- 
land being  specially  entered  on  in  that 
Debate,  but   still  several  general  prin- 
ciples were  affirmed,  and  the  Motion  was- 
only  defeated  by  the  small  majority  of 
15.    I  think  that  where  there  is  such  a 
division   of  opinion   in  the  House  this 
Bill  might  very  well  be  sent  to  a  Select 
Committee    for    consideration.     I    hold 
that  the  third  point  raised  by  my  hon.. 
and  learned  Friend  is  one  which  could 
not  very  well  be  argued  out  on  a  Second 
Beading    Debate,   that  a    Select « Com- 
mittee would  be  much  more  qualified  to- 
deal  with  all  these  points,  because,  even 
if  it  did  not  take  evidence,  it  might  be 
allowed   access  to   the   evidence  given 
before  the  Town  Holdings  Committee. 
On  the  understanding  that  the  Bill  goes  • 
to  a  Select  Committee  I  shall  support 
the  Motion  for  the  Second  Beading. 
*(5.15.)  Mr.   MARK   J.    STEWART 
(Kirkcudbright)  :  The  Bill  has  come  on 
very  unexpectedly,  and,  consequently,  the 
Scotch  Members  are  taken  somewhat  by 
surprise.     And  it  is  not  the  first  surprise 
this  House  has  had  to-day.      The  Bill 
deals  with  very  important  questions,  and 
it  is  impossible  to  discuss  it  adequately  at 
this  hour.     Still,  if  it  passes  the  Second) 
Reading  I  shall  hail  with  pleasure  its 
being  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
There  are  many  points  likely  to  be  raised 
which  would   not  appear  from  a  mere 
perusal  of  the  measure.     There  is,  for 
instance,  the  question  whether  one  of  the 
effects  of  the  Bill  would  not  be  to  pre- 
vent owners  from  improving  their  land,., 
seeing  that  if  they  did  so  the  Local 
Authority  alone  would  reap  the  benefit. 
I  venture  to  think  the  Bill  would  stop  - 
all    improvements.      Again,   gross   in- 
justice might  be  done  by  means  of  the- 
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powers  it  is  proposed  fco  give  the  Autho- 
rities over  waste  lands  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  towns — lands  which  are  increas- 
ing in  value  every  year.  The  compulsory 
taking  of  land  might  engender  bitterness, 
and  possibly  strife,  which  would  not  pass 
away  for  generations.  Again,  there  is 
the  proposal  as  to  unearned  increment, 
which  requires  very  careful  considera- 
tion. On  all  these  grounds  I  hope  the 
Government  will  not  assent  to  the  Motion 
for  Second  Beading — at  any  rate  if  they 
do,  that  the  Bill  will  be  sent  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

*(5.20.)  Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL 
(Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  Universities)  :  I 
agree  with  what  my  hon.  Friend  has 
said  as  to  the  impossibility  of  properly 
discussing  this  Bill  in  the  short  time  at 
our  disposal,  and  I,  therefore,  beg  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned. " 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  210 ;  Noes 
168.— (Div.  List,  No.  84.) 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

MARRIAGES  IN  BRITISH  EMBASSIES, 
&c.  BILL.— (No.  183s) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

*(5.40.)  The  UNDER  SECRETARY 
of  STATE  for  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  The 
hon.  Member  in  charge  of  this  Bill  has 
been  exceedingly  courteous  in  postponing 
it  from  time  to  time  because  it  re- 
quired our  consideration.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  for  some  time  had 
under  contemplation  the  amending  of 
the  law  relating  to  marriages  in  British 
Embassies  and  Consulates  and  on  board 
Her  Majesty's  ships.  The  difficulty  of 
dealing  with  this  question  has  been 
increased  by  the  various  changes  that 
have  taken  place  of  late  years  in  the 
Marriage  Laws  of  foreign  countries  ;  but, 
considering  that  it  may  be  some  time 
before  we  can  deal  fully  with  this  ques- 
tion, and  that  this  Bill  deals  with  a 
recognised  grievance,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  prepared  to  assent  to  its 
Second  Reading  on  the  understanding 


that  it  will  be  necessary  to  introduce  in 
Committee  provisions  to  guard  against 
undue  extension  or  abuse  of  the  system, 
and  providing  that  full  notice  shall  be 
given  of  the  intention  to  celebrate  a 
marriage  at  an  Embassy  or  Consulate, 
that  the  lex  loci  shall  be  satisfied,  and 
that  registration  shall  be  duly  made. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (BOROUGH 
OF  BELFAST)  BILL.— (No.  153.) 

Bill,   as  amended,    considered ;    read 
the  third  time  and  passed. 

MOTIONS. 

IRISH    SOCIETY   AND    LONDON    COM- 
PANIES  (IRISH  ESTATES.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  as  to  the  terms  of  the  charters  or  other 
instruments  by  which  their  estates  in  Ireland 
were  granted  to  the  Irish  Society  and  to  the 
London  Companies,  and  as  to  the  trusts  and 
obligations  (if  any)  attaching  to  the  ownership 
of  such  estates,  and  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
the  sale  of  their  estates  has  been  effected,  or 
can  be  effected,  consistently  with  such  trusts 
and  obligations  as  may  be  shown  to  have 
existed,  or  now  exist." 

That  the  following  Members  be  nominated 
Members  of  the  said  Committee : — Mr.  Clanov, 
Lord  Elcho,  Sir  John  Ellis,  Mr.  John  Ellis, 
Mr.  Elton,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Colonel  Laurie, 
Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  Lea,  Sir  William  Marriott, 
Mr.  John  Morley,  Mr.  Sexton,  and  Sir  Richard 
Temple. 

That  the  Committee  have  powor  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records. 

That  Five  be  the  quorum. — (Mr.  Akert- 
Doughs.) 

•(5.45.)  Sib  R.  FOWLER  (London)  : 
I  do  not  intend  to  oppose  the  Motion, 
bnt  I  wish  to  make  one  or  two  observa- 
tions upon  it.  If  hon.  Members  will 
read  the  list  of  names  they  will  see  thai 
seven  of  the  13  Members  of  the  proposed 
Committee  are  hon.  Gentlemen  whose 
views  on  this  subject  are  very  pronounced,, 
and  it  is  therefore  pretty  clear  what  will 
be  the  nature  of  the  Report.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Longford  is  one  of  the 
Members.  1  do  not  complain  of  that,  for 
I  have  a  very  high  opinion  of  his  talent 
and  legal  knowledge  ;  bnt  I  venture  to 
think  that  his  colleagues  will  follow  hit- 
lead  on  this  matter.  Certainly  nothing  can 
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come  of  the  Committee's  deliberations 
without  legislation  by  this  House,  and  I 
do  not  believe  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  is  likely  to  bring  in  a  Bill  on 
lines  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Longford.  Again,  I  do  not  think 
any  legislation  will  be  proposed  during 
the  life  of  the  present  Parliament,  but  I 
beg  to  give  notice  that  whenever  it  is 
brought  forward  I,  or  my  successor,  if  I 
am  not  here,  will  resist  any  proposition 
to  take  away  property  which  we  main- 
tain is  held  by  legal  tenure — a  tenure 
which  has  been  declared  legal  by  the 
permanent  Law  Advisers  of  the  Crown, 
who  held  office  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
was  Chief  Secretary,  as  well  as  under 
the  present  Government. 

(5.47.)  Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) : 
I  will  not  say  anything  as  to  the  extra- 
ordinary attempt  of  the  hon.  Baronet  to 
prejudge  the  decision  of  the  Committee 
even  before  it  meets.  I  desire  only  to 
ask  if  the  Committee  will  sit  to-morrow  ? 

Mb.  AKERS  DOUGLAS  (Kent,  St. 
Augustine's):  I  have  made  arrange- 
ments for  that  as  far  as  I  could.  The 
decision  does  not  rest  with  me. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

RESERVE     FORCES    ACT     (1882)    AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope,  Bill 
to  remove  certain  doubts  which  have  arisen 
under  "The  Reserve  Forces  Act,  1882,"  and 
for  other  purposes  connected  therewith,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope 
and  Mr.  Brodrick. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  272.] 

FTRE  BRIGADES   (EXEMPTION   FROM  JURY 
SERVICE)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  \iscount  Curzon,  Bill  to 
exempt  members  of  Fire  Brigades  from  Service 
on  Juries,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Viscount 
Curzon,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Mr,  Dixon- 
Hartland,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Francis  Maclean, 
Mr.  Gully,  Mr.  Baird,  and  Sir  Albert  Rollit. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  278.] 

CHURCH  OF  SCOTLAND  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Finlay,  Bill  to  declare  the 
-constitution  of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Finlay,  Mr.  Mackin- 
tosh, Mr.  James  Campbell,  Mr.  Parker  Smith, 
Sir  Charles  Dalrymple,  Mr.  Thorburn,  Colonel 
Malcolm,  Mr.  Hosier,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart,  and 
Mr.  Baird. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  274.] 
Sir  R.  Fowler 


EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS  (BANFFSHIRB) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Asher,  Bill  to  make  better 
provision  for  the  administration  of  certain 
Educational  Endowments  in  the  County  of 
Banff,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Asher, 
Mr.  Duff,  and  Mr.  James  Campbell 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  276 .  ] 

ECCLESIASTICAL  CONTUMACY  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Sandys,  Bill  to  sub- 
stitute deprivation  for  imprisonment  for  con- 
tumacy in  proceeding  under  the  Church  Dis- 
cipline Act  of  1840  and  "  The  Public  Worship 
Regulation  Act,  1874,"  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  bv  Colonel  Sandys,  Mr.  Whitley,  Mr. 
Wardle,  Mr.  Joicey,  Colonel  Saunderson,  Mr. 
Abel  Smith,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  Alexander 
H.  Brown,  Sir  John  Kennaway,  Sir  George 
Baden-Powell,  Mr.  Charles  Wilson,  and  Mr. 
Grotrian. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  276.] 


PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS  COMMITTEE. 

Third  Report,  with  Minutes  of  Evi- 
dence, brought  up,  and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  177.] 

STANDING  COMMITTEES  (CHAIRMEN'S 

PANEL). 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  re- 
ported from  the  Chairmen's  Panel  that 
they  had  appointed  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan 

to  act  as  Chairman  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  the  consideration  of  Bills 
relating  to  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice, 
and  Legal  Procedure. 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  do  lie  upon 
the  Table. 


INLAND   REVENUE  (DEATH   DUTIES). 
Copy  ordered — 

"  Of  Memorandum  setting  forth,  for  Death 
Duty  Purposes,  the  practice  of  the  Inland 
Revenue  Department  in  dealing  with  the 
various  interests  connected  with  the  Sale  of 
Intoxicating  Liquors." — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
176.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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SALE  OP  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL.— (No.  87.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 


DEATHS    FROM    STARVATION 
(METROPOLIS). 
Address  for — 

"  Return  of  the  number  of  Deaths  in  the 
Metropolitan  District  in  the  year  1889,  upon 
whioh  a  coroner's  jury  have  retained  a  verdict 
of  Death  from  Starvation,  or  Death  accele- 
rated by  Privation  (in  continuation  of  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  No.  136,  of  Session  1889). — 
(Mr.  Talbot) 

QUESTIONS. 

ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  NAVAL  AND 
MILITARY  ADMINISTRATION. 

Admiral  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he  can 
state  what  action  he  proposes  to  take 
with  reference  to  the  suggestions  and 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion on  the  Administration  of  Naval  and 
Military  Departments  so  far  as  they 
relate  to  the  Admiralty  ? 

The  FIBST  LOBD  op  thb  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing) :  The  recommendations  of 
the  Royal  Commission,  so  far  as  the 
Admiralty  was  concerned,  were  four  in 
number.  They  involved  no  change  in 
the  present  system  of  administration, 
but  suggested  a  more  distinct  recogni- 
tion of  the  principles  upon  which  the 
system  is  based,  especially  in  reference 
to  the  position  which  the  First  Naval 
Lord  oocupies  as  chief  adviser  on  all 
great  questions  of  naval  policy  to  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  In  order 
to  enable  him  to  give  more  time  to  this 
primary  duty,  they  recommended  that 
he  should  be  relieved  of  some  of  the 
routine  work  hitherto  attached  to  his 
office.  Effect  has  been  given  to  this 
recommendation,  which  was  the  only  one 
that  required  any  action  to  be  taken. 

VOL.  CCCXLIV.    \trikd  series.] 


MR.   CURRIE,   MAGISTRATE   OF  ' 
HOWRAH. 

Mr.  BRADLAT7GH:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  is  aware 
that  complaint  has  been  made  against 
Mr.  Carrie,  Magistrate  of  Howrah,  of 
assault  and  use  of  abusive  language  to 
native  gentlemen  within  the  precincts 
of  the  Court,  on  the  6th  of  August  last ; 
whether  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of 
Bengal  thereupon  ordered  an  inquiry  to 
be  made  by  Mr.  Clay,  officiating  Com- 
missioner of  Burdwan ;  whether  Mr. 
Clay  made  such  inquiry  ;  whether  it  was 
of  a  public  or  private  character;  and 
whether  the  gentleman  who  made  the 
complaint  was  examined  ;  whether  Mr. 
Clay  has  submitted  a  Report;  and 
whether  the  Bengal  Government  have 
communicated  such  Report  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State ;  and,  if  not,  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  call  for  a  copy  of 
Mr.  Clay's  Report,  or,  if  already  received, 
will  he  lay  it  upon  the  Table  of  the* 
House  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  OF* 
STATE  for  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chat- 
ham) :  The  Secretary  of  State  has  .  no2* 
information  as  to  the  facts  stated  in  the 
question.  If  the  hon.  Member  can  fur- 
nish any  sufficient  ground  for  the  state- 
ments the  Secretary  of  State  will  inquire' 
from  the  Government  of  India  as  to  their 
truth. 

THE  CRAWFORD  CASE.. '       '..., 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under    Secretary     of    State  for    India 
whether  any  application.has  been  received, 
on  behalf  of  Mr.  Arthur  Crawford,  to  be 
refunded  the  legal  expenses  incurred  by, 
him  in  connection  with  the  Poona  Special 
Commission ;  and,  if  so,  what  decision,, 
if  any,  has  been  come  to  in  the  matter?  .  . 
Sir  J.  GORST:  The  payment  of  Mr.. 
Crawford's  legal  expenses  was,  in  the  first, 
instance,   refused  by  the    Secretary  ,  o£ 
State,  although,  in  consideration  of  his;, 
services,  other  concessions  to  his  family 
were  made.     A  further  application  lias 
been  since  made  on  the  subject,  which  is: 
still  under  consideration. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  Has  any  further 
decision  been  come  to  in  this  case?  1 
have  had  a  notice  upon  the  subject  upon 
the  Paper  for  some  time,  but  I  have  not. 
had  an  opportunity  of  obtaining  an  ex-t 
pression  of  opinion  upon  it. 
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•Sin  J.  GORST:  Yes,  Sir.  I  believe, 
thai  whenever  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  the  Government  of  India  have  made 
up  their  minds  they  will  act  without 
waiting  for  the  discussion  which  is 
proposed  to  be  initiated  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mr.  BR  A  PL  A  UGH :  May  I  point  out 
that  there  are  strong  expressions  con- 
tained in  the  Papers  now  before  the 
House  with  reference  to  this  matter  1 

Ms.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  we  are  to  understand  that  he 
intends,  in  the  surprising  course  which 
he  is  taking,  to  lay  down  that  there  is 
no  necessity  for  producing  Papers   in 

{'notification  of  the  action  of  the  Indian 
Government  ? 

•Sir  J.  GORST :  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  somewhat  exaggerate  the 
importance  of  the  matter.  The  only 
question  now  at  issue  is  the  cost  which 
has  been  incurred  by  Mr.  Crawford  in  the 
litigation  which  has  taken  place.  Strong 
representations  have  been  made  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  upon  that  matter, 
and  they  are  receiving  proper  considera- 
tion. 

•Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  May  I  ask 
whether  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  terms 
"  litigation  "  was  not  a  series  of  charges 
against  Mr.  Crawford,  a  very  high 
official,  for  accepting  bribes  from  a 
number  of  Magistrates,  and  whether 
several  of  the  Magistrates  alleged  to 
have  been  bribed  have  since  been  dis- 
missed from  the  service  of  the  State  ? 

•Mr.  MACLEAN  (Oldham)  :  Is  it  not 
the  fact  that  the  Government  of  Bombay 
empowered  a  special  tribunal  to  try  Mr. 
Crawford  on  33  different  charges;  is 
it  not  also  the  fact  that  he  was  acquitted 
upon  32  of  those  charges,  and  only 
partially  convicted  upon  one — the  33rd — 
and  did  not  the  Secretary  of  State 
dismiss  him  from  the  Service,  not  on  the 
ground  of  corruption,  of  which  he  had 
been  acquitted,  but  on  the  ground,  which 
he  had  himself  confessed,  that  he  was 
indebted  to  some  of  the  native  capitalists 
in  his  district  for  borrowed  money  ? 

•Sir  J.  GORST :  Yes,  Sir ;  all  the 
questions  which  have  been  addressed  to 
me  are  perfectly  correct,  and  the 
particulars  will  be  found  in  the  Papers 
which  have  been  presented  to  the  House. 


THE    GUARANTEED    80UTH    INDIAN 

RAILWAY. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  <fec.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  if  it  is  true  that  the 
Government,  having  just  bought  up  the 
Guaranteed  South  Indian  Railway  at  a 
heavy  premium,  is  about  to  give  another 
guarantee  to  the  same  or  a  re-organised 
company,  for  the  purpose  of  working  the 
line ;  if  the  terms  of  the  fresh  guarantee 
are  three  per  cent.,  and  half  of  any  net 
profit,  after  paying  the  guarantee;  and 
if  the  result  will  be  that  the  Govern- 
ment, being  able  to  borrow  at  three  per 
cent.,  and  having  paid  for  the  line  at  the 
rate  of  131  per  cent.,  now  gives  to  the 
company  three  per  cent,  plus  the 
salaries  of  the  directors,  the  patronage  of 
the  administration,  and  the  chance  of 
additional  payment  in  case  of  profit? 

•Sir  J.  GORST :  Negotiations  are  now 
going  on  between  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  the  South  Indian  Railway  Company, 
with  the  view  ot  the  latter  conducting' 
the  management  and  working  of  the  line 
just  purchased  by  the  Secretary  of  State. 
The  terms  of  the  agreement  are  not  yet 
settled. 


SIRAJI   RAO. 

Mb.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn) :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  numerous  barbarities  which 
have  been  committed  by  the  present 
ruler  of  the  Indore  State,  Siraji  Rao, 
both  before  and  since  his  installation ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  well-known  brutal  charac- 
ter of  Siraji  Rao,  his  late  father,  His 
Highness  Tukoji  Rao,  had  set  him  aside 
from  the  succession,  and  that,  after  his 
father  died,  his  own  mother  begged  that 
the  Agent  to  the  Governor  General  for 
Central  India,  Sir  Lepel  Griffin,  would 
not  recommend  his  installation  to  the 
"Government  of  India,  on  the  score  that 
serious  trouble  would  overtake  the 
Indore  State  if  he  were  made  ruler ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Sir  Lepel 
Griffin  himself  had,  up  to  the  date  of  the 
father's  death,  adopted  the  same  attitude 
towards  Siraji  Rao  as  his  own  father  and 
mother,  although  after  that  event  he 
reported  he  was  reformed ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  one  of  the  first  acts  of  the 
new    ruler  was  to  dismiss    and  expel 
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from  the  Indore  State  all  the  trusted 
advisers  of  his  father,  and  to  endeavour 
to  outrage  and  plunder  the  ladies  of  his 
late  father's  family,  and  to  put  in  chains, 
and  subject  to  starvation  and  public 
ignominy,  the  Revenue  Officer  formerly 
in  charge  of  the  Crown  Lauds,  and  that 
he  has  recently  expelled  from  the  State 
his  own  uncle,  Sir  Cassu  Rao  Dadasahib, 
ELC.S.L,  to  whom  the  Court  ladies  have 
been  looking  as  their  natural  protector ; 
and  whether  he  can  inform  the  House 
what  steps  the  Government  of  India  are 
taking  to  provide  a  prompt  remedy  for 
this  state  of  affairs  p 

Sir  J.  GORST :  The  subject  of  this 
question  is  best  known  to  the  House  as 
the  Maharajah  Holkar.  The  answer  to 
the  first  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question  is  in  the  negative.  The  atten- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State  has  not 
been  called  to  the  "  numerous  barbarities  " 
which  are  said  to  have  been  committed. 
The  answer  to  the  second  paragraph  is 
also  in  the  negative.  So  far  as  the  in- 
formation in  the  Secretary  of  State's 
possession  shows,  no  previous  objection 
was  made  to  the  Maharajah's  succession, 
which  took  place  four  years  ago,  either 
by  his  father  or  mother.  The  answer  to 
the  third  paragraph  of  the  question  is 
that  Sir  Lepel  Griffin  recommended  his 
immediate  succession.  In  answer  to 
paragraphs  4  and  5  I  have  to  say  that 
the  Reports  received  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  do  not  bear  out  the  allega- 
tions. The  last  Report,  although  not 
altogether  favourable,  shows  a  tendency 
to  the  improvement  in  the  Government 
of  the  State ;  and  no  interference  is  at 
present  contemplated. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HE  ALT  (Longford,  N.): 
Upon  a  point  of  order,  Mr.  Speaker,  may 
I  ask  whether  it  is  regular  to  speak,  as 
this  question  does,  of  "the  well-known 
brutal  character  of  Siraji  Rao?" 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Those  words  ought 
to  have  been  omitted  from  the  question. 
They  seem  to  have  crept  in  through  in- 
advertence. 

RAILWAY  COMPANIES  AND  TELE- 
GRAMS. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Lichfield) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  entering  into  arrangements  with  the 
railway  companies  by  which  they  would 
undertake  to  receive  telegrams  from  the 


public  for  transmission  at  all  railway 
stations  in  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge):  In 
reply  to  a  quesfion  which  was  put  to  me 
in  this  House  on  August  20  last,  I  stated 
that  I  was  not  in  a  position  to  enforce 
the  performance  of  public  telegraph 
duties  at  all  stations.  I  also  stated  my 
belief  that  at  many  stations  the  railway 
companies  did  not  possess  the  necessary 
facilities.  I  do  not  think  I  can  now  add 
anything  except  that  I  shall  always  be 
glad  to  receive  and  consider  any  applica- 
tion from  the  public  for  the  establish- 
ment of  additional  telegraph  offices  at 
railway  stations. 

•Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  :  In  consequence 
of  the  answer  I  have  received,  I  beg  to 
give  notice  that  I  will,  at  the  earliest 
opportunity,  move  that  in  the  opinion  of 
this  House  no  further  compulsory  powers 
should  be  given  to  railway  companies 
until  such  time  as  they  have  arranged 
to  receive  telegrams  from  the  public  for 
transmission. 

THE  CARDIFF  POLICE. 
Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.):  Ibegto  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that, 
about  half -past  one  o'clock  on  the  morning 
of  the  2nd  instant,  three  policemen,  with- 
out the  authority  of  a  warrant,  made 
forcible  entry  into  the  house  No.  37, 
Mary  Ann  Street,  Cardiff,  occupied  by 
Mrs.  Driscoll,  a  widow,  and  her  two  sons, 
Cornelius  and  Daniel  Driscoll ;  that  the 
policemen,  without  waiting  for  the 
inmates  to  open  the  door,  broke 
open  the  doors  back  and  front,  and  when 
Cornelius  Driscoll  asked  their  authority 
for  entering  in  such  a  manner,  they 
replied  in  abusive  language  and  refused 
to  give  any  satisfactory  explanation  of 
their  conduct;  that  the  police  made  a 
pretence  of  arresting  two  men  who  were 
lodging  in  the  house,  and  almost  im- 
mediately discharged  them  without  trial ; 
that  one  of  the  policemen,  No.  34,  seized 
Daniel  Driscoll  violently  by  the  throat 
when  he  attempted  to  stop  them  on  the 
stairs  until  they  had  shown  their  au- 
thority; that  Cornelius  and  Daniel 
Driscoll  went  immediately  to  the  police 
station  to  complain,  and  that  Inspector 
James,  who  was  in  charge,  refused  to 
receive  their  complaint,  saying  the  police 
2  M  2 
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had  done  perfectly  right,  and  threatened 
to  arrest  the  complainants  if  they  did 
not  leave  the  police  station  at  once ;  that 
the  matter  was  reported  by  letter  to  the 
Mayor  and  Town  Clerk,  and  no  notice 
taken  of  it ;  whether  the  policemen  com- 
plained of  and  the  Inspector  who  refused 
to  receive  the  complaint  are  still  on  duty; 
if  it  is  lawful  for  policemen  to  enter  a 
house  without  being  armed  with  a  war- 
rant, and  if  it  be  lawful,  even  with  a 
warrant,  to  break  open  the  door  of  a 
house  without  making  known  to  the  in- 
mates the  nature  of  the  authority  with 
which  the  police,  who  demanded  admit- 
tance, are  invested ;  and  if  he  will  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  foe  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am  informed  by  the 
Head  Constable  that  on  the  morning  of 
the  day  in  question  a  seaman  came  up  to 
a  constable  in  the  street  named,  and 
said  that  he  had  been  robbed  of  £9,  and 
that  the  thieves  had  gone  into  No.  36  or 
37.  The  constable,  with  two  others, 
thereupon,  having  satisfied  themselves 
that  the  thieves  were  not  in  the  former 
house,  knocked  at  No.  37.  After 
waiting  about  five  minutes,  a  man,  who 
was  passing  by,  having  learnt  what  was 
going  on,  of  his  own  accord,  and  without 
being  asked  by  the  police,  forced  open 
the  door.  Two  men  pointed  out  by  the 
aeaman  as  the  persons  who  robbed  him 
were  arrested  and  conveyed  to  the  police 
station,  where  the  officer  in  charge  did 
not  think  the  evidence  sufficient  to 
justify  their  detention,  and  he  denies 
having  used  any  threat  to  the  men. 
The  men  complained  to  the  Mayor,  who 
replied  that  the  matter  would  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  next  meeting  of  the  Watch 
Committee.  The  police  officers  con- 
cerned are  still  on  duty.  I  am  advised 
that  police  officers  in  pursuit  of  an 
offender  are  justified,  in  urgent  cases,  in 
breaking  into  a  house  if,  after  announce- 
ment of  their  official  character,  admission 
is  refused. 

SLAVERY, 
Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  :  I  beg  to 
nsk  the  Under  Secretary  of   State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  if  it  is  true,  as  stated,  that 
the   Imperial   East    African    Company 
have  entirely  abolished  slavery  in  the 
: territories  under  their  influence? 
Mr.  Cuninghame  Graham 


•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
for  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Feb- 
gusson,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  informed  that  the 
British  East  African  Company  have  ap- 
proved a  Proclamation  issued  by  their 
Administrator  in  Zanzibar,  with  the 
assent  of  the  chiefs  of  the  peoples  con- 
cerned, decreeing  immunity  from  slavery 
within  a  certain  area  in  the  company's 
territory  and  beyond  the  10  mile  limit. 
It  is  understood  that  the  Proclamation 
does  not  affect  the  status  of  slavery  as 
now  existent. 

PUBLIC  HOUSE  [LICENCES   IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether/ 
it  is  true  that,  at  a  recent  Licensing 
Court  for  the  Airdrie  District  of  Lanark- 
shire, Sheriff-Substitute  Mair  acted  as 
Chairman,  and,  in  the  case  of  an  equal 
vote  for  and  against  granting  a  new 
public  house  licence  at  S  win  ton,  gavo 
his  casting  vote  in  favour  of  its  grant ; 
whether  it  is  true  that,  when  the  new 
certificate  came  before  the  Licensing 
Committee  on  the  2nd  instant  for  con- 
firmation, Sheriff  Mair  was  present,  and 
spoke  in  support  of  the  application  ;  and 
whether  it  is  customary  for  Sheriffs  or 
Sheriffs-Substitute,  to  sit  as  Judges  ex 
officio  in  Licensing  Courts  in  Scotland, 
or  to  interfere  at  confirming  -  Courts  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute)  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  defer  the  question.  I 
have  not  yet  been  able  to  obtain  the  in- 
formation that  would  enable  me  to 
answer  it. 

POSTAL  SERVICE  AT  NETHY  BRIDGE. 

Mb.  EEAY:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  insufficiency  of  the 
postal  service  at  Nethy  Bridge,  Inverness- 
shire,  in  the  matter  of  communication 
with  the  South ;  whether  he  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  authorising  a 
despatch  from  Nethy  Bridge  by  the 
train  which  leaves  Nethy  Bridge  for  the 
South  on  the  afternoons  of  week  days  ; 
and  whether  a  despatch  and  delivery  of 
letters  at  Nethy  Bridge  can  be  inaugu- 
rated, vid  Grantown  and  Boat-of-Garten, 
during  the  summer  season,  similar  to  the 
despatch  and  delivery  by  that  route 
possessed  by  Dulnain  Bridge,  the  distance 
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to  be  covered  being  smaller  in  the  former 
than  in  the  latter  case  1 
•Mr,  RAIKES:  I  have  not  received 
any  application  on  the  subject  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers,  frothy  Bridge 
lms  already  two  deliveries  of  letters,  and 
two  despatches  to  the  South,  and,  on 
the  whole,  appears  to  be  well  served ; 
but  I  am  having  inquiry  made  into  the 
question  of  establishing  an  additional 
mail. 

BETTING  TELEGRAMS. 
Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  large 
number  of  telegrams  which  are  sent 
through  the  Post  Office  with  reference  to 
bets  and  wagers;  whether,  in  view  of  the 
enactment  contained  in  37  Vie.  c.  15, 
1874,  declaring  that — 

"  Where  any  telegram  is  sent  with  respect  to 
(betting],  every  person  sending,  or  causing  the 
same  to  be  sent,  shall  be  subject  to  penalties  ;" 

he  can  take  any  steps  for  the  more 
stringent  enforcement  of  this  Act ;  and 
whether  he  is  also  aware  that  the  Post 
Office  telegraph  boys  are  run  off  their 
legs  on  racing  days  delivering  these 
illegal  messages  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  advised  that 
37  Vic,  c.  15,  1874,  does  not  render 
illegal  every  telegram  respecting  betting, 
but  only  telegrams  inviting  bets,  and 
advertising  the  possession  of  special 
information  or  advice  with  a  view  to 
bets.  With  regard  to  telegrams  that 
would  come  within  the  Act,  1  am 
informed  by  the  Postmaster  General  that 
he  has  no  reason  to  believe  that  they 
are  numerous,  and  that  there  would  be 
great  difficulties,  consistently  with  the 
transaction  of  telegraph  business,  in  hav- 
ing such  a  complete  examination  made 
of  all  the  different  kinds  of  telegrams  as 
would  be  necessary  for  a  more  stringent 
enforcement  of  the  Betting  Acts.  The 
force  of  telegraph  boys  employed  on  racing 
days  is  always  sufficient  to  prevent  their 
being  overworked. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.)  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  abolish  the  Act  if  it  cannot  be 
carried  out  ? 

.  Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  do  not  say  that 
it  cannot  be  carried  out,  but  that  a  proper 
censorship  would  be  necessary  to  carry  it 
out.      .  I 


IMPORTED  MINERAL  WATER8.     ;   l 

Mr.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) :  I; 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  can  state  approxi- 
mately the  amount  of  mineral  waters, 
imported  into  the  United  Kingdom  dur- 
ing the  last  financial  year ;  and  whether 
any  duty  is  at  present  levied  thereon  ? 
*Thk  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  oi 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  Mineral  waters  imported  into  the 
United  Kingdom  are  included  in  the 
Trade  Accounts,  with  other  goods 
unenumerated,  and  the  Customs  inform 
me  that  they  are  unable  to  estimate  the 
amount.  There  is  no  duty  on  the 
importation  of  mineral  waters. 

H.M.S.    MALABAR. 

Colonel  ANSTRUTHER  (Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether,  on  the 
occasion  of  the  collision  between  H.M.S. 
Malabar  with  the  4th  Battalion  Rifle 
Brigade  on  board,  and  the  French 
steamer  Erymanthe,  on  the  19th  January1 
last,  there  was  sufficient  boat  accommo- 
dation to  have  served  the  1,450  military 
passengers  on  board,  in  addition  to 
the  ship's  company  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  It  is  estimated 
that  the  number  of  boats,  including 
collapsible  boats  and  rafts,  carried  by  the 
Malabar  at  the  time  of  her  collision 
with  the  Erymanthe  would  have  been 
sufficient  to  accommodate  1,443  persons. 
Doubts  having  been  expressed  as  to  the 
suitability  of  the  Mends  Artillery  raft 
for  prompt  use  in  emergency,  the  Admi- 
ralty have  recently  arranged  with  the 
India  Office  to  replace  it,  in  the  case  of 
the  Indian  troopships,  by  four  boats 
capable  of  carrying  500  persons,  or  150 
more  than  the  capacity  of  the  raft. 

METROPOLITAN    POSTMEN. 

Mr.  OCTAVIUS  V.  MORGAN 
(Battersea) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  can  state  the 
number  of  resignations  and  dismissals 
of  postmen  in  the  Metropolitan  District 
during  the  years  1885,  1886,  1887, 
1888,  and  1889? 

*Ma.    RAIKES:     In    reply     to     the: 
hon.  Member  I  have  to  state  that  during 
the  year  1885,  out  of  a  body  of  2,674 
postmen  in  London  the  number  of  resig-; 
nations    was    24    and  the  number   of 
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dismissals  28 ;  in  1886,  out  of  a  body  of 
2,872  the  resignations  were  46  and  the 
dismissals  24  ;  in  1887,  out  of  a  body  of 
3,062,  resignations  22  and  dismissals  23  ; 
in  1888,  out  of  a  body  of  3,201,  resigna- 
tions 44  and  dismissals  31 ;  and  in  1889, 
oat  of  a  body  of  3,429,  resignations  33 
and  dismissals  21. 

THE  ENFIELD  SMALL  ARMS  FACTORY. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  he  is  aware  that  certain  gross 
breaches  of  the  Truck  Act  hare  taken 
place  at  the  Royal  Small  Arms  Factory, 
Enfield,  and  will  he  cause  an  inquiry  to 
be  made  into  the  matter ;  if  he  is  aware 
that  Messrs.  Metcalfe  are  reputed  to  have 
transacted  business  during  the  workiug 
hours  of  the  factory  ;  and  if  this  is  con- 
trary to  the  Rules  of  the  Ordnance  Office  ? 
•Thb  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) ;  Trading  of  any  kind  in  the 
factory  during  working  hours  would  be 
contrary  to  regulation.  A  charge 
under  this  head  was  recently  preferred 
by  a  discharged  workman  against  two 
brothers  named  Metcalfe  ;  but  on  in- 
vestigation it  was  not  substantiated  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Superintendent. 

MR.  R.  F.  CRAWFORD. 
Me.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  it  is 
possible  to  make  an  inquiry  into  the 
mental  condition  of  Robert  Fitzgerald 
Crawford,  now  in  Stow  Asylum,  as  it  is 
alleged  that  he  is  confined  there  whilst  of 
sound  mind  ? 

.  Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Lunacy  Commissioners  that  the 
Medical  Officer  of  the  Asylum  in  ques- 
tion reported  yesterday  that  Mr.  Robert 
Crawford  Fitzgerald,  who  is,  they  assume, 
the  patient  referred  to,  was  insane.  Any 
application  in  his  behalf  should  be  ad- 
dressed to  the  Visiting  Committee  of  the 
Asylum,  who  alone  can  discharge  the 
patient. 

CEYLON. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  there  is  any  objection 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  or 
to  place  in  the  Library,  Copies  of  all 
Administrative  Reports  of  the  Colony  of 
Mr.  Raikes 


Ceylon  for  the  last  five  years,  together 
with  Mr.  Moir's  Special  Report  on  the 
alleged  starvation  cases,  with  all  the 
appendices  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  or  STATE 
for  the  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  ra 
Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  Copies 
of  the  Ceylon  Administration  Reports  for 
the  last  five  years,  for  which  they  have 
been  received,  1883-1887,  have  been 
placed  in  the  Library  of  the  House, 
together  with  three  copies  of  Mr.  Moir's 
Report,  in  the  form  in  which  it  was 
printed  by  the  Government  of  Ceylon 
and  forwarded  to  the  Colonial  Office. 

THE  FATAL  RAILWAY  ACCIDENT  AX 
NEW  MILFORD. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  inquest  held  at  New  Mil* 
ford,  on  Monday,  5th  May,  on  the  body 
of  Daniel  Thomas,  porter  and  labourer, 
who  was  killed  by  a  train  while  crossing 
the  yard  near  the  fish  stage,  where  a 
similar  fatal  accident  occurred  in  1887, 
and  was  then  fully  inquired  into  and  re- 
ported upon  by  Colonel  Rich ;  whether 
he  has  observed  that  one  of  the  witnesses 
stated  that  it  was  the  habit  of  the  men 
to  cross  at  this  point,  as  the  shortest  cut 
from  the  fish  stage  to  their  homes; 
whether  the  Railway  Company  has 
repeatedly  promised  to  carry  out  the 
recommendation  of  Colonel  Rich  to  con- 
struct a  footbridge  at  this  spot ;  whether 
the  Company  have  as  yet  begun  this 
work ;  and,  if  so,  within  what  time  it 
will  be  completed ;  and  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  risk  shown  by  this  second 
fatal  accident,  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
make  further  representations  to  the 
Railway  Company  or,  by  an  amending 
Bill  to  "The  Regulation  of  Railways 
Act,  1889,"  take  power  to  order  the  con- 
struction of  bridges  or  subways  where 
the  Inspectors  of  the  Board  report  they 
are  necessary? 

•Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  Report  of  the  in- 
quest upon  the  fatal  accident  which 
occurred  on  the  3rd  instant.  The  Coroner 
states  that  on  that  day  the  unfortunate 
man  had  been  employed  at  some  distance 
from  the  place  where  he  met  with  his 
injuries,  that  he  had  left  off  work  for  the 
day  more  than  one  hour  previously,  and 
had  no  business  where  he   was.    The 
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evidence  attached  to  Colonel  Rich's  Re- 
port showB  that  the  Company  have 
warned  their  workpeople  not  to  cross 
the  metals  but  to  go  past  the  station  by 
the  waterside  path.  The  Company  are, 
I  am  informed,  willing  to  make  arrange- 
ments for  the  construction  of  a  foptbridge. 
With  regard  to  legislation  on  the  subject, 
the  hon.  Member  is  aware  that  I  made  a 
proposal  last  Session,  with  which  it  was 
not  possible  to  proceed  owing  to  the  op- 
position of  the  Railway  Companies,  and 
I  can  see  no  probability  of  it  being  in  my 
power  to  deal  with  the  subject  this 
year. 

POOR  RATE  DEFAULTERS  IN  GOVAN. 

Mr.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Lord  Advocate  how  many  poor 
rate  defaulters  there  were  in  the  com- 
bination of  Govan,  Scotland,  on  20th 
June,  1889 ;  how  many  of  them  sub- 
sequently paid  their  rates;  what  was 
the  amount  due  on  the  said  date;  and 
what  was  the  amount  ultimately  lost  to 
the  funds  of  the  combination  through  de- 
faulters during  the  year  ? 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  have 
not  yet  been  able  to  ascertain  the  parti- 
culars, and  must,  therefore,  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  put  down  the  question  for 
Monday. 

INLAND  REVENUE  OFFICERS. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
a  reply  has  been  sent  to  the  Petition  from 
the  Inland  Revenue  Officers  praying  for  a 
redress  of  their  grievances,  which  was  for- 
warded to  the  Treasury  several  weeks  ago ; 
if  not,  what  is  the  cause  of  the  delay ;  and 
whether  he  is  aware  that  grave  discon- 
tent exists  in  the  Inland  Revenue 
Department? 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  The 
Treasury  have  been  presented  with  this 
and  other  similar  applications,  which  in- 
volve questions  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance, as  well  as  a  large  increase  of  ex- 
penditure. It  is  obvious  that  proposals 
of  so  serious  a  character  must  need 
careful  consideration,  and  the  Treasury 
have  not  yet  been  able  to  arrive  at  a  deci- 
sion. The  hon.  Member  is,  no  doubt, 
aware  that  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Civil  Establishments  did  not  feel  in  a 
position  to  Report  in  favour  of  the  prayer 
of  the  Memorial. 


Mb.  HAYDEN :  Can  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man say  when  a  reply  may  be  expected  f 

Mb.  JACKSON :  No,  Sir;  I  am  afraid 
I  cannot. 

UNIVERSAL   PENNY  POSTAGE.. 

Mb.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  what  is 
the  estimated  loss  of  Revenue  to  this 
country  that  would  result  from  the 
establishment  of  a  universal  penny 
postage? 

♦Mb.  RAIKES:  Over  and  above  the 
present  loss  on  the  Foreign  and  Colonial 
Mail  Services  maintained  by  this  country, 
which  is  estimated  at  about.  £293,000  a 
year,  the  further  loss  which  would  accrue 
to  the  Imperial  Revenue  from  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  universal  penny  postage 
rate  for  letters  would  probably  be  up- 
wards of  #400,000  a  year. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side) :  Does,  the  right  hon..  Gentleman, 
in  that  estimate,  calculate  upon  any 
increase  in  the  number  of  letters? 

*Mb.  RAIKES :  I  have  answered  that 
question  several  times  already. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  Is  the  calculation 
based  upon  a  loss  so  far  as  the  present 
number  of  letters  are  concerned  without 
taking  into  account  the  fact  that  more 
letters  may  be  carried  ? 

*Mb.  RAIKES :  Yes. 

i 

FOREIGN  POSTAL  SERVICE. 

Mb.  SUMMERS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  what  (if  any)  is  the 
amount  of  profit  derived  by  this  country 
from  the  Foreign  Postal  Service  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES :  There  is  an  estimated 
loss  on  the  Foreign  Service  of  more  than 
£30,000  a  year.  , 

THE  RAILWAY  AND  OANAL  TRAFFIC 

ACT. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  can  now  state  when 
he  will  be  able  to  submit  to  Parliament 
a  Report  of  the  complaints  made  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  under  Section  31  of 
"The  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,. 
1888?" 

•Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  1  have  pre- 
sented  the  Report  to-day,  and  it  will  be 
circulated  without  delay. 


U7J        .      The  Scotch 
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v  "      CONGO  IMPORT  DUTIES. 

;Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.): 
r  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  telegram 
from '  Brussels,  dated  11th  May,  ap- 
pearing in  the  Standard  of  the  12th 
instant,  to  the  following  effect : — 

'  "  The  Independanee  Bilge  to-day  states  that 
at  yesterday's  sitting  of  the  Anti-Slavery  Con- 
ference Baron  Lam bermont,  the  Belgian  Pleni- 
potentiary, submitted  a  proposal  having  for  its 
object  the  revision  of  the  provisions  of  the 
general  Act  of  the  Conference  in  1885,  which 
imposed  absolute  liberty  of  commerce  in  the 
Congo  basin,  in  the  sense  of  empowering  the 
States  which  possess  territories  in  the  Congo 
basin  to  levy  an  ad  valorem  duty  on  all  imported 
goods.  The  British  Plenipotentiaries  warmly 
supported  the  proposal,  which  was  accepted  in 
principle  by  the  German  Plenipotentiary,  who, 
however,  reserved  the  final  decision  to  his 
Government.  The  Representatives  of  Italy, 
France,  and  Portugal  expressed  themselves  in 
the  same  sense ; " 

and  whether  it  is  true  that  the  British 
Plenipotentiary  warmly  supported  the 
proposal  empowering  States  which 
possess  territories  in  the  Congo  basin  to 
levy  ad  valorem  duties  on  all  imported 
goods,  contrary  to  provisions  in  the 
general  Act  of  the  Conference  in  1885 ; 
and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds  did  he  base 
his  support,  and  had  he  received  instruc- 
tions in  that  sense  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  what  were  those  in- 
structions ? 

•Sie  J.  FERGUSSON :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  under  an  engagement  to 
keep  the  proceedings  of  the  Conference 
secret  until  its  labours  are  terminated. 
I  regret,  therefore,  that  I  cannot  make 
any  statement  as  to  what  passed 
on  the  occasion  referred  to,  beyond 
saying  that  the  British  Plenipo- 
tentiaries did  not  act  without  authority. 

' i:  H.M.S.   BARRACOUTA- HOSPITAL 
ACCOMMODATION. 

"  Mb.  HERBERT  KNATCHBULL- 
HtJGESSEN  (Kent,  Faversham)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  is  aware  that  nothing  has  yet 
been  done  to  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  jury  in  the  recent  Barracouta 
ease  at  Sheerness  with  respect  to  the 
hospital  accommodation,  and  that,  in  cas9 
of  accidents,  the  sufferers,  if  not  military 
men,  would  still  be  sent  to  Chatham, 
although  there  has  been,  and  is,  ample 


accommodation  in  the  Military  Hospital 
at  Sheerness  1 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  already  put  to  me  a  somewhat 
similar  question,  which  I  answered  on 
the  15th  April.  As  recently  as  the  year 
1888,  the  Admiralty  extended  the  then 
existing  accommodation  for  patients  at 
Sheerness,  and  they  are  of  opinion  that 
the  Naval  Infirmary  is  sufficient  to  meet 
ordinary  requirements.  In  regard  to  the 
statement  that  there  is  ample  accommo- 
dation in  the  Military  Hospital  for  naval 
as  well  as  military  patients,  1  can  -only 
repeat  that  the  number  of  beds  in  .the 
Hospital  is  considered  to  only  suffice  in 
the  ordinary  course  for  the  requirements 
of  the  garrison  ;  and,  therefore,  it  would 
not  be  desirable  to  ask  the  Military 
Authorities  to  receive  Naval  patients 
except  in  cases  of  emergency. 

Mr.      H.    KNATCHBETLL-HUGES- 
SEN :  In  consequence  of  the  exceedingly  . 
unsatisfactory  reply  of  the  noble  Lord, 
I  will  call  attention  to  the  subject  when 
the  Naval  Estimates  come  on. 

THE  SCOTCH  FORESHORES. 

Mr.  KEAY :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  he  has  yet  completed 
his  inquiries  into  the  14  cases  of  alleged 
infringement  of  the  Act  of  1 1  George  3, 
c.  31,  submitted  to  him  on  20th  March 
and  4th  April,  in  compliance  with  his 
invitation  of  6  th  March  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  Donald  Paterson,  the 
local  agent  of  the  landowner  at  Barra,  is 
now  threatening  the  fish  curers  of 
Castiebay  with  vigorous  prosecution,  in 
consequence  of  their  claim  to  the  free 
us3  of  the  foreshores  below  the  highest 
high- water  mark,  and  for  the  space  of 
100  yards  on  waste  or  uncultivated  land 
beyond  such  mark,  for  the  purposes  of 
fish  curing  and  of  drying  the  fishermen's 
nets,  <tc,  under  the  above-named  Act ; 
and  whether,  as  the  fishing  season  opens 
at  Barra  immediately,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  taking  some  public  action  to. 
protect  those  engaged  in  the  fishing 
industry  at  Barra  and  elsewhere  from 
interference  and  to  secure  to  them  the 
enjoyment  of  the  benefits  to  which  they 
are  entitled  under  the  said  Act  ? 

•Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  have  this, 
morning  received  information  regarding 
the  cases  referred  to  in  the  first  part  of 
the  question,  but  have  not  yet  had  time 
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to  consider  it ;  when  I  have  done  so  I 
shall  communicate  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. As  regards  the  particular  case 
mentioned  in  the  question,  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  give  me  specific  instances 
where  prosecution  is  threatened,  I  will 
make  inquiry. 

VOLUNTEER  BRIGADE  PARADES. 

Me.  BROOKFIELD  (Susssx,  Rye): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  he  can  state  the 
exact  precedence  to  which  a  local  corps 
of  Royal  Naval  Artillery  Volunteers 
would  be  entitled  when  taking  part  in  a 
brigade  parade  composed  as  follows  :  one 
regiment  of  Yeomanry  Cavalry,  local 
corps  of  Royal  Naval  Artillery  Volun- 
teers, local  corps  of  Artillery  Volunteers, 
and  two  companies  of  Rifle  Volunteers  ? 

Lobd  G.  HAMILTON  :  In  accordance 
with  the  established  order  of  precedence 
a  corps  of  Royal  Naval  Artillery  Volun- 
teers would,  in  the  case  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  (a  brigade  parade  of  Yeomanry 
Cavalry,  Royal  Naval  Artillery  Volun- 
teers, Artillery  Volunteers,  and  Rifle 
Volunteers)  rank  immediately  after  the 
regiment,  of  Yeomanry  Cavalry. 

NEWFOUNDLAND  FISHERIES. 
Db.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  fresh  disturbances  have  broken 
out  in  Newfoundland  in  connection  with 
the  lobster  fisheries ;  and,  if  so,  what  is 
the  nature  of  the  dispute ;  and  what 
steps  will  be  taken  to  remedy  the  evil  % 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  received  no  informa- 
tion of  disturbances  in  Newfoundland  in 
connection  with  the  lobster  fisheries. 

DUTI  ON  EXCISE  LICENCES. 

,  Mb.  SUMMERS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
will  consider  the  propriety  of  still 
further  carrying  out  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  on  Intemperance,  by 
making  a  considerable  increase  in  the 
duty  on  Excise  Licences  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN :  A  re-adjustment  of 
the  duty  on  Spirit  Retailers'  Licences 
was  made  in  1880,  so  the  hon.  Member 
will  see  that .  the  alteration  was  made 
since  the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee, 
which  was  in  1879.  An  increase  in 
those  licences  is  not  under  consideration. 


PUBLIC  HOUSE  PROPERTY. 

Mb.  SUMMERS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
will  cause  a  valuation  to  be  made  of  all 
existing  public  house  property,  in  order 
that  it  may  be  possible  for  the  Local 
Authorities  to  give  practical  effect  to 
Clause  9  of  the  Local  Taxation  (Customs 
and  Excise)  Duties  Bill,  which  provides 
that  in  estimating  the  value  of  the 
interest  of  any  person  in  any  licensed 
premises  no  account  shall  be  taken  of 
any  increased  value  due  to  the  operation 
of  the  Act  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  venture  to  suggest 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  this  is  a  matter 
which  would  be  better  dealt  with  in 
Committee  on  the  Local  Taxation  (Cus- 
toms and  Excise)  Duties  Bill  rather 
than  in  an  answer  across  the  floor  of 
the  House. 

THE  A  DIVISION  OP  POLICE. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM :  I 
beg  bo  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  has  re- 
ceived any  information  from  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Police  respecting  an 
application  which  was  signed  by  a 
number  of  constables  of  the  A  Division, 
asking  the  kind  permission  of  their  Chief 
Superintendent  to  be  allowed  to  hold  a 
meeting  amongst  the  police  of  the  A 
Division  at  Ambrosden  Section  House 
Police  Station,  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
cussing the  Police  Superannuation  Bill ; 
whether  it  is  a  fact,  when  the  application 
was  given  to  Inspector  Boghurst  to  be 
forwarded  to  the  Chief  Superintendent, 
he,  the  Inspector,  kept  it  back  for  some 
time,  and  what  authority  had  Inspector 
Boghurst  to  do  this  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  Inspector  Boghurst  was  told,  in  the 
presence  of  a  number  of  constables,  by 
the  Chief  Superintendent,  he  was  entirely 
in  the  wrong ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
they  made  a  complaint  against  Inspector 
Boghurst  at  the  same  time  to  the  Chief 
Superintendent  of  the  way  in  which  they 
have  been  recently  treated  by  this  In- 
spector ;  and  whether  he  will  cause  an 
inquiry  into  this  case  % 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  No,  Sir ;  I  have 
received  no  information  from  the  Chief 
Commissioner  on  this  subject.  If  In- 
spector Boghurst  has  in  any  way  failed 
in  his  duty,  it  is  a  question  of  discipline 
which  can  be,  and  ought  to  be,  dealt  with 
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in  the  ordinary  way  by  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner. 1  see  no  reason  for  making  an 
inquiry  in  the  matter. 

HONG  KONG-CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES 

ORDINANCE. 

'  Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
ifeushcliffe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  what 
are  the  points  of  the  Hong  Kong 
Contagions  Diseases  Ordinance,  1889,  it 
is  proposed  to  alter  by  the  new  Ordinance 
directed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  ? 

Barok  H.  de  WORMS:  The  altera- 
tions in  the  Ordinance  directed  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  are  so  numerous,  both 
as  to  form  and  as  to  the  details,  that 
tne  Ordinance  will  be  repealed,  and  a 
new  one  enacted.  It  would  be  difficult 
to  set  forth  in  an  answer  all  the 
numerous  amendments;  but  their 
general  effect  will  be  to  bring  the  Bong 
Kong  law  into  agreement  with  the 
Ordinance  No.  14  of  1888  of  the  Straits 
Settlements,  which  is  printed  at  page  55 
of  the  Parliamentary  Paper  H.C.  59  of 
1889. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  he  will  grant  a  Return  of 
Copies  of  further  Correspondence,  or 
extracts  therefrom,  relating  to  the 
Repeal  of  the  Contagious  Diseases 
Ordinances  and  Regulations  in  the 
Crown  Colonies ;  and  whether  he  will 
include  therein  the  Hong  Koug  Ordi- 
nance of  1889,  and  the  amending 
Ordinance  if  passed,  and  also  Papers 
relating  to  the  attempt  on  the  part  of 
the  Municipalities  of  Singapore  and 
Penang  to  re-introduce  the  system 
repealed  under  coyer  of  a  general  health 
clause  in  the  Straits  Settlements  Muni- 
cipal Ordinance  P 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  Papers  will 
be  presented  shortly  as  a  further 
Supplementary  Return  to  the  Address 
for  Correspondence  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  in  1887.  As  1  have  stated  in 
the  House  on  former  occasions,  the  Hong 
Kong  Amending  Ordinance  has  not  yet 
been  passed. 

THE  EASTERN  SOUDAN. 

•   In  reply  to  a  question  by  Mr.  Bryce, 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  said :  The  latest 
Reports  show  that  there  is  still  much  in- 
Jfr.  Matthews 


security  in  the  Eastern  Soudan  and  great 
distress.  There  are  Dervish  detachments  • 
still  at  Tokar  and  Handoub,  who  control 
the  districts  adjoining,  and  make  oc- 
casional raids.  Measures  of  relief  will 
probably  be  necessary  for  the  destitute 
people  about  Suakin  for  several  months  - 
longer,  but  not  to  the  same  extent  as  at 
first.  Work  is  given  to  those  able  to  do 
it ;  the  sick  are  treated  in  hospital ; 
there  have  been  many  deaths.  The 
Soudan  Trading  Company  have  made 
preliminary  agreements  with  native 
chiefs  for  the  cultivation  of  cotton,  and 
with  a  view  to  open  the  trade  route  to 
Berber,  but  it  is  too  early  yet  to  judge 
what  the  result  is  likely  to  be. 

ARMY  STORES. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  circumstances  of  some  grave  irregu- 
larities which  had  existed  for  many  years 
in  the  accounts  for  the  coastwise  freight 
of  Army  stores,  and  especially  to  the 
case  of  a  contractor  who  charged 
£27  2s.  8d.  for  the  freight  from  Wool- 
wich to  Tynemouth  of  articles  valued  at 
15s.  only,  as  reported  by  the  Committee 
of  Public  Accounts;  what  action  he 
intends  to  take  to  protect  the  Public 
Revenue  against  such  practices  in  future  ; 
and  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the 
Treasury,  having  suggested  the  advisa- 
bility of  striking  the  name  of  such  con- 
tractor from  the  War  Office  list  of  firms, 
it  is  proposed  by  the  War  Office,  as  stated 
in  the  Committee's  Report,  to  merely 
require  him  as  a  condition  of  any  new 
contract  to  make  the  repayment  of  this 
amount  ? 

•Me.  E.  STANHOPE :  There  was  no 
doubt  laxity,  under  considerable  pressure, 
in  the  supervision  of  the  shipment** 
coastwise  when  carried  out  in  private 
vessels.  If  my  hon.  Friend  has  seen  the 
Report  he  will  have  noticed  that  steps 
have  already  been  taken  with  the  object 
stated  in  his  second  question.  As  soon 
as  the  defects  in  the  system  came  to  my 
notice  this  branch  of  the  Service  was  re- 
organised. In  the  case  referred  to,  the 
payment  resulted  from  an  erroneous 
calculation  by  the  clerks  in  the  Store 
Department,  and  the  contractor  has 
offered  to  refund  what  remained  to  him 
after  his  payment  to  the  captain  of  the 
ship. 
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,  VIVISECTION. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  the  vivisection 
experiments  on  the  local  paralysis  of  the 
peripheral  ganglia,  and  on  the  connection 
of  different  classes  of  nerve  fibres  with 
them,  reported  to 'the  Eoyal  Society  on 
the  21st  November/  1889,  by  Mr.  J.  N. 
Langley,  F.R.S.,  were  made  wholly  or 
partly  in  the  year '  1889,  and,  if  partly, 
then  what  part  of  them ;  and 
whether,  if  these  "experiments  were 
made  in  1889,  he  will  explain 
why,  inasmuch  as  they  were  painful 
experiments,  they  were  not  included  in 
Table  III.  of  the  Annual  Report  and 
Return  under  the  Act  39  and  40  Vic.  c. 
77,  under  the  head  ""  pain,"  when  Mr. 
Langley  was,  making  his  report  to  the 
inspector? 

•Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  havo  not  been 
able,  in  the  short  time  allowed  to  me, 
to  ascertain  the  exact  date  of  the  experi- 
ments performed  by  Mr.  Langley,  but 
I  will  make  inquiry..  I  presume,  in  the 
absence  of  any  information  to  the  con- 
trary, that  all  the  experiments  with  the 
exception  of  the  six  experiments  on 
frogs  as  given  in  '  Table  III.  were 
under  the  ordinary  licence,  apart  from  a 
special  certificate,  i.e.,  they  must  all 
have  been  performed  upon  animals 
throughout  under  the  influence  of 
aneesthetics,  and  killed  before  recovery  of 

consciousness. 

•  i 

REVENUE  FROM  STAMPS. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  what  way  and  in  what 
proportions  that^  part*  of  the  revenue, 
amounting  to  over'  £5,000,000,  derived 
from  stamps  on  deeds  and  instruments, 
on  bills  of  exchange  and  promissory 
notes,  on  patent  medicines,  and  from 
receipt  and  Inland  Revenue  stamps,  for 
which  totals  for  the  United  Kingdom 
only  are  given  iti  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue,  is 
apportioned  in  the  Parliamentary  Paper 
on  "  Incidence  of  Imperial  Taxation,"  to 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland;  and 
what  is  the  cause  of  the  difference  in 
the  total  of  the  tax  revenue  for  Imperial 
purposes  from  the  three  kingdoms  given 
by  the  above  Paper  at  £72,729,488,  and 
that  given  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  at  £75,764,000? 


Mb.  GOSCHEN :  The  revenue  derived 

from  stamps  on  deeds,  &c.,  forms  part  of 

the  total   revenue    derived  under   the 

general  head  of  stamps,  which,  amount* 
ing  to  £12,240,954,  as  given  in  the 
"Incidence  of  Imperial  ..Taxation" 
Return,  was  apportioned  between  the 
three  kingdoms,  as  stated  in  the  second 
part  of  that  Return,  according  to  the 
country  in  which  the  duties  were  col- 
lected. The  hon.  Member  is  aware  that 
the  figures  in  the  second  part  of  the 
Return  related  to  the  year  1888-9.  The 
figure  used  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  on  Monday, 
May  5— namely,  £75,764,000— was  the 
estimated  total  of  the  tax  revenue  for 
the  current  year  (1890-1),  as  against  the 
year  1888-9,  to  which  the  Return  relates, 
together  with  the  taxes  estimated  to  be 
applicable  in  aid  of  local  rates  (namely, 
Probate  Duty,  beer  and  spirit  -  extra 
duties),  that  is — (1)  payable  into  the 
Exchequer,  £72,060,000  ;  (2)  applicable* 
for  local  rates,  as  given  in  the  first  part 
of  the  "  Incidence  of  Imperial  Taxation  " 
Return,  £3,704,000— total  £75,764,000* 

TOWN  HOLDING3  COMMITTEE. 
*Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I 
had  intended  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go* 
vernment  to  refer  the  subject  of  the 
Taxation  and  Rating  of  Feu  Duties  and 
Ground  Annuals  to  the  Committee  now 
sitting  on  Town  Holdings,  <fcc,  on  which 
there  is  only  one  Scotch  Member,  or 
whether  they  would  consent  to  refer  the 
subject  to  a  separate  Committee  next 
Session  composed  to  a  large  extent  of 
Scotch  Members ;  but  at  the  request  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  will  postpone 
the  question  until  Monday. 

ABERDEEN    AND    TRANSFER    OP 
LICENCES. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if  his  atten- 
tion has  been  directed  to  the  decisions  of 
the  recent  Quarter  Session  at  Aberdeen, 
when  several  transfers  of  licences  refused 
by  the  Burgh  Court  were  granted  on 
appeal;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
proposed  Compensation  Clauses  in  the 
Local  Taxation  and  Excise  Duties  Bill, 
any  provision  will  be  made  to  prevent 
County  Justices  from  imposing  upon 
burghs  which  are  counties  in  themselves, 


|55 


Ike  London 


{COMMONS} 


Fish  Supply. 


956 


liabilities  for  compensation  on  account  of 
licences  which,  in  the  exercise  of  discre- 
tion of  the  burgh  Magistrates  are  not 
required,  and  have  been  granted  against 
the  wishes  of  the  community  more 
immediately  concerned  ? 

*  *Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  1  have 
not  heard  of  the  decisions  referred  to  in 
the  question.  The  Quarter  Sessions  are 
the  Statutory  Court  of  Appeal  in  such 
cases,  and  it  is  impossible  to  distinguish 
between  certificates  granted  by  them  and 
certificates  granted  by  other  competent 
Licensing  Courts. 

COUNTY  VOTERS. 

•  Mr.  RANKIN  (Hereford,  Leominster) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  the  voters 
in  an  outlying  portion  of  one  electoral 
district  of  any  county  may  record  their 
votes  at  a  polling  place  in  another  olectoral 
district  of  the  same  county,  when  the 
position  of  the  aforesaid  voters  is  such  as 
to  render  it  difficult  for  them  to  record 
their  votes  at  the  polling  place  in  their 
own  electoral  district,  care  being  taken  to 
keep  the  voting  papers  of  the  two 
districts  quite  separate  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  statutory  provision  under 
which  the  suggested  arrangement  could  be 
made. 

OUTRAGE  IN  [CRETE. 

Me.  SCHWANN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  telegram  in  the  Daily 
News  of  12th  May,  with  reference  to 
Hassan  Bey,  the  Turkish  officer  who 
outraged  Marie  Panandaki,  to  the  follow- 
ing effect : — 

"  Canea,  8th  May. 

M  No  reparation  having  been  made  to  the  girl 
vho  was  recently  outraged  by  a  Turkish  officer, 
the  Russian  Consul  has  made  a  protest  against 
the  action  taken  by  the  Magistrate  in  the 
tnatter; " 

whether  the  English  Consul  has  added 
his  protest  and  reported  the  circumstance 
as  promised ;  and  whether  the  Foreign 
Office  will  draw  the  attention  of  the 
JBritish  Ambassador  at  the  Porte  to  the 
facts  of  the  case  and  insist  on  the  due 
punishment  of  the  offender  1 
Mr.  Esslemont 


•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  Nothing  in  con- 
nection with  this  grave  case  has  occurred 
to  render  expedient  any  representation  at 
the  Porte.  Her  Majesty's*  Consul  has 
specially  watched  the  proceedings  in 
regard  to  it,  and  reported  the  arrest  of 
the  accused  officer  and  his  relegation  for 
trial  to  the  ordinary  tribunals.  It  would 
be  inconsistent  with  the  whole  course  of 
administration  by  the  present  Governor 
General  of  Crete  were  there  to  be  any 
failure  by  the  Authorities  to  deal  im- 
partially with  the  case ;  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  can  depend  upon  the 
Report  of  their  own  Representative  con- 
cerning it 

THE  LONDON  FISH  SUPPLY. 

Me.  HOWELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  some 
very  remarkable  statements  made  by 
Mr.  J.  Lawrence  Hamilton,  M.R.C.S., 
respecting  the  fish  supply  of  the  Metro- 
polis ;  the  deficiency  of  its  markets ;  the 
enormous  waste  and  the  spoiling  of  fish, 
often  delivered  in  a  bad,  and  even  putrid, 
stale  under  the  present  system;  increased 
cost,  amounting  to  hundreds  per  cent., 
paid  by  the  consumer,  chiefly  owing  to 
rings  of  market  middlemen,  who  pay 
only  a  fractional  part  to  the  fishermen  ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  facts  stated 
and  the  general  abuses  in  connection 
with  the  fish  trade,  he  will  advise  Her 
Majesty  to  issue  a  Royal  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  matter,  and  report  as  to 
the  best  means  for  protecting  the  in- 
terests of  the  fishermen,  for  cheapening 
and  increasing  the  fish  supply,  to  im- 
prove its  quality,  and  generally  as  to 
the  advisability  of  further  fish-market 
accommodation  in  the  Metropolis. 

•The  FIRST  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  am  informed  that  the  state- 
ments of  Mr.  Hamilton  as  to  the  fish 
supply  of  the  Metropolis  are,  to  say  the 
least,  highly  coloured.  Many  of  the 
questions  raised  by  Mr.  Hamilton  have 
been  already  inquired  into ;  and  it  does 
not  appear  that  any  more  light  would 
be  thrown  on  the  subject  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Royal  Commission.  With 
regard  to  the  alleged  deficiency  of 
markets,  it  is  to  be  observed  that, 
although  new  fish  markets  have  been 
started,  they  have  failed  to  compete  with 
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though  there  must  be  waste  in  such  a 
trade,  the  fish  condemned  in  1889  only 
amounted  to  one  in  334. 

THE  WHITSUNTIDE  RECESS. 

Mb.  J.  B.  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 

Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  for  the 

convenienca  of  the  House,  he  will  now 

state  when  the  Government  intend  to  pro- 
pose adjourning  for  Whitsuntide  and 
re-assembling  again  after  P 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  answering  the 
question,  be  kind  enough  to  say  what 
will  be  the  business  for  next  week,  and 
especially  if  any  Irish  Supply  will  be 
taken  before  Whitsuntide  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  regret  to  say 
that  in  the  present  state  of  business  it 
will  not  be  possible  for  me  to  propose  the 
adjournment  for  Whitsuntide  before 
Friday,  and  it  will  then  be  necessary  for 
me  to  ask  the  House  to  re-assemble 
on  the  following  Thursday.  The  Irish 
Estimates  will  certainly  not  be  taken 
until  after  the  Thursday  on  which  the 
House  re-assembles. 

•Mr.  CHILDERS:  Will  the  House 
adjourn  on  Friday  after  the  Morning 
Sitting  or  after  the  Evening  Sitting  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  That  must  de- 
pend upon  the  progress  of  business. 

Mr.  DILLON:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  any  indication  of  what 
the  business  next  week  will  be  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  We  must  ask  the 
House,  in  the  first  place,  to  pass  the 
Budget  Bill,  which  is  the  most  important 
business  to  be  dealt  with.  There  will  be 
other  business  also — namely,  Supply, 
possibly  a  Vote  on  Account,  to  be  taken 
before  the  Adjournment.  We  propose 
to  proceed  with  the  Budget  Bill  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden) :  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man propose  to  take  the  Tithes  Bill  at  a 
Morning  Sitting  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  Tithe  Bill 
will  not  be  taken  before  the  Whitsuntide 
Recess. 

DR..TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I  trust 
that,  considering  the  congested  state  of 
business  in  this  House,  there  will  be  no 
adjournment  over  the  Derby  Day. 


IRELAND  —  DETENTION  OF  DUMMY 
SWORDS  UNDER  THE  CRIMES  ACT.  . 
Mr.  DONAL  SULLIVAN  (West, 
meath,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
if  he  is  aware  that  the  Custom  House 
Authorities  at  Belfast  have  seized  and 
detained  two  dummy  swords  forwarded  by 
Messrs.  Goff,  of  Covent  Garden,  London, 
to  Mr.  John  Quirke,  of  Dungannon,  who 
had  ordered  them  for  the  purposes  of  a 
local  dramatic  entertainment;  if  Mr. 
Quirke  informed  the  Local  Constabulary, 
and  also  the  Custom  House  Authorities, 
the  purpose  for  which  these  swords  were 
required ;  and  if  there  is  anything  in  the 
regulations  made  under  the  Peace  Pre- 
servation (Ireland)  Act  which,  under  the 
circumstances,  prevent  the  delivery  of 
these  swords  to  the  consignee ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  they  shall  be  forthwith 
delivered  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IREc 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  am  informed  that  the  swords  re- 
ferred to  are  not  dummy  swords,  but  dis- 
used cavalry  swords.  They  were  de- 
tained in  the  usual  course  by  the  regula- 
tions under  the  statute  quoted,  which 
require  any  consignment  of  arms  to  be  so 
labelled,  and  a  written  notice  of  the  con- 
signment to  be  given  to  the  Custom 
Authorities  had  not  been  complied  with. 
The  Constabulary  Authorities  thereupon 
communicated  with  Mr.  Quirke,  who 
then  informed  them,  as  indicated  in  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  question.  They 
pointed  out  to  him  the  necessary  course 
to  pursue  to  obtain  the  arms.  Upon 
that  course  being  complied  with  the 
arms  will  be  delivered  to  him. 

DUNDRUM     ASYLUM. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I  beg 
to  ask.  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  medica) 
classification  of  patients  is  adopted  at  the 
Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum  in 
Ireland  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Inspectors 
of  Lunatic  Asylums  report  that  the 
classification  is  the  same  as  that  adopted 
in  other  lunatic  asylums. 

Dr.  TANNER :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
the  patients  are  divided  into  three 
classes — violent,  semi-idiotic,  and  quiet? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware.     I  have  no  practical  knowledge. 
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D*.  TANNER :  I  will  put  the  ques- 
tion down  again  in  order  to.  afford  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  an  opportunity  of 
answering  it  in  a  proper  manner.  I 
have  now  further  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land how  many  attendants  were  allowed 
out  on  leave'  from  the  Dundrum  Asylum, 
on  the  occasion  of  the  recent  disturbance, 
when  the  band  instruments  were  broken  ; 
what  was  the  value  of  these  instruments ; 
what  class  were  the  patients  who  created 
the  disturbance  ;  what  steps  are  taken 
usually  to  discriminate  in  the  employ- 
ment of  violent  and  orderly  patients ; 
whether  it  is  usual,  in  the  asylum  in 
question,  when  warder  attendants  are 
allowed  out  on  pass,  to  fill  their  places 
pro  tern,  by  men  of  the  Royal  Irish  Con 
stabulary,  and  how  many  attendants 
were  on  special  and  ordinary  leave  on  the 
occasion  in  question  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Inspectors 
of  Lunatic  Asylums  report  that: — (1.) 
Eight  attendants  were  out  on  pass  when 
the  instruments  were  broken,  [all  patients, 
except  the  bandsmen,  being  in  bed.  (2.) 
Original  price  XI 8 ;  but  the  instruments 
had  been  long  in  use,  and  they  can  be 
repaired.  (3.)  The  patients  creating  dis- 
turbance suffered  from  mania  with 
excitement.  (4.)  Resident  physicians  dis- 
criminate as  to  the  fitness  for  employ- 
ment of  violent  and  orderly  patients  by 
observation  and  experience.  (5.)  It  is 
not  usual  to  fill  the  places  of  warders  on 
pass  by  men  of  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary. 

Ma.  WILLIAM  CORBET  (Wicklow, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  a  Depart- 
mental Inquiry  was  held  relative  to  the 
recent  disturbance  at  the  Criminal 
Lunatic  Asylum,  Dundrum,  when  the 
police  were  called  in  to  quell  the  disturb- 
ance ;  what  was  the  result  thereef,  and 
can  the  Report  be  laid  upon  the  Table  1 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  One  of  the  In- 
spectors of  Lunatic  Asylums  inquired 
into, and  reported  on,  the  matter.  The  dis- 
turbance was  not  of  a  serious  nature,  and 
no  Departmental  inquiry  was  deemed 
necessary. 

Db.  TANNER :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  inquire  into  the  matter,  and 
ascertain  upon  what  grounds  the  police 
were  called  in,  and  whether,  according 
to  the  evidence,  the  conduct  of  the 
.warders  was  not  most  brutal  ? 


Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  must  pro- 
test against  the  language  used  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

BALLYCOTTON  PIER. 
Db.  TANNER :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  Mr.  Wolfe  Barry  reported  that  the 
cement  used  in  the  construction  of  Bally- 
cotton Pier  was  bad,  and  that  the  con- 
crete in  some  places  little  better  than 
loose  gravel ;  if  it  is  true  that  the  Board 
of  Works  are  going  to  carry  out  Mr. 
Barry's  recommendations  relative  to  the 
old  pier,  at  the  expense  of  £700,  and  to 
ignore  all  suggestions  concerning  the  new 
structure ;  whether  it  isafactthatthe Board 
have  stated  they  have  no  responsibility 
as  regards  Mr.  Barry's  recommendations 
about  the  new  pier ;  and  on  whose  recom- 
mendation, and  by  what  authority,  was 
the  original  statement  made,  that  the  old 
pier  was  entirely  removed,  which  will 
now  require  £700  to  remove  ? 

•Mr.  JACKSON  said  he  was  not  aware 
that  Mr.  Wolfe  Barry  reported  that  the 
cement  used  in  the  construction  of  the 
Ballycotton  Pier  was  bad.  There  were 
two  or  three  small  portions  in  which  the 
concrete  was  found  to  be  defective,  but 
he  was,  informed  this  did  not  affect  the 
stability  of  the  pier.  Tne  Board  of 
Works  were  deepening  the  harbour  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of 
Mr.  Wolfe  Barry.  He  was  not  aware 
that  the  Board  had  stated  that  they  had 
no  responsibility  as  regarded  these  recom- 
mendations. He  was  not  aware  that 
there  had  been  any  original  statement — 
certainly  not  by  him — that  the  old  pier 
was  entirely  removed.  The  statement 
made  was  that  the  old  pier  had  been  re- 
moved in  accordance  with  the  specifica- 
tion of  .the  contract.  The  deepening  that 
was  going  on  had  reference  not  only  to 
the  foundation  of  the  old  pier,  but  to  the 
rock. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Will  any  of  Mr. 
Barry's  recommendations  for  remedying 
the  defects  of  the  new  pier  be  carried  out? 

•Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  sure  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  desire  to  spend  money 
unnecessarily;  and  if  it  is  found  that 
the  pier  is  in  a  satisfactory  condition, 
it  is  not  proposed  that  further  expendi- 
ture should  take  place  in  regard  to  it. 

Dk.TANNER  :  Am  I  to  understand 
that  Mr.  Wolfe  Barry  is  perfectly  satisfied 
with  the  new  structure  ? 
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•Mb.  JACKSON ;  He  has  made  certain 
recommendations  in  his  Report,  which 
has  been  presented  to  the  House. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  Has  the  hon. 
Gentleman  anj  knowledge  of  the  fact 
that  a  considerable  settlement  has  taken 
place  in  the  pier  since  his  visit  last  year  1 

•Mr.  JACKSON :  No,  Sir ;  I  have  no 
knowledge  of  that  fact,  and  my  informa- 
tion is  completely  to  the  contrary. 

BOYCOTTING  IN  TIPPERARY. 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  an  article  in  Murray* % 
Magazine  for  May,  entitled  "  Mad  Tip- 
perary," in  which  it  is  stated  that  Mr. 
Edward  Phillips,  a  Protestant  farmer  of 
English  descent,  proclaimed  at  a  meeting 
of  the  National  League — 

"  Is  refused  the  common  necessaries  of  life, 
the  local  chemist  being  afraid  to  make  him  up 
a  prescription.  The  blacksmiths  have  declined 
to  shoe  his  horses;  .  •  .  and  he  cannot 
even  take  his  family  to  church,  as  accommoda- 
tion for  his  horse  and  carriage  is  refused  at  the 
Gashel  hotels/' 

because  he  has  refused  to  leave  his  home 
at  the  dictation  of  the  League ;  whether 
it  is  true  that — 

"  While  the  funeral  of  a  little  girl,  the 
daughter  of  a  constable,  was  taking  plaoe, 
volleys  of  stones  were  thrown  at  the  sorrowing 
relatives  as  they  stood  round  the  grave." 

Whether  "a  midwife  refused  to  attend 
a  constables  wife  in  her  confinement," 
and  "  said  she  had  been  warned  against 
doing  so;"  and  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  full 
statement  of  these  and  similar  cases 
before  introducing  the  Local  Govern- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill  ? 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  report  that  it  is  the 
case  that  the  gentleman  mentioned  has 
been  so  boycotted  at  the  dictation  of  the 
National  League  as  to  be  refused  the 
necessaries  of  life ;  that  the  local  chemist 
has  been  afraid  to  make  up  a  prescrip- 
tion  for  him  ;  that  the  blacksmith  whom 
he  used  to  employ  has  refused  to  work 
for  him,  and  that  the  attendance  of  his 
family  at  church  was  interfered  with  as 
stated  in  the  question.  They  report  that 
it  is  also  true  that  when  a  constable  was 
burying  his  child  in  Tipperary  grave- 
yard, stones  were  thrown  at  the  funeral 
party,  and  that  a  midwife  refused  to 
attend  a  constable's  wife. 


Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
Arising  out  of  the  question,  may  J  ask 
whether  Phillips  was  not  received  at  Con- 
nor's Hotel,  Cashel,  and  supplied  with  every 
necessary;  and  whether,  if  the  funeral 
of  the  girl  was  interfered  with,  and 
stones  thrown  at  the  police,  any  person 
has  been  summoned  in  consequence ;  if 
so,  what  sentences  have  been  awarded, 
and  if  there  was  not  a  midwife  who  had 
always  attended  the  constable's  wife  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  afraid 
that  1  am  unable  to  answer  the  question 
of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  the  chemist  refused 
to  make  up  a  prescription.  Was  he 
afraid  to  do  so,  or  did  he  decline  1 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  only 
given  the  Report  as  I  received  it. 

FAIR  RENT  APPEALS. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  he  will  state  the 
number  of  fair  rent  appeals  disposed  of 
by  the  Chief  Land  Commission  during 
the  recent  sitting  at  Belfast ;  the  number 
of  fair  rents  confirmed;  the  number  of 
fair  rents  varied ;  and  how  many  of  these 
were  reduced  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  the  Chief 
Commissioners  are  on  Circuit  I  have 
been  unable  to  obtain  the  necessary 
Report,  and  must  ask  the  hon.  Member 
to  be  good  enough  to  defer  the  question 
for  a  few  days. 

THE  BLACKWATER. 

Mb.  FLYNN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land if  he  can  state  on  what  date  the  last 
Report  was  supplied  by  Captain  John- 
stone, Inspector  of  Fisheries  at  Mallow, 
to  the  Board  of  Conservators  of  the  Lis- 
more  District ;  and  did  it  relate  to  the 
angling  on  the  Banteer  portion  of  the 
Blackwater  River,  and,  if  so,  would  he 
have  any  objection  to  furnish  a  copy  of 
the  last  Report  of  Water  Bailiffs  Coffee 
and  Murphy,  made  to  Inspector  John- 
stone, relating  to  that  portion  of  the  river  P 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Boards  of  Con- 
servators being  Local  Bodies  the  actions 
of  their  officers  do  not  come  within  the 
cognisance  of  the  Executive  Government. 
I,  therefore,  regret  that  I  am  unable  to 
supply  the  information  sought  by  the 
hon.  Member. 
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TAB  BALTINGLA8  UNION. 

Mb.  BYRNE  (Wicklow,  W.):Ibeg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  at  the  last  election  of  Poor 
Law  Guardians  for  the  Ballinguile 
Electoral  Division  of  the  Baltinglas 
Union,  County  Wicklow,  an  ap- 
pointment to  a  person  named  John 
Driver  to  vote  as  proxy  for  a  person 
named  Anne  Hudson  was  lodged  with 
the  Returning  Officer ;  and  whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  the  document  referred  to  pur- 
ported to  have  been  signed  on  the  1st 
February  by  Anne  Hudson,  though  she 
died  on  the  previous  3rd  January ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  will  direct  inquiry  to  be 
made  as  to  the  author  of  the  forgery, 
with  a  view  to  enforcing  against  the 
delinquent  the  penalties  which  the  law 
prescribes  for  such  offences  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  believe  the 
facts  are  as  stated  in  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  question.  It  is  open  to  any  person 
aggrieved  to  proceed  for  the  recovery  of 
the  penalty  provided  by  Statute,  and  in 
addition  the  papers  will  be  laid  before 
the  Attorney  General. 

THE  CONVICT  M'CAFFREV 
Mb.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  convict 
prisoner  M'Caffrey,  now  in  Downpatrick 
Gaol,  whether  he  will  state  the  nature 
of  the  disorderly  conduct  whilst  en  route 
to  London  and  from  London,  for  which 
he  was  punished;  and  what  was  the 
insubordinate  conduct  complained  of 
in  Pentonville  Prison,  for  which  he  was 
placed  in  separation  for  nine  days  and 
lost  84  marks  remission  ;  what  were  the 
prohibited  articles  found  in  his  possession, 
and  for  which  he  was  reduced  to  second 
probation  class  for  203  days,  besides  the 
forfeiture  of  360  marks  for  remission; 
what  was  the  prohibited  article  found 
with  him  for  which  he  was  put  two  days 
on  punishment  diet ;  if  he  will  mention 
the  date  of  his  last  return  to  Downpatrick 
Gaol  from  London ;  and  whether,  since 
then,  he  has  been  sentenced  to  forfeiture 
of  746  marks  of  remission,  also  what 
period  of  remission  these  marks  represent? 
Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  Report  —  (1)  that  the 
nature  of  the  disorderly  conduct  on  the 
occasion  referred  to  was —        ^ 


41  Singing  in  the  train  going  to  and  return- 
ing from  London,  and  not  desisting  when. 
repeatedly  ordered  to  by  the  chief  and  other 
warden  who  were  in  charge." 

(2)  the  insubordinate  conduct  referred  to 

as  having  taken    place    in  Pentonville 

Prison  was — 

"  Persisting  in  talking  whilst  at  exercise, 
and  not  desisting  when  ordered,  necessitating1 
his  removal  to  another  yard  to  exercise  by  him* 
self." 

The  punishment  referred  to,  namely, 
separation  for  nine  days  and  loss  of  84 
marks  remission,  was  for  offences  1  and 
2  ;  (3)  the  prohibited  articles  were  two 
pieces  of  lead  pencil,  two  pieces  of 
tobacco,  and  some  paper  with  a  com- 
munication in  pencil  thereon  intended  to 
bepassedoutof  the  prison  surreptitiously  ; 
(4)  the  prohibited  article  on  this 
occasion  was  tobacco ;  (5)  April  18, 
1889  ;  (6)  the  746  marks  referred  to  have 
not  all  been  forfeited  since  the  convict's 
last  return  from  London.  Some  were 
forfeited  after  his  first  return,  but  before 
his  second  journey  to  London.  The  period 
represented  by  the  forfeited  remissiom 
marks  is  93£  days. 

AFFAIRS  IN  TIPPERARY. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu, 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  Report  pub- 
lished in  the  Glasgow  Evening  Citizen 
of  an  interview  which  purports  to  have 
been  held  between  its  special  reporter- 
in  Tipperary  and  District  Inspector 
Gamble;  whether  District  Inspector 
Gamble  refused  to  inform  Father  Hum- 
phries, when  asked  by  him,  whether  the 
report  of  the  interview  was  correct,  or 
not ;  and  whether  it  is  usual,  or  in  accord- 
ance with  the  rules  of  the  Irish  police 
service  that  officers  of  that  body  should 
grant  interviews  to  newspaper  reporters  1 
I  also  desire  to  know  whether,  as  the 
Inspector  made  slanderous  statements, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  of  opinion 
that  he  ought  to  be  retained  in  the 
service  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order  t  That 
is  not  a  proper  question  to  put,  and  it 
has  already  been  struck  out  of  the 
Paper. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  I  desire  to  know 
whether  it  is  intended  to  retain  the 
services  of  an  officer  of  this  kind,  who 
indulges  in  the  practice  of  slandering  the 
people  of  Tipperary  1 
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♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  That  is  not  a  proper 
question  to  put.  I  call  on  Dr.  Tanner  to 
put  his  question. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  decline  to  ask  my 
question. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  I  beg  to  say  I 
will  repeat  the  question  to-morrow. 

•Me.  SPEAKER :  If  the  question  were 
put  in  the  proper  and  ordinary  terms,  no 
doubt  it  would  be  answered  now. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  Will  you  allow 
me,  Mr.   Speaker,  to  put  my  question 
now  as  it  stands  on  the  Paper  1 
♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  Certainly. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  report  that  it  is  true  that 
such  an  interview  took  place,  and  that 
the  rev.  gentleman  referred  to  received 
the  answer  indicated  in  the  question. 
There  was  nothing  unusual  in  granting 
ihe  interview. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
Was  it  the  object  of  the  rev.  gentleman 
to  test  certain  statements  made  by  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  is  it  the  practice  to 
give  extraordinary  facilities  for  making 
serious  allegations  against  the  Irish 
people? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  that  the  constabulary  at  any  time 
have  done  anything  to  suppress  the 
circulation  of  the  truth.  I  cannot  say 
what  was  the  intention  which  animated 
the  reporter  in  seeking  the  interview. 

Mr.  CLANCY :  What  I  complain  of 
is  that  facilities  are  given  to  one  Party 
-and  refused  to  another. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Has  the  Chief 
Secretary  read  the  account  of  the  inter- 
view, and  does  he  approve  of  the  language 
*used? 

Mr.  A.  3.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  know 
what  it  was. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  read  the  account 
of  the  interview  1 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  No. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Will  he  make  it 
his  business  to  read  it  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  hon.  Gentle- 
men will  put  any  questions  on  the  Paper 
I  will  endeavour  to  answer  them. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  I  wish  to  give  notice 
that  I  will  call  attention  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  May  I  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  complaints 
have  reached  him  that   the   houses   of 
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prominent  Nationalists  in  Tipperary  are 
at  the  present  time  continuously  sur- 
rounded by  policemen,  from  an  early 
hour  in  the  morning  till  after  dark ;  that 
such  people  and  their  visitors  are  accom- 
panied by  policemen,  who  walk  by  their 
side,  and  when  they  stop  to  speak  to  any 
person  or  persons,  they  are  told  to  "  move 
on,"  and  if  they  protest  against  this 
intrusion,  are  rudely  pushed  off  the  foot- 
path on  to  the  roadway ;  that  the  local 
leaders  of  the  town  are  attended  in  all 
their  movements  by  two  policemen,  who 
lie  in  waiting  for  them  until  they  set  out 
on  their  business,  and  should  they  go 
into  the  houses  of  their  neighbours,  are 
accompanied  by  them  into  the  private 
apartments  of  those  houses  by  these 
policemen,  who  persist  in  remaining, 
despite  the  protests  of  the  owners  of  the 
houses ;  and  whether  this  action  of  the 
police  is  according  to  instructions  from 
the  superior  Police  Authorities  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  report  that  it  is  the  case 
that,  owing  to  the  extensive  system  of 
boycotting  which  it  has  been  attempted 
to  establish  in  Tipperary,  the  local  police 
have  orders  to  closely  watch  all  persons 
believed  to  be  concerned  in  promoting 
the  boycotting ;  but  that  it  is  not  the 
case  that  persons  are  pushed  off  the  foot- 
path, nor  do  the  police  enter  private 
apartments. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork  Co.,  N.E.) : 
May  I  ask  whether,  in  view  of  the 
extreme  urgency  of  the  whole  question, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  referring  it  to  a 
Special  Committee  of  the  House,  or,  if 
he  pleases,  to  a  Special  Commission, 
which  should  inquire  into  the  whole 
nature  and  origin  of  the  struggle  between 
the  people  and  the  police  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  doubt  exists  as  to  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  calls  "  the  struggle  "  in  Tip- 
perary, or  as  to  the  incidents  which 
accompanied  it.  I  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  be  the  last  to  deny  that 
boycotting,  of  which  Father  Humphreys 
boasts,  exists  in  the  locality. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  Have  not  the 
statements  been  made  in  most  credible 
newspapers?  I  shall  take  an  early 
opportunity  of  moving  the  adjournment 
of  the  House  to  call  attention  to  the 
matter. 
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Mfi.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  Times  sent  over  a  special  correspon- 
dent, who  was  so  persistently  harrassed 
by  the  police  that  he  had  to  go  to  the 
police  barracks  to  complain  of  it  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  never  heard 
of  it. 


BWIFTS  HOSPITAL    (DUBLIN)— ALLE- 
GATIONS AGAINST  MB.  NEWLAND. 

Mr.  CLANCY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that,  al- 
though on  the  7th  November,  1889,  it 
,  was  officially  reported  to  Mr.  Richard 
Owen  Armstrong,  J.P.,  a  member  of  the 
Board  of  Swift's  Hospital  (Lunatic 
Asylum),  Dublin,  that  the  funds  of  the 
institution  had  been  to  a  large  amount 
misappropriated  by  the  Secretary,  Mr. 
Newland,  and  that  although  Mr.  New- 
land  himself  reported  to  Sir  Ralph 
Cusack,  J  .P.,  D.L.,  another  member  of 
the  Board  of  Swift's,  that  he  had  been 
guilty  of  extensive  defalcations  in  the 
funds  of  the  hospital,  the  members  of 
the  Board  of  Swift's,  at  a  special  meeting, 
agreed  to  allow  Mr.  Newland  to  make 
restitution  to  the  extent  of  £1,000  of 
the  funds  he  had  fraudulently  misappro- 
priated; whether  such  action  of  [the 
Board  was  legal ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  in  consequence  of  this  action  of  the 
Board,  Mr.  Newland,  on  the  15th  Novem- 
ber, 1889,  lodged  in  the  Bank  of  Ireland  a 
sum  of  £1,000  to  the*  credit  of  the  Board 
of  Swift's  Hospital;  but,  being  subse- 
quently declared  a  bankrupt,  the  Board 
of  Swift's  Hospital  were  obliged  to  re- 
fund the  said  payment  of  £1,000; 
whether  the  total  loss  to  the  funds  of 
Swift's  Hospital  caused  byMr.  Newland's 
frauds  has  yet  been  ascertained ;  and,  if 
so,  what  is  the  total  amount  of  said 
loss ;  can  he  explain  how  it  happened 
that  it  was  not  until  the  7th  February, 
1890,  three  months  after  the  discovery 
of  Mr.  Newland's  frauds,  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  of  Swift's  caused  in- 
formations to  be  sworn  against  Mr.  New- 
land,  who  meantime  had  absconded,  and 
placed  himself  outside  the  jurisdiction  of 
Her  Majesty's  Courts  of  Justice ;  and 
whether  the  Government  proposes  to  take 
any  action,  and,  if  so,  what  action,  in 
the  matter  ? 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  These  alleged 
matters  of  fact  have  not  come  under  the 
notice  of  the  Irish  Government,  and  I 
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have  no  materials  that- will  enable  me 
to  give  the.  hon.  Gentleman .  the  infor- 
mation he  requires. 

Mr.  CLANCY :  Will  the.  right  hon. 
Gentleman  endeavour  to  obtain  infor- 
mation, seeing  that  two  or  three,  of  his 
political  supporters  are  charged*  with 
felony  ? 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not 
know  what  ground  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  for  that  statement. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.)  :  If  Mr.  New- 
land  is  guilty  of  these  frauds  will  he  be 
removed  from  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:.  Of  course,  if 
.any  information  is  brought  to  the  notice 
of  the  Government,  inquiry  will  be  made 
and  action  if  necessary  taken. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Why  should  the 
law  be  enforced  in  a  case  of  boycotting 
and  not  in  a  case  of  theft  ? 


DR.    GRIMSHAW. 
Dr.  KENNY :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  Dr.  Grimshaw,  Registrar 

General  for  Ireland,  was  appointed  to 
that  position  on  the  condition  of  devoting 
his  entire  time  to  the  duties  pf  the  office ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Dr.  Grimshaw 
holds  other  appointments  of  an  honorary 
character,  and  also  holds,  and  has  held 
since  his  appointment  as  Registrar 
General,  other  offices  for  which  he  does 
receive,  and  has  received,  remuneration, 
the  duties  connected  with  which  demand 
for  their  discharge  a  considerable  amount 
of  time  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  Dr. 
Grimshaw  is  at  present  a  member  of  the 
Conjoint  Committee  of  the  College  of 
Physicians  and  Surgeons,  and  is  paid  for 
duties  in  connection  with  said  position 
a  sum  of  £40  or  £50  per  annum ;  and 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Irish 
Government  to  call  upon  Dr.  Grimshaw 
either  to  resign  his  appointment  as 
Registrar  General,  or  relinquish  the 
office  above  mentioned,  and  refrain  in 
future  from  seeking  or  accepting  any 
such  appointments  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  B  ALFOUR :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  postpone  the  question. 
I  have  not  been  able  to  obtain  the  in- 
formation, this  question  having  appeared 
on  this  morning's  Paper  without  previous 
notice. 
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AKMY    ADMINISTRATION. 


Sir  H.  HAVELOCK-ALLAN  (Dor- 
ham,  S.E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  .the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  the  Government  propose 
to  take  any  steps,  daring  the  present 
Session,  to  give  effect  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Army  Administration,  presided  over  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Rossen- 
dale ;  and  whether  he  can  give  this 
House  the  assurance  that  no  such  steps 
will  be  taken  until  an  opportunity  has 
first  been  afforded,  after  ample  notice, 
for  a  full  discussion  on  recommenda- 
tions involving  such  important  Constitu- 
tional changes  in  the  administration  of 
the  defensive  resources  of  the  coun- 
try f 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  Government 
are  giving  careful  consideration  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion on  the  Army  and  Navy.  We  are 
not  yet  in  a  position  to  say  what  the 
result  of  that  consideration  will  be ;  but 
a  statement  will  be  made  on  the  subject 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  on  the  War  Office  Vote 
when  that  is  reached. 

ARMY    ESTIMATES. 

•Sir     WALTER     B.     BARTTELOT 

(Sussex,  N.W.) :  I  should  like  to  ask 
my  right  hon.  Friend  when  he  proposes 
to  take  the  Army  Estimates,  especially 
the  War  Office  Vote  1 

♦Mb.  W.'H.  SMITH :  The  War  Office 
Vote  on  the  Army  Estimates  will  be 
taken  as  soon  as  possible  after  Whitsun- 
tide, although  I  am  not  certain  when  the 
Army  Estimates  can  be  taken.  I  will, 
however,  undertake  that  ample  notice 
shall  be  given. 

REDEMPTION  OF  TITHES. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  is 
he  will  state  the  decision  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  proposed  advance  of 
public  money  for  the  redemption  of 
tithe? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  stated  the  other 
day,  in  reply  to  a  question,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  carefully 
considering  the  suggestions  that  had 
been  made  to  them  on  this  subject.    If 


it  should  be  decided  to  make  any  pro* 
posal  to  Parliament,  based  on  these 
suggestions,  notice  of  it  will  be  given 
before  the  House  is  asked  to  go  into- 
Committee  on  the  BilL 

THE  LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  SUMMERS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the 
House,  having  unanimously  passed  the 
Second  Reading  of  a  Bill  allocating  a* 
fund  under  the  control  of  the  Land 
Commission,  under  the  provisions  of 
"The  Irish  Church  Amendment  Act, 
1881,"  for  the  purposes  of  the  Labourers 
(Ireland)  Acts,  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  abandon  the  clauses  of 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill  which  propose 
to  apply  the  same  fund  in  a  different 
manner  and  for  a  different  purpose ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  the  Government  intend 
in  any  other  way  to  give  effect  to  the 
recent  decision  of  the  House  P 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  think  it  un- 
necessary to  enter  into  any  controversy 

with  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the 
description  he  gives  in  his  question  of 
the  occurrence  to  which  he  refers  ;  but  I 
may  express  the  opinion  that  the  Land. 
Purchase  Bill  will  survive  the  Labourers - 
Bill,  and  that,  therefore,  it  is  quite 
impossible  for  me  to  assume  that  any 
other  appropriation  of  the  Church  Fund- 
will  be  made  than  that  provided  in  the 
Land  Purchase  Bill. 

TREATIES  WITH  AFRICAN  CHIEFS. 

Mb.  BRYCE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  rumours  which  have  appeared  in  the 
public  prints  regarding  Treaties  or 
arrangements  with  Native  Chiefs  in  the 
interior  of  Tropical  Africa,  alleged  to  have 
been  recently  made  on  behalf  of  Her 
Majesty  or  of  any  British  Company  ;  and 
whether  he  is  now  in  a  position  to  give 
the  House  any  information  upon '  this 
subject  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  It  is  understood 
that  Mr.  Stanley  made  certain  encage- 
mento  on  his  oVn  behalf  with  Native 
Chiefs  in  the  interior  of  Africa,  but  they 
were  not  made  under  any  authority  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  make  any  statement 
regarding  them. 
2  N  2 
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Monday  shall  be  assigned  for  the  Educa- 
tion Debate,  as  that  arrangement  seems 
to  be  desired. 


INDIGO  RYOTS. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  with  reference  to 
a  Petition  presented  by  myself  to-day, 
signed  by  518  of  the  Indigo  Ryots  of 
Jessore,  containing  certain  grave  allega- 
tions, whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  undertake  to  transmit  the  Petition 
to  India  in  order  that  the  Government 
of  India  may  make  inquiry  into  the 
circumstances  stated  therein  ? 

*Sir  J.  GORST :  My  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  has  been 
supplied,  by  the  courtesy  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  with  a  copy  of  the  Petition 
to  which  he  has  referred ;  but  as  he  is 
not  in  a  position  to  form  an  opinion 
as  to  the  genuineness  of  the  Petition,  or 
the  truth  of  the  statements  it  contains, 
he  has  referred  it  for  inquiry  to  the 
Government  of  India. 

THE  NEW  CODE. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether  there  is  any  in- 
tention of  taking  the  discussion  on  the 
New  Code  and  the  Education  Estimates 
before  Whitsuntide  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  can  now  state  on  which  day  the  dis- 
cussion will  be  taken  ? 

•  *Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  We  shall  be 
very  glad  if  it  can  be  taken  before  Whit- 
suntide. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA :  I  wish  to  ap- 
peal to  the  Fir3t  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
with  referenca  to  the  fixing  of  a  day  for 

•  the  discussion  of  the  New  Code  on  the 
Education  Estimates.  There  are  a  great 
number  of  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  who  are  much  interested  in  the 
subject,  and  they  are  anxious  that  the 

.  discussion  shall  not  be  fixed  for  a  day 
when  there  will  not  be  a  full  attendance 
of  Member3,  as  there  would  not  be 
immediately  after  the  holidays.     If  the 

•  right   hon.   Gentleman   cannot  give  an 
early  day  next  week,  will  he  fix  a  day 
•after  the  holidays  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  as  anxious 

•  as  anyone  can  be  that  the  Code  and  the 
Estimates  shall  be  discussed  with  a  full 

•attendance  of  hon.  Members.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  friends 
•can  assure  me  that  the  Budget  Bill  will 
be  substantially  disposed  of  this  week, 


MOTION. 


-*o«- 


SITTINGS    OF   THE   HOUSE    (EXEMP- 
TION FROM  THE  STANDING  ORDER). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

••  That  the  Proceedings  on  the  Local  Taxa- 
tion (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties  Bill,  if  under 
discussion  at  Twelve  o'clock  this  night,  be  not 
interrupted  under  the  Standing  Order,  Sittings 
of  the  House."— {Mr.  William  Henry  Smith.) 

(4.40.)  The  House  divided :— Ayes 
261;  Noes  146.— (Div.  List,  No.  85.) 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

LOCAL     TAXATION     (CUSTOMS     AND 
EXCISE)  DUTIES  BILL.— (No.  244.) 

SECOND  READING.      [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [12th  May],  "  That  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
"  That,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to 
add  the  words  "  this  House  declines  to  assent 
to  a  Bill  which  provides  hy  payment  out  of 
public  moneys  for  the  extinction  of  annual 
licences  in  the  manner  provided  in  the  said 
Bill,"— {Mr.  Coine,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

*(4.55.)  Sir  W.IxAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) :  Mr.  Speaker,  during  the 
time  of  questions  the  Lord  Advocate,  in 
reply  to  a  question  which  some  one  put  to 
him  from  this  side  of  the  House,  said  that 
he  objected  to  the  word  u  compensation  " 
in  regard  to  the  clauses  of  the  Bill 
which  is  now  under  discussion.  There  has 
been  a  good  deal  of  tliat  sort  of  talk  up  and 
down  the  country  lately.  "Compensa- 
tion "  is  a  word  which  has  been  used 
with  two  meanings;  but,  so  far  as  I 
can  understand  the  Bill,  it  is  a  Compen- 
sation Bill,  and  I  will  give  my  authority 
in  one  sentence  from  an  article  in  the 
Times  newspaper — which  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  that  side  of  the  House  accept  as  an 
authority — published  a  very  few  days 
ago.     It  said  distinctly — 
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"  On  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Licensing 
Bill,  the  decision  of  the  House  will  he  clear 
and  unchallengeable,  so  far  as  the  principle 
of  compensation  is  involved." 

It  is  clear  enough  what  we  are  about. 
But     before      I     discuss      this     com- 
pensation, I    must    make     my   earnest 
protest    against      the     subject      being 
discussed     at     all     in    this    House    of 
Commons.     We  hear  a  great  deal,  in  our 
political  jargon — very  properly,   I   dare 
say — about  the  "  mandate  of  the  coun- 
try."    Now,    what    mandate    has    this 
House  to  take  up  this  question?    The 
subject    was   not     raised     in   a    single 
electoral  address  in  1886.     Further,  the 
Government    tried    to    deal    with   this 
question  two  years  ago,  and  their  pro- 
posal for  compensation  was    met  with 
almost    universal  condemnation   out  of 
doors.     As  to  this  Bill,  it  comes  before 
us  most  unfairly,  but  as  it  is  before  us,  we 
must  do  our  best  for  our  constituents,  and 
deal  with  the  measure  in  a  manner  which 
will   be    best  for  the   country.      Now, 
the  remarkable  point  about  this  Bill  is 
that  it  is  a  Temperance  Bill.     \C1  veers.']  I 
am  very  glad  to  hear  that  cheer  from  my 
hon.  Friends  opposite.     There  has  been  a 
wonderful  change  within  the  last  fort- 
night ;  they  hare  all  become  great  tem- 
perance reformers.     It    is   a    very    en- 
couraging sign.  It  is  the  first  time  I  have 
known  in  this    House    a    Government 
bringing  forward    what  is    avowed  to 
be    a    purely    Temperance    Bill.     How 
does    it    come    about?       There-  is   the 
great  Temperance  Reformer,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer ;  and  he,  when 
he   brought    forward  his   Budget,    was 
so  shocked  at  the  drinking  which  goes 
on  in  the  drinking  shops  licensed  by  the 
Authorities,   that  he  said    "  Something 
must  be  done."     It  was  a  very  interest- 
ing  Debate    that    Budget  Debate.      It 
went  through  the  usual  course.     I  have 
been  present  at  so  many  Budget  speeches 
that  I  know  exactly  what  takes  place. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  when 
he  comes  to  the  drink  revenue  rolls  it  like 
a  sweet  morsel  under  his  tongue,  and  then 
— knowing  that  he  must  say  something 
on    the  moral    question,   with,  as    Mr. 
Disraeli  used  to   say,  "  a  face  arranged 
for      the      occasion"  —  in      the      next 
breath     he     proceeds     to     deplore     the 
immorality  which  the  drink  traffic  occa- 
sions in  the  country.     I  have  seen  this 
dozens  of  times,  but  it  came  out  more 


strongly  than  usual  this  year.  I  want 
to  show  what  the  effect  of  all  this  drink* 
ing  is  on  the  real,  genuine  Tory  mind, 
not  on  the  mind  of  the  Liberal  Unionist 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  Mem- 
ber for  Woolwich  made  a  speech  lately 
at  the  Blackheath  Licensed  Victuallers' 
and  Beersellers'  Protection  Society — it 
was  a  Greenwich  dinner — in  which  he 
said — 

"If  people  had  the  means  of  enjoying  all 
that  God  sent"— that  was  rum— " let  them ; 
and  when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
there  had  been  an  increase  in  the  Revenue, 
because  people  enjoyed  themselves,  he  was 
very  glad  to  hear  it." 

Of  course,  an  honest,  fine  old  English 
gentleman  was  glad,  and  I  honour  him 
for  his  straightforward  declaration,  and 
I  think  the  publican  who  went  dbwn  to* 
Greenwich  was  justified  more  than  the* 
Pharisee  on  the  Treasury  Bench.     But  I: 
want  to  call  attention  to  a  remarkable  < 
fact.      We   are  told  that  this  Bill  is 
brought  in  entirely  in  the  interest  ofi 
temperance.     That  is  very  extraordinary, 
because  almost  every  Temperance  Society  * 
in  the  Kingdom  condemns  it,  as  do  also* 
the  men  who  have  been  working  in  the- 
cause    of    temperance    all    their    lives. 
Somebody  says  "  Not  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone."    Well,  the  exception* 
proves  the  rule.      I  want  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  to  explain  how  it  iff 
that  the  great  bulk  of  the  temperance* 
world    condemn  his    Bill,   while  it    is* 
warmly  applauded  by  the  drink  sellers. 
Is  it  not  likely  that  the  men  who  devote  - 
most  of  their  time  to  the  consideration  of 
the  subject  of  temperance  should  know 
more  about  it  than  the  men  who  devote 
their  time  to  the  sale  of  drink  1    So  far- 
as  1  know,  the  Chancellor  of  the   Ex-' 
chequer  became  an  advocate  of  temper- 
ance on  the  17th  of  April,  and  the  noble-* 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  started: 
on  his  career  on  the  29th.     Are  not  those* 
who  have  been  advocates  of  temperance 
all  their  lives,  and  who  have  not  a  Id.  or  a 
£d.  interest  in  the  trade,  but  only  look  to* 
the  public  good,  as  likely  to  be  right  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the  noble 
Lord,  supported  by  men  whose  income  is 
endangered  in  the  carrying  out  of  measures 
of  this  sort  ?     If  we  were  discussing  a 
private  Bill  upstairs,  men  interested  in 
the  trade  would  not  be  allowed  to  vote. 
They  would  have  had  nothing  to   say. 
If  we  were  a  jury  trying  a  case,  men 
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interested  would  not  be  allowed  to  sit  on 
it,4  but  when  it  is  a  question  of  a 
great  monopoly  against  the  nation, 
then  the  jury  box  is  packed  and 
crammed    with    the     friends    of    the 

rlaintiff.  But  before  I  go  further 
want  to  vindicate  those  who  are  some- 
times called  the  Temperance  Party  from 
some  remarks  which  were  made  on 
Tuesday  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Manchester  (Sir  William 
Houldsworth).  The  hon.  Baronet  called 
us  extreme  temperance  men,  and  I 
desire  to  clear  that  matter  up.  I  do  not 
profess  to  be  a  greater  advocate  of 
temperance  than  anyone  else.  We  are 
all  advocates  of  temperance,  only  we  act 
in  different  ways.  I  have  heard  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Whitehaven  (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck) 
declare  that  he  is  one  of  the  warmest 
advocates  of  temperance.  It  is  only  a 
question  of  how  temperance  is  best 
promoted.  The  Party  the  hon.  Baronet 
referred'  to  was  the  Prohibition  Party, 
and  he  accused  us  of  having  a  cnt-and- 
dried  system,  aud  of  refusing  everything 
but  that,  with  the  result  that  temper- 
ance is  retarded.  Well,  I  challenge  the 
hon.  Baronet  to  say  what  measure  has  ever 
been  brought  in,  by  what  Member  on 
either  side  of  the  House  since  I  have 
been  a  Member,  for  diminishing  the 
liquor  traffic  even  by  10  minutes  which 
I  have  not  cordially  supported  and  gener- 
ally spoken  in  favour  of.  That  is  the 
right  policy.  I  am  for  prohibition  of  the 
whole  traffic.  I  would  sweep  it  away 
to-morrow,  and  I  make  no  secret  of  my 
opinion.  But  I  am  not  a  dog  in  the 
manger.  I  hold  that  half  a  loaf  is  better 
than  no  bread,  and  when  I  get  one  half 
I  will  go  for  the  other  half.  I  have  sup- 
ported the  Sunday  Closing  measures,  the 
shortening  of  the  hours,  and  I  even 
acquiesced  in  the  proposition  of  the 
late  Mr.  O'Sullivan  for  keeping  spirits 
in  bond  for  10  years,  only  I  suggested 
an  Amendment  to  keep  them  in  bond 
for  100  years.  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
Baronet,  who  spoke  for  the  Church  of 
England  Temperance  Society,  whether 
he  can  say  that  he  has  supported  all 
these  measures  in  the  way  that  the 
Prohibition  Party  has  done  ?  I  am  the 
President  of  the  United  Kingdom 
Alliance  for  the  prohibition  of  the  liquor 
traffic,  and  I  believe  that  every  hour  or 
every  10  minutes  taken  from  the 
Sir  W.  Lawson 


publican  is  a  benefit  to  the  public.  We 
make  no  secret  of  'our  view ;  we  object 
to  the  liquor  traffic,  believing  it  to  be 
the  curse  of  the  country ;  therefore,  we 
support  every  measure  with  a  tendency 
to  diminish  its  volume.  And  now,  as  I 
am  in  a  sort  of  justifying  humour,  I  want 
to  justify  myself  and  my  friends  against 
a  charge  very  often  made  against  us.  It 
is  said — 

"  If  the  wicked  teetotalers  had  suffered  Mr. 
Brace's  Bill  to  pass,  what  a  reduction  of  public 
houses  there  would  have  been." 

The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Pad- 
dington  said— 

"  If  that  Bill  had  passed  into  law,  the  public 
houses  iu  London  would,  in  the  year  1882,  have 
been  reduced  from  upwards  of  10,000  in  1872  to 
about  3,000 ;  in  England  and  Wales,  from  up- 
wards of  100,000  in  1872  to  about  32,000." 

Mr.  Brace's  Bill,  in  the  first  place,  was  for 
England  only,  and  with  regard  to  the 
diminution  of  the  trade  it  proposed  that 
certain   holders  of  [licences,  who   were 
described  as  publicans  and  as  holders  of 
limited  publicans'  licences,  should  not  be 
interfered  with  for  10  years ;    but  at  the 
end  of   10  years  they  should   have  a 
renewal  of  their  licences  for  10  years 
more,  if  they  did  not  exceed  one  per 
10,000    in    towns  and   one     per     €00 
in  the  country.      Their  allocation  hav- 
ing been  determined  by  the  Magistrates, 
they  were  to    be  sold  to  the    highest 
bidder.     When  the  applications  for  these 
licences  exceeded  the  proportions  named, 
all  the  number  exceeding  one  per  1,000 
in  towns  and  one  per  600  in  the  country 
were  to  receive  the  assent  of  a  three- 
fifths  majority  in  a  poll  of  the  ratepayers. 
But  that  only  referred  to  on-licences  and 
houses  which  were  supposed  to  supply 
nothing  but  drink.     But  the  schedules 
showed   that  there    were    17   different 
sorts  of  licences,  and  to  four  only  of  those 
17    did    those    provisions  apply.    Any 
diminution  which    would    have    taken 
place  would  have  been  probably  through, 
the  operation  of  the  popular  veto.    So 
the  House  will  see  there  is  no  justifica- 
tion for  saying  that  that  Bill  of  itself 
would  have  swept  away  so  many  licences 
as  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Pad- 
dington  alleges.     I  want  to  show  clearly 
what  the  policy  of  the  United  Kingdom 
Alliance  was.     It  is  said  we  were   the 
cause  of  the  overthrow  of  the  Bill;  but  it 
will  be  seen  that  the  great  opposition 
came  from  the  publioans  before  whom. 
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Ae  Government  quailed.  The  United 
Kingdom  Alliance,  at  that  time,  passed  a 
resolution  that  the  Council — 

"  Having  fully  considered  the  Intoxicating 
liquors  Bill,  resolves  that  the  friends  of  the 
Alliance  be  requested  not  to  oppose  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Bill,  with  the  intention  of  ob- 
taining in  Committee  the  insertion  of  an 
•absolute  veto  for  the  majority  of  the  ratepayers 
on  the  issue- of  licences  for  the.  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors,  and  the  equally  absolute  rejection 
of  all  compensation  clauses." 

That,  I  think,  was  the  right  attitude  to 
take,  and  I  hope  we  shall  not  be  charged 
again  with  being  the  wicked  people  who 

prevented  the  BiU  from  passing.     It  was 

killed  through  the  fear  the  Government 

iiad  of  the  great  publican  power  of  this 

•country.    Well,  what  is  the  present  Bill? 

It  is  a  measure  to  apply,  public  money  for 

the  supposed  benefit  of  the  public.     But 

apart  from  the  temperance  point  of  view, 

when  we  begin  to  give  Imperial  taxation 

to  be  expended  by  Local,  Authorities  we 

start  on  a  very  dangerous  road.     It  is  a 

.sound  Constitutional  principle  that  those 

who  raise  the  taxes    should  distribute 

them,  and  if  you  leave  Imperial  taxes  to 

Local  Bodies  to  distribute  you  will  find 

that  it  leads  to  corruption,  jobbery,  and 

.all  sorts  of  evils.     The  object  here,  no 

doubt,  is  a  good  one,  and  I  am  glad  the 

Government  has  recognised  the  necessity 

•of  diminishing  the  number  of  drink  shops 

in  this  country ;  but  the  licensing  system 

is  for  the  protection  of  the  public,  and  my 

-case  and  the  case  of  the   Government  is 

that  that  system  has  broken  down.     The 

President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 

said  that  it  is  admitted  on  all  hands  that 

public  houses  are  much  too  numerous, 

and  I  contend  that  the  Magistrates  have 

the  power  to  reduce   the   number.      I 

think  I  hear  the  President  of  the  Local 

Government    Board  dissent    from   that 

statement. 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlete,  St.  George's) :  All  I  said 
was  that  we  do  not  interfere  with  that 
pDwer. 

•Sir  W.  LAWSON :  Then  what  is  this 
Bill  for?  But  I  will  go  on  with  my 
argument.  .  I  say  the  Magistrates  have 
the  power,  and  they  have  not  exercised 
it  sufficiently.  And  now  I  come  to  the 
Solicitor  General,  whom  I  look  upon  as 
the  greatest  licensing  authority  in  the 
country.  He  makes  the  greatest  mistakes, 
and  on  that  ground  I  consider  him  the 


greatest  authority.  He  tries  to  make 
out  that  the  publicans  have  some  legal 
right  to  the  renewal  of  their  licences,. and 
he  says  no  statement  to  the  contrary  can 
be  found  in  any  decision.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  plays  on  that  word 
"  decision/'  just  as  the  Government  are 
playing  on  the  word  "  compensation. •" 
But  in  the  Queen's  Bench  Division,  on 
the  24th  of  November,  1882,  there  was  a 
special  case  of  inquiry  into  this  very 
point,  and  Mr.  Justice  Field  said — 

"But  in  every  .case  iu  every  year  there  is  a 

new  licence  granted ;  " 

.'  .  ■*.'.'? 

while  further  on  he  said — 

*  'The  Legislature  recognises  no  vested  right 
at  all  in  any  holder  of  a  licence." 

Now,  I  respect  the  opinion  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  very  much^  but  I 
respect  the  opinion  of  a  Judge  of  the 
land  still  more. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir  B. 
Clarke,  Plymouth)  t  I  daresay  the  hon. 
Baronet  will  allow  me  to  say  that  I  have 
Lord  Field's  authority,  given '  to  me 
yesterday,  for  saying  in  his  name  he 
never  made  the  statement  that  there  was 
no  vested  interest. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  : 
Who  was  the  reporter  ? 
•Sir  W.  LAWSON :  Well,   I  do  not 
want  to  squabble  about  it:     We  will'  put 
it  all  in  the  papers   to-morrow.      The 
Solicitor  General  said  iu  his  speech  the 
other  night  that  it  was  not  competent 
for  the  Justices  to  take  away  a  man's 
licence    simply    because    they    thought 
there  were  too  many  houses.     But  an 
authority  sitting  oh  the  same  Bench  said 
in  the  course  of  the  evening  it  was  per- 
fectly true  that  the  Magistrates  might 
refuse  to  renew  a  licence.  That  authority  - 
was  the  Solicitor  General  himself.  Out  of 
his  own  mouth  I  convict  him.     I  think 
that  when  we  have   two  such  contra* 
dictory  statements    from    the  Solicitor 
General  I  am  entitled  to  refer  him  to 
Mr.  Justice  Field,  who  used  the  words  I 
have  quoted,  whatever  he  may  say.    The 
remedy  for  the  present  state  of  things' 
has  been  provided  in  many  cases.     In 
many  districts  where  there  are  landlords 
who   wish  to  benefit  their  fellow-men, 
drinkshops  have  been  prohibited,  and  the 
result  is  improved  temperance  and  order 
and    morality.      The    noble     Lord    the 
Member    for     Paddington     (Lord     R. 
Churchill)  said  the  other  night  that  he 
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looked,  on  this  power  of  the  landlords  to 
clear  their  estates  of  drinkshops  as 
tyrannical.  But  has  he  ever  heard  a 
single  complaint  from  such  estates?  I 
challenge  him  to  bring  forward  dwellers 
on  these  estates  who  will  say  it  is  a 
tyrannical  act  on  the  part  of  a  landlord 
to  release  men  from  the  proximity  of 
these  houses.  When  I  first  brought 
this  question  forward  in  the  House  of 
Commons  I  proposed  the  Permissive 
Bill,  which  was  nothing  else  than  giving 
the  people  the  power  to  clear  out  drink- 
shops.  On  that  occasion  I  was  hard  put 
to  for  a  Seconder,  but  Mr.  Thomas  Bazley 
was  induced  by  the  action  of  some  work- 
people to  put  his  name  on  the  back  of 
the  Bill.  They  asked  him  whether  he 
had  not  a  Tillage  of  his  own  from  which 
he  had  kept  out  the  public  houses.  He 
said  he  had,  and  he  thought  it  a  splendid 
thing.  They  asked  him,  "Do  you  not 
think  that  we  working  men  ought  to 
have  the  same  privilege  as  you  have  ?  " 
He  said,  "  Yes,  I  do/'  and  he  put  his  name 
to  the  back  of  the  Bill.  How  do  we 
stand  now  1  The  Magistrates  will  not  re- 
duce the  number  of  licences;  the  House,  so 
far,  will  not  allow  the  inhabitants  to  have 
the  veto ;  and  now  the  Government  come 
forward  with  the  proposal  to  protect  the 
people  by  this  new  system  of  purchasing 
the  licences.  The  Government,  in  fact, 
say»  "We  will  call  upon  the  taxpayer's 
pocket  to  rectify  the  shortcomings  of  the 
Magistrates.  That  is  the  whole  end  and 
object  of  the  Bill.  The  public,  having 
permitted  the  publicans  to  carry  on  a 
lucrative  trade,  was  now  called  upon  to 
bribe  them  to  go  out  of  the  business.  I 
want  to  know  what  these  men  have 
done  for  the  benefit  of  the  country  that 
they  are  to  be  endowed  with  a  large  sum 
of  money  ?  We  sometimes  give  pensions 
to  men  for  killing  a  great  number  of  the 
enemies  of  the  country,  but  these  men 
have  killed  their  own  fellow-countrymen. 
I  am  supposed  to  use  strong  language 
about  the  trade ;  but  I  have  not  said  any- 
thing so  strong  as  has  been  said  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
(Lord  R.  Churchill),  the  new  convert, 
whose  language  reminds  me  of  what 
Sheridan  said  when  he  saw  a  Highland- 
man  in  a  large  pair  of  trousers — "  Con- 
verts are  always  enthusiastic. "  They  talk 
about  my  language.  Did  I  ever  say  that 
the  trade  was  "devilish  and  destruc- 
tive V9  No ;  I  said  it  was  an  injurious 
Sir  W.  Lauxon 


trade,  and  ought  not  to  be  carried  oil 
But  I  am  not  a  lord.  Everyone  who 
looks  into  this  question  uses  strong 
language.  Baron  Dowse  said  from  the 
Bench — 

"The  measure  of  j  the  degradation  of  any 
district  is  in  exact  proportion  to  the  amount  of 
alcohol  consumed  in  it." 

My  friend,  Sir  William  Grantham,  one 
of  our  English  Judges,  talked  at  Liver- 
pool about  "  the  unholy  profits  of  that 
horrid  trade  " — meaning  the  trade  of  the 
publicans.  Strong  language  from  me, 
but  all  right  from  a  Judge.  The  Edin- 
burgh Review  said — 

11  The  liquor  traffic,  and  particularly  the 
retail  branch  of  it,  is  a  public  nuisance- 
physically,  economically,  and  morally." 

I  am  sure  we  are  all  justified  in  trying 
to  get  rid  of  a  public  nuisance.  Charles 
Buxton  said — 

"The  struggle  of  the  library,  and  the 
church,  and  the  school,  against  the  public 
house  and  the  beer  shop  is  one  development  of 
war  between  heaven  and  hell." 

That  was  almost  as  strong  as  the  remark 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Pad- 
dington. Now  that  public  opinion  is* 
aroused  on  this  subject,  and  there  is  a 
chance  of  something  being  done,  the 
Government  come  down  and  demand 
compensation  for  these  destroyers  !  Sir, 
I  remember  during  the  time  the  dis- 
cussion was  going  on  about  slave-owning 
that  two  men  were  talking  on  the  sub- 
ject  of  compensation  in  a  picture-gallery. 
The  one  who  was  against  compensation 
took  the  other  to  the  picture  of  the 
Egyptians  passing  through  the  Red  Sea, 
and  said  "  Look  there ;  that  is  God's* 
compensation  to  slave  owners.1'  It  is 
only  compensation,  the  system  of  pur- 
chasing up  these  licences,  which  we  con- 
demn ;  and  we  condemn  it  because,  as  it 
was  very  well  put  by  my  hon.  Friend  the- 
Member  for  Barrow  the  other  night,  it  is 
a  financial  barrier  to  the  advancement  of 
temperance  reform.  There  is  nothing 
complaining  of  a  Suspensory  Act  in  all  the 
petitions  and  telegrams  that  are  reaching- 
Members,  and  I  think  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  should  not  send  out,  litho- 
graphed from  the  Treasury  Chambers,, 
such  circulars  as  that  in  which  the 
following  passage  occurs : — 

"  He  wishes  to  express  his  regret  that  the* 
efforts  of  the  Government  to  promote  the  cause 
of  temperance,  by  placing  stringent   regula- 
tions upon  the  issue  of  new  licences,  should  he*  * 
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met  with  such  hostility  by  those  whom  they 
might  legitimately  expect  to  find  supporting 
them  in  a  measure  directed  to  such  an  end." 

[Ministerial  cheers.']     Hon.    Gentlemen 
opposite   are    very  short-sighted    when 
they  cheer  a  sentence  like  that.      They 
do  not  seem  to  understand  the  matter. 
Let  lis  hav<3  a  Suspensory  Act  by  all 
means.     But  when  we  come  to  the  ques- 
tion   of    compensation   I  ask  who  has 
licensed  the  public  houses  all  these  years  ? 
Not  the  people.     The  licensing  has  been 
in  the  hands  of  the    classes,  and    the 
classes    have     licensed    public    houses, 
which     have      been    the    means      of 
demoralising    the   masses.     ["No,   no," 
from  the  Opposition.]     I  am  astonished 
that  anyone    could    say  "no"  to  that 
statement.      Can    any  hon.  Gentleman 
tell  me  of  a  single  public  house  with  the 
licensing  of  which  a  working  man  has 
had  anything  to  do  ?     I  contend  that  the 
gentlemen   of  England,  those  of  wealth 
and  position,  who  have  spent  their  time 
in  licensing  these  places  are  worse  than 
those  who  get  drunk  at  them,  for  the 
tempter     is   always     worse     than    the 
tempted.     I  am  not  attacking  Gentle- 
men opposite.     We  are  all  of  us  guilty. 
It  is  clear,  beyond  a    doubt,  that    the 
upper     classes     have     produced     these 
houses,  and  that  the  lower  classes  suffer 
most  by  them.     I  say  let  the  Magistrates 
pay  the  compensation,  if  it  is  to  be  paid. 
The   plan    of  the    Government     is    re- 
volting,  odious,  and  repulsive,  for  by  it 
this  money  is  proposed  to  be  raised  by 
getting  the  people  to    spend   more  on 
these  evil  things.     We  are  told  that  the 
publicans  have  an  equitable  and  a  moral 
claim.     What    is    equity?    I    ask    the 
Solicitor  General.  Speaking  as  a  layman, 
I   suppose    it  means  an  attempt  to  do 
justice    all    round?      [The     Solicitor 
General  signified  assent.]     I  am  glad 
that    the    hon.  Gentleman    and    I    are 
agreed  upon  one  point.     But  if  justice  is 
to  be  done  all  round,  why  should  not 
justice  be  done  to  the  people  who  have 
been  injured  by  the  public  nouses  as  well 
as   to    the    publicans?     If    anybody  is 
entitled  to  compensation  it  is  the  man 
whose  property,  by  being  next  door  to  a 
public     house,    has     been    depreciated. 
Magistrates  take   care  never  to  licence  a 
house  next  door  to  themselves.   A  friend 
of  mine,  with  whom  I  sometimes  go  on 
the  stump,  often  says  at  a  meeting,  "  I 
hare  a  sovereign  in  my  pocket,  and  I 


will  give  it  to  anybody  who  can  find  such 
a  Magistrate."     One  day  a  man  wrote  te« 
me  to  claim  the  sovereign,  saying  he  had 
found    a    drink  shop  next    door   to  a 
Magistrate's    residence.     I   wrote   back 
to     ask     "  Did    he      vote      for      the 
licence?"     and    I     have    never   heard, 
a      word      from      that      man       since- 
Then  there  are  the  ratepayers,  and  the? 
widows  and  orphans  who  suffered  in  ther  • 
ruined  homes.     Is  there  to  be  no  com- 
pensation for  them?     It  is  only  your 
one-sided  compensation  I  object  to.     But. 
I  would  say  to  the  Government :  "  Let . 
bygones   be   bygones.      If    you    let  us.- 
alone  we  will  let  you  alone.     If  you  will 
not     ask     for     compensation     for     the* 
publicans,  we  will  not  ask  for  compensa- 
tion for  all  the  misery  done  by  them." 
What  precedent  is  there  for  this  pro- 
posal?    Was  a  single  penny  paid  to  the- 
slave     traders    when     that     trade    was 
abolished?     When  the  Corn  Laws  were 
repealed,  40  years  ago,  did  the  great  corn- 
growers  receive  any  compensation?  When  ' 
gambling  houses  were   done  away  with,,, 
did  the  proprietors  get  a  penny  in  com- 
pensation ?  When  the  Factory  Acts  were* 
passed,  did   the  factory  owners  get  any 
compensation  ?    Take  Mr.  Plimsoirs  law. 
I  got  a  letter  only  this  morning  from  a 
man  who  says  that  when  that  law  was- 
passed  many  hundreds  of  small  owners, 
of  ships  were  utterly  ruined  by  having 
their  vessels  taken  forcibly  from  them  by 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  no  compensation 
was  given  to  them.     "  Many  of  them,"' 
he  says,  "  had  to  go   to  the   workhouse." 
Fancy  Lord   Burton   going  to  the  work- 
house.    He    says    further,    "I    myself 
lost    to  the  extent  of   £2,500  in  this, 
way."     No  one  said  they  were  entitled 
to  compensation;   they  were   doing  an 
evil    to    the    public,   and   they  had  to> 
be    stopped.     You   have    passed   many 
laws  taking  away  privileges  drink-sellers 
enjoyed.    We  have  had  all  kinds  of  Bills. 
I  remember  Mr.  O'Sullivan  saying  that- 
if  the   Irish  Sunday  Closing  Bill  were' 
passed  hundreds  of  publicans  would  be 
ruined.     I  suppose  they  drink  more  on 
Sunday  in  Ireland  than  on  any  other  dayr 
and  someone  proposed  there  ought  to  be 
compensation,  but  I  do  not  think  a  score  of 
Members votedforit.  Mr. Meldon gotaBill 
through  which  did  away  with  a  certain* 
number  of  beershops  in  Dublin  which  were 
under  a  certain  rating.    Some  hundreds- 
were  swept  away,  and  not  a  penny  o£* 
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compensation  was  given  to  any  of  the 
holders  of  the  licences.  But  now  I  come 
to  the  gem.  On  the  10th  of  August, 
1882,  an  Act  was  passed  to  put  certain 
persons,  who  hitherto  had  been  able  to  get 
a  certain  class  of  licences  automatically 
by  going  up  to  the  Magistrates,  on  the 
same  footing  as  licensed  victuallers.  That 
Bill  •  was  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie).  I  see 
he  remembers  something  of  it.  A  poor 
man  wrote  to  me  yesterday.  I  will  give 
his  name,  because  I  do  not  deal  in  anony- 
mous letters.  He  writes  from  32,  Deans- 
gate,  Northampton,  and  his  name  is  George 
Westall.     He  says — 

"I  was,  myself,  at  the  Brewster  Sessions 
that  year  refused  the  renewal  of  two  off-licences, 
on  the  ground  that  the  Justices  did  not  con- 
sider them  necessary  for  the  wants  of  the 
neighbourhood.  I  held  each  of  the  houses  on 
lease  at  high  rents.  I  had  procured  the  licences 
by  employing  precisely  the  same  machinery, 
and  by  as  much  an  expenditure  as  any  licensed 
certificate  rendered  necessary.  My  premises 
were  fitted  and  adapted  to  the  business  at  a 
considerable  outlay  of  money,  and  I  had  surely 
as  much  right  to  expect  a  renewal  from  the 
Magistrates  as  any  other  licensee.  It  certainly 
never  occurred  to  me  to  look  in  any  quarter  for 
compensation.  If  I  had  asked  for  it  I  should 
have  been  laughed  at,  and  so  I  had  to  put  up 
with  the  loss." — 

I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  ex- 
cuse me  ;  these  are  not  my  words,  but  the 
words  of  Mr.  Westall — 

"Yet  we  have  the  same  Mr.  Ritchie,  who  oared 
nothing  for  the  off-licence  holder  in  1883,  be- 
cause he  was  poor  and  lowly,  and  without  the 
advantage  of  a  strong  union  at  his  back,  telling 
the  deputation  which  waited  on  him  as  represen- 
tatives of  the  Church  of  England  Temperance 
Society  he  should  strongly  urge  the  necessity 
for  compensation  whenever  the  licensing  ques- 
tion [might  be  dealt  with.  I  have  been  con- 
nected with  the  trade  all  my  life- 
he  must  be  a  respectable  man — 

and  while  asking  you  to  excuse  the  length  of 
this  letter,  and  hoping  you  and  your  friends' 
effort  to  defeat  the  scandalous  proposals  of  the 
Government  will  meet  with  the  success  it 
deserves, 

I  am,  yours, 

Geoeoe  Westall.'' 

Now,  what  has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
got  to  say  to  that?  He  cannot  speak 
again,  but  he  may  get  the  Home  Secre- 
tary to  explain  what  he  is  going  to  do 
for  this  poor  man.  At  the  very  first 
Licensing  Session  that  took  place  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1882  the  Magis- 
trates of  Darwen  refused  34  off-licences. 
Sir  W.  Lawson 


The  holders  of  these  licences  are  wander- 
ing about  {<he  streets  and  workhouses  at. 
this  moment,  according  to  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  and  the 
right  horn  Gentleman  looks  >  calmly  on 
I  am  astonished  at  him.     He  Bays — 

"I  belieVe  public  opinion  will  revolt  against 
the  iniquity  •  of  depriving  met),  women*  and 
children  of  ,th,eir  livelihood  by  such  a  process  as . 
that  which  ia  favoured  by  the  hon.  Member  ior 

Barrow." 

i 

Unless  he  .tells  me  he  will  subscribe  to 
these  poor  people  I  shall  think  there  is- 
very  little  in  this  cheap  outcry  about 
people  starving.      This  Bill  is  nothing 
less  than  an  attempt  to  blackmail  the 
people    of.  this  country    in,   favour  of  . 
the    political     supporters    of    the    pre- 
sent   Government.      The    Party  oppo- 
site pretend  to.  laugh  at  the  demonstra- 
tions of  the  Temperance,  Party.      But 
why  do  wo    organise    demonstrations  % 
Because  we  are  boycotted  by  the  Sep- 
tennial   Act,  and    cannot    express    our 
opinions  at  the  poll.     Let  the  Compenaa~  . 
tion  Party, try  to  get.  up  a  demonstration* 
You     may    not    think    much    of     pur 
demonstrations,  but  I  say  of  them  that 
they  are  composed  of  bond  fide,  honest, 
earnest,  working  men.     When  you  get 
up  your  [demonstration   in   Hyde   Park: 
what  will  it.  be  composed  of  ?    There  will 
be   a  squadron   of  publicans    and   pot- 
boys, supported  by  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land   Temperance    Society,    and    there 
will,  perhaps,  be  a  sprinkling  of  bishops. 
The  procession  will  be  brought  np  by 
the   hon.    Gentleman   the    Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russoll),  and, 
probably,  the  Solicitor  General  will  pre- 
side at  one  of  the  platforms.     To  demon- 
strate is  all  we  can  do.     You  may  laugh. 
This  is  your  day  of  power  and  triumph, 
and  you  are  making  the  most  of  it.    You  , 
will  carry  your  Bill  to-night.  [Ministerial 
cheer 8.]     I    thought  you    would    cheer 
that.     But.you  will  not  carry  the  country. 
Why  will  you  carry  your  Bill  to-night  ? 
Why,  because  the  flowing  bowl  is  with  . 
you.  But  the  flowing  tide  is  with  us.    It 
is  setting  in  very  strong :  it  set  in  last 
week  from,  the  Bristol  Channel,  and  if 
you  persist  with  this  atrocious  Bill,  I  can 
tell  you  the  flow  of  the  tide   will    be 
fiercer,  rapider,  and  stronger  than  any* 
thing  you  have  any  conception  of.     Yes, 
you  will  carry  your  Bill  to-night.  You  will 
carry  anything  in  this  House  with  the 
support  of  those  friends,  whom  the*  right 
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hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  described 
the  other  day  as  being  "  good  enough  to 
disperse  themselves  amongst  us."  But 
will  that  be  the  end  of  the  matter  ?  Does 
anybody  ont  of  a  lunatic  asylum  believe 
that  the  Government  will  persuade  the 
democratic  electorate  of  this  country  to 
spend  their  hard-earned  wages  in  pen- 
sioning off  a  lot  of  decayed  publicans  1  I 
do  not  think  so.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  not  find  the  people  of  this 
country  so  easy  to  deal  with.  He  can 
manage  the  fellaheen  of  Egypt,  he  can 
draw  their  life  blood  from  them,  but  he 
will  find  the  working  men  of  England 
not  quite  so  easy  to  deal  with.  Although 
this  criminal  conspiracy  against  order, 
justice,  and  morality  may  have  a 
momentary  success,  I  feel  confident  that 
the  day  is  not  far  distant  when  your 
policy  will  be  reversed,  and  you  your- 
selves will  be  condemned  by  an  outraged 
and  an  indignant  nation. 

*(5.46.)  The  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
fob  the  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
listened  with  pleasure  to  the  humorous 
parts  of  the  hon.  Baronet's  speech,  but 
to  the  peroration  I  cannot  concede  the 
like  approbation.  Much  of  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  was  not  relevant  to  the 
subject-matter  of  the  discussion.  It 
was  irrelevant,-  for  example,  to  discuss 
what  Mr.  Brace's  Bill  has  effected  or 
not  effected.  It  was  equally  irrele- 
vant to  enter  into  an  argument  as  to  the 
general  principle  upon  which  compensa- 
tion ought  to  be  levied  *in  the  event  of 
the  introduction  of  a  measure  dealing 
with  licensed  houses  on  a  large  scale,  for 
the  present  Bill  does  not  touch  that 
principle.  The  hon.  Baronet,  while  not 
niggard  of  praise  to  himself,  distributed 
censure  with  a  lavish  hand  on  everybody 
else-  The  Local  Bodies  to  whom  the 
Government  propose  to  give  certain  dis- 
cretion he  treated  as  bodies  so  given  up 
to  corruption  and  jobbery  that  no 
Imperial  Tax  ought  to  be  entrusted  to 
their  care  ;  the  Magistrates  he  treated  as 
persons  who  always  neglect  their  duties 
and  who  have  not  enforced  their  dis- 
cretionary right  of  refusal  to  renew 
licences ;  and  on  the  unhappy  publicans, 
of  course,  the  hon.  Baronet  poured  out 
all  the  vials  of  his  wrath.  The  hon. 
Baronet  described  the  publican  as  a  man 
who  kills  numbers  of  his  fellow-country- 
men.    I  hope  that  was  one  of  the  hon. 


Baronet's  jokes.  [Sir  W.  Lawsoh  :  Hot 
at  all.]  It  was  rather  a  lugubrious  joke, 
and  I  trust  that  the  hon.  Baronet  in  his 
sober  moments  will  not  apply  that 
description  to  the  whole  class  of  publicans. 
The  hon.  Baronet,  coming  nearer  to  the 
question  under  consideration,  argued 
stoutly  that  there  is  no  vested  interest 
whatever  in  licences.  Into  the^  contro- 
versy on  this  point  between  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  Solicitor  General  I  will 
not  enter,  for  the  Solicitor  General  is 
quite  able  to  take  care  of  himself, 
especially  as  he  has  the  assistance 
of  Lord  Field.  I  shall  confine  myself 
to  the  only  question  raised  by  these 
clauses  of  the  Bill.  The  measure  does  not 
touch  the  jurisdiction  of  Magistrates, 
or  their  right  to  grant  or  refuse  either 
licences  or  renewals.  If  necessary,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ritchie)  will 
introduce  words  into  the  Bill  to  make 
this  quite  clear.  What  the  Bill  will  do 
will  be  to  sanction  the  use  by  a  Public 
Body  of  money  derived  from  drink  for 
the  purpose  of  extinguishing  licences. 
The  principle  involved  is  by  no  means 
the  principle  of  compensation.  The 
principle  that  is  involved  is  this :  that  a 
licence  is  a  purchasable  thing,  capable  of 
having  assigned  to  it  some  appreciable 
value.  Is  that  a  true  principle  or  not  ? 
I  think  the  hon.  Baronet  will  not  deny 
that  the  practice  of  the  trade  has  shown 
that  licences  are  bargained  for  and  sold 
in  open  market,  and  that  large  sums  are 
paid  for  them,  and  these  sales  are  per- 
mitted and  sanctioned  by  the  law.  I 
invite  the  hon.  Baronet's  attention  to  the 
series  of  provisions  in  the  Licensing  Acts 
which  facilitate,  sanction,  and  protect 
such  transactions.  But  it  is  said  that  a 
licence  is  altogether  a  precarious  thing, 
so  precarious  that  a  Public  Body  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  purchase  it,  especially 
with  public  money.  In  reply  to  that  I 
have  to  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  this 
description  of  licences  is  not  universally 
true.  It  is  not  true  generally  of  Irish 
licences,  and  it  is  not  true  of  the  beerhouse 
licences  protected  by  the  Act  of  1869. 
I  do  not  say  that  they  are  numerous  ;  but 
they  are  not  to  be  left  out  of  view  when 
you  are  considering  the  question  as  a 
whole.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  state 
the  exact  number  or  to  give  an  answer 
as  to  the  fact.  They  are  not  so  few  that 
we  can  disregard  them  in  dealing  with 
the  question  whether  licensed  houses  are 
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held  on  so  precarious  a  tenure  that 
they  cannot  have  any  purchasable  or 
assignable  value.  Then,  take  the  case  of 
an  ordinary  public  house  with  an  "  on " 
licence.  I  will  assume  for  the  purpose 
of  argument  that  the  discretion  of  the 
Magistrates  is,  as  is  averred,  an  absolute 
discretion — not  an  arbitrary  but  a  judicial 
discretion.  I  will  assume  that,  but 
adding  this  :  that  although  if  that  view  is 
entirely  correct,  as  I  assume  it  to  be,  so 
that  the  strict  legal  right  of  the  licensee 
is  for  a  year  only,  I  do  not  suppose  any 
candid  man  on  either  side  will  deny  that, 
at  any  rate  at  the  end  of  the  year,  there  is 
also  the  chance  of  a  renewal.  Now,  is 
that  chance  of  renewal  a  good,  a  valuable 
chance?  On  that  question  it  seems  to 
me  the  evidence  is  overwhelming  in 
favour  of  the  view  the  Government  have 
taken.  The  law  has  been  administered 
by  the  authorities  selected  by  Parlia- 
ment, the  Licensing  Authorities;  and 
in  practice  now  for  a  series  of  years 
those  authorities  have  administered  the 
law  in  this  way :  that  they  have  practically 
not  refused  to  renew  licences,  either  in 
the  first  instance  or  on  appeal,  unless  there 
has  been  some  misconduct  on  the  part 
of  the  licence  holder.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  indicates  dissent  to 
that,  and  he  is  an  authority.  I  hope  he 
will  supply  the  House  not  with  cases  of 
"off"  licences  refused  under  a  different  set 
of  Statutes  like  the  Darwen  case,  but 
where  the  Magistrates  have  refused 
"  on "  licences  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  not  required.  Why,  the  result  of 
the  "Sharp  v.  Wakefield  "  case  came  on  the 
public  and  the  profession  with  surprise. 
Nobody  conversant  with  the  subject  had 
ever  come  across  a  case  of  an  ordinary 
publican's  licence  being  refused  on  such 
grounds  as  that.  Well,  on  the  faith  of 
this  custom  of  the  Licensing  Authorities, 
money  has  been  invested  in  the  liquor 
trade.  I  ask  the  House  whether  that 
state  of  things  does  not  constitute  a 
ground  for  some  reasonable  expectation 
which  has  some  money  value.  It  is  im- 
possible to  look  through  the  Licensing 
Acts  without  seeing  in  the  mind  of  the 
Legislature  an  intention  that  the  licence 
should  continue  for  more  than  a  year. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  provisional  licence 
granted  on  view  of  plans  of  a  house  not 
yet  built.  Does  any  hon.  Gentleman 
really  say,  as  a  man  of  business,  and  not 
in  mere  technical  language,  that  it  is 
Mr.  Matthews 


intended  that  the  house  built  in  accor- 
dance with  those-  plans,  should  be  en- 
joyed only  for  a  part  of  a  year  ?     If  the* 
landlord  of  a  cottager  were  to  do  that 
with  his  tenant,  and  turn  him  out  at  the* 
end  of  the  first  year,  I  can  fancy  how  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  pour  out  the  vials  of 
his  wrath  upon  that  unhappy  landlord. 
Take  again  the  careful  provisions  to  be 
found  throughout  the  Licensing  Acts  for 
preventing  a  business  lapsing,  even  in  the 
event  of  default  and  wrong  on  the  part 
of  the  licensee.     If  the  licensee  commits, 
an  offence   against  the  Licensing  Acts, 
and  forfeits  his  licence  in  the  middle  of 
the  year,  there  is  a  provision  for  another 
person  being  put  in  by  the  owner  to 
continue    the     business    till    the    next- 
Licensing  Sessions.      Again,   when  one 
looks  at  the  facilities  which  the  Legisla- 
ture has  given  for  the  renewal  of  licences, 
the  same  intention  is  evident.      There- 
was  no  appeal  from  a  refusal  to  grant  a- 
licence    originally,   but    there    was    an 
appeal  from  a  refusal  to  grant  a  renewal. 
Why     are    the     provisions,     that    the 
personal  attendance  of  an  applicant  for 
a    renewal    is     unnecessary,    and    that 
notice  must  be  given  to  such  an  appli- 
cant if  any  objection  to  the  renewal  of 
his  licence  is  to  be  made,  inserted  in  the 
Acts?    If  the  law  is  looked  at,  it  will- 
be  seen  that  "  chance  "  of  renewal  is  a. 
good,  valuable,  and  appreciable  chance. 
A  paper  has  been  put  into  the  hands  of 
Members  this  morning,    showing  how 
the  interests  of  public  house  lease  and 
free  holders  are 'calculated  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Inland  Revenue.   From  that- 
paper  it  appears  that  public  houses  are 
assessed  to  the  Property  Tax  at  a  much 
higher  rate  than  houses  used  for  other 
trades  in  the   same  street  and  side  by 
side  with  the  licensed  houses.     For  the 
Succession  Duty  the  annual  values  are 
capitalised  on  the  whole  life  of  the  suc- 
cessor, on    the    presumption    that    the 
licence  would  so  long  last,  and  the  tax  i» 
levied  upon   the    successor    upon    that 
basis.     For  Probate  Duty,  the  lease  of  a» 
public  house  which  has  43  years  to  run, 
has  been  valued  at  £543,  and  the  good- 
will at  nearly  the  Eame  amount,  £500. 
The   value  of  that  house  is,   therefore, 
doubled  within  a  few  pounds  by  reason  of 
its  being  a  public  house.  It  is,  therefore, 
assumed  that  the  licence  will  continue  to 
be  renewed,  because  without  that  licence 
the  goodwill  is  worthless.     It  is  impos- 
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sible  to  look  at  these  facts  without  seeing 
that,  for  a  series  of  years,  the  State  has 
taxed  public  houses  upon  the  assumption 
of  an  undefined  continuance  of  the 
licence,  and  not  a  precarious  tenure,  and 
least  of  all  a  tenure  for  one  year  only. 
That  the  licence  is  intended  to  last  only 
for  a  year,  because  it  is  renewable 
annually  at  the  discretion  of  the  Magis- 
trates, is  the  most  miserable  technical 
argument  that  can  possibly  be  pre- 
sented to  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  liquor  trade  has  been  put  under  re- 
striction and  control,  and  the  system  of 
licensing  had  been  invented  in  part  to 
get  an  annual  duty  for  the  Government, 
and  in  part  to  get  the  licence  holder  under 
proper  police  supervision.  But,  as  Mr. 
Bruce  said  in  1871,  the  fact  that  the 
licence  is  an  annual  one  is  merely  a 
"superficial  fact,"  it  is  an  accident  that  the 
term  is  so  short,  and  it  is  not  designed  to 
limit  the  term,  but  to  give  frequent  op- 
portunity for  correcting  and  reviewing 
the  conduct  of  the  licence  holder,  to  see 
that  the  business  is  conducted  in  a  proper 
and  orderly  manner.  The  licence  is  a 
restriction  and  not  a  boon.  If  it  does  give 
the  holder  a  share  in  a  species  of  monopoly, 
that  is  an  accident  and  not  a  designed 
consequence.  In  1830  there  was  free 
trade  in  beerhouses.  That  lod  to  abuses, 
and  then  restrictions  began  to  be  put  upon 
beerhouses,  and  finally,  in  1869,  beer- 
houses were  put  very  much  under  the 
same  restrictions  as  the  ordinary  public 
houses.  All  that  series  of  restrictions 
was  introduced  for  police  motives,  and  by 
no  means  with  the  view  of  making  the 
tenure  precarious,  Therefore,  the  con- 
clusion I  draw,  both  from  the  law  and  the 
practice,  is  that  the  "  chance"  of  renewal 
has  an  appreciable  money  value,  due  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  law  has  been 
administered,  and  to  the  way  in  which 
it  has  been  understood  by  the  public. 
For  the  House  of  Commons  to  ignore  that 
chance  would  be  to  do  injustice.  What 
money  value  has  that  chance  got?  Here 
there  has  been  extraordinary  exaggera- 
tion during  this  Debate.  I  do  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  W.  Lawson)  the  justice  of 
flaying  that  I  do  not  think  his  speech 
gives  so  much  reason  for  complaint  in 
this  respect.  For  the  greater  part  of  the 
speech  the  hon.  Baronet  was  floating  far 
above  the  merely  practical  consideration 
of  the  Bill;  but  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  has  actually  contended  that  the 


Bill  gives  the  publican  a  freehold  in  what 
ought  to  be  regarded  as  an  annual 
licence.  No  criticism  was  ever  more 
groundless.  The  Bill  actually  fixes 
nothing  as  to  the  value  which  is  to  be 
given.  County  Councils  are  regarded 
with  favour  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
Do  they  think  that  body  is  so  foolish  that 
they  will  not  be  able  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  ordinary  means  in  the 
market  to  beat  down  the  value 
of  a  licence  they  want  to  buy  ? 
Their  agents  will  quote  "  Sharp  v.  Wake- 
field" to  the  publican,  and  will  say, 
"  Mind,  you  hold  this  licence  by  a  pre- 
carious tenure.  You  will  not  get  your 
licence  renewed  if  you  do  not  take  care." 
They  will  also  quote  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Cockermouth  to  him, 
and  say,  "  Why,  here  are  Local  Option 
and  local  veto  looming  in  the  distance. 
You  had  better  agree  with  your  enemy 
while  he  is  in  the  way  with  you.  You  had 
better  take  what  is  offered."  As  in  any 
case  of  voluntary  purchase,  these  argu- 
ments will  be  made  use  of  by  the  pur- 
chaser in  order  to  beat  down  the  value 
of  the  licence  he  wishes  to  acquire.  If 
the  publican  refuses  to  sell  to  the  County 
Council  it  will  be  because  he  thinks  that 
he  will  get  more  in  the  market.  But,  if 
he  refuses  a  fair  and  proper  offer,  then 
the  hands  of  the  Licensing  Authority  will 
be  very  much  more  free,  and  a  refusal 
to  renew  his  licence  will  come  with  very 
much  less  harshness  than  it  otherwise 
would  come,  because  it  will  be  said  he 
had  the  opportunity  of  sale,  and  an 
offer  he  might  have  accepted,  and 
he  did  not  choose  to  avail  himself  of 
it.  The  hon.  Baronet  has  repeated  the 
argument,  urged  with  much  more  force 
and  precision  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen,  that  there  is  no  precedent  for 
the  State  giving  compensation  in  such  a 
case  as  this,  where  the  State  has  given  to 
the  licensee  an  unearned  increment ;  that 
the  State  might  take  away  that  which  it 
has  given  without  recouping  the  licensee 
at  alb;  and,  therefore,  that  to  compensate 
for  doing  so  would  be  to  make  an  un- 
justifiable use  of  public  money.  It 
appears  to  me  that  both  the  major  and 
the  minor  premiss  of  his  argument  are 
false.  In  the  first  place,  the  State  has, 
on  many  occasions,  awarded  solatium  to 
those  who  have  been  deprived  of  that 
which  was  a  free  gift  of  the  State. 
Officers,    for  instance,  who  held  at  the 
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'pleasure  of  the  Crown,  -when  deprived 
of  -their  offices  have    been  repeatedly 

'  compensated,  and  there  has  been  no 
objection  raised  by  financial  reformers. 
Again,  it  is  not  true  that  the  added  value 
is  a  gift  by  the  State  to  the  trade  ;   it  is 

.  the  result  of  good  management,  of  good 
liquor,  and  the  chance  of  a  favourable 

,  neighbourhood ;  without  these  circum- 
stances the  licence  of  a  public  house  would 
be  of  very  little  good.  But  it  must, be 
remembered  also  that  in  most  cases  the 
person  in  possession  of  a  public  house  is 
a  purchaser  who  has    paid  hard  cash, 

-  and  who  had  earned  the  increment  with 
his  own  cash.  These  arguments  against 
the  Bill,  therefore,  fail.  In  truth,  it 
seems  to  me  all  these  arguments  fail  as 
directed  against  this  particular  Bill,  be- 
cause they  are  the  arguments  of  the 
extreme  temperance  advocates  'who  take 
the  most  active  part  in  this  Debate. 
What  the  extreme  party  intend  is  that 
when  that  future  comes  to  which  the 
hon.  Baronet's  hopes  are  pointing,  a 
scheme  ef  such  a  drastic  character  shall 
be  brought  forward  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  does  not  like  any  measure  to  be. 
passed  by  the  House  which  bears  even 
the  appearance  of  a  fair  and  equitable 
treatment  of  the  publican.  These 
arguments  are  fig  leaves  intended  to 
cover  the  nakedness  of  the  spoliation 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  intends.  The 
opposition  of  the  hon.  Baronet  does  not 
rest  upon  any  arguments  going  to  the 
merits  of  the  Bill ;  there  was  much  tnat 
was  amusing  in  his  speech,  but  he  has 
not  addressed  himself  to  the  merits  of 
the  Bill 

•Sir  W.  LAWSON:  I  spoke  to  the 
Amendment  before  the  House. 

•Mb.  MATTHEWS :  The  hon.  Baronet 
knows  that  the  Amendment,  if  carried, 
must  have  the  consequence  of  defeating 
the  Bill.  This  Bill  aims  at  diminishing, 
and  will  succeed  in  diminishing,  the 
number  of  public  houses,  not  only  by  the 
action  of  a  popular  Representative  Body, 
but  also  in  a  more  direct  and  forcible 
way  still,  namely,  in  giving  public 
notice  to  all  who  are  interested  in  the 
liquor  trade  that  the  state  of  confirmed 
expectation,  if  I  may  use  that  phrase, 
which  law  and  practice  have  caused  to 
grow  up  in  the  minds  of  those  who  are 
interested-  in  that  traffic,  is  now  going 

.  to  be  put  an  end  to.       There  is  now  a 
distinct  warning  that  they   are  not  to 
Mr.  Matthews 


look  to  the  renewal  of  their  licences  in 
the  'belief  that  a  licence  once,  granted 
will  be  granted  as  long  as  there  is  good 
conduct.  Will  any  man  go  to  the 
expense  of  building  and  equipping  a 
public  house  with  the  chance  of  only 
carrying  on  the  trade  for  a  year!  I 
repeat  that  this  Bill  gives  explicit  notice 
to  the  whole  trade  that  hereafter  their 
licences  are  to  be  for  a  year  and  for  no 
more,  and  will  thus  prevent  any  man  in 
his  senses  from  starting  a  public  house. 
It  is  a  most  efficient  check.  Indeed,  I 
would  suggest  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that  there,  may  be  a  difficulty  here  from 
the  tenure  of  a  licence  being  so  limited. 
But,  to  my  mind,  it  is  undoubtedly  a  pro- 
vision that  will  prevent  anything  like  an 
addition  to  the  present  number  of  public 
houses.  The  suppression  of  licences 
which  will  be  caused  by  allowing  a 
Public  Authority,  by  judicious  use  of  the 
means  entrusted  to  them  for  the  purpose, 
to  buy  them  up  on  terms  which  they 
think  reasonable  has  been  underrated  in 
my  opinion.  If  we  cannot  carry  with 
us  the  assent  of  men  who  are  so  warm 
and  enthusiastic  on  this  -  question  as  the 
hon.  Baronet,  I  believe  that  all  moderate 
men  will  agree  that  this  plan. is  one 
which  certainly  makes  an  advance, 
and  which  is  neither  violent  nor  un- 
just. 

(6.25.)  MR.W.B.GIiADSTpNE(Bdin. 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  in  the  course  of  his 
speech  paid  considerable  attention  to  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  who  resumed 
the  Debate  to-night.  The  speech  con- 
tained a  fervent  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen,  who  was  expected  to  follow 
him,  an  appeal  founded  upon  an  interest- 
ing and  striking  letter  read  to  the  House 
by  my  hon.  Friend,  the  letter  of  a  man 
who  showed  in  what  way  the  renewal  of 
his  licence  had  been  refused — an  off- 
licence,  no  doubt,  but  one  subject  to  pre- 
cisely the  same  conditions  of  law  as  an 
on-licence.  No  compensation  had  been 
given,  and  no  compensation  had  been 
expected,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  asked  how  he  could  justify  the  with- 
holding of  compensation  in  such  a  c&ge 
and  the  proposal  in  the  Bill  now  ,  before 
the  House.  I  observe  that  the.  right 
hon.  Gentleman  entirely  passed  by  that 
question.  -  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  quoted  from  a  paper  relating  to  the 
levy  of    increased  duty  by  the  Inland 
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.Bervenne  Department,  which  he  said  is 
hqw  in  the  hands  of  the  House.    That 
paper  is  not  in  the  hands  of  the  House  ; 
I  mention  this  because  it  is  impossible 
for  me  to  take  notice  of  a  Paper  which  I 
have  not  seen  and  with  regard  to  which 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made  a  mistake.    The  question  before  us, 
Sir,   is  attended,  with  some  consolatory 
considerations.      In  the  first  place,  there 
is  .no  necessity  for  treating  it  as  a  Party 
question,  and  I,  for  my  own  part,  have 
as  little  doubt  of  the  sincerity  of  the 
intention     of    the    Chancellor    of    the 
Exchequer  to  produce  a  diminution  of 
the  evils  connected  with  the  liquor  trade, 
,  as  I  have   on  the  other  side  of  the  utter 
futility  of  the  means  he  proposes,  and 
not  only  of  their  futility,   but  of  the 
extremely  dangerous  character  of  those 
means,  and  the  certainty  that  they  will 
produce  a  directly  opposite  effect  to  that 
at  which  they  aim.     Another  considera- 
tion  which  undoubtedly  is  to  me  one  of 
the  most  satisfactory  is  that  this  question 
is. ,  gradually  assuming  larger  and  still 
larger  dimensions  in  the   public  view, 
and  that  the  tide  of  opinion  with  relation 
to  the  drink  traffic   is  undoubtedly   a 
rising     tide.      Even     this    Bill    is    an 
acknowledgement    of    that    fact;    and, 
indeed,  but  for  that  fact  you  would  not 
have  heard  of  this  Bill.      But  I  think 
that  that  fact  ought  to  instil  into  the 
minds  of  the  Government,  .and  the  minds 
of  the  vast  proprietary  interests  which 
the  Government  in  the  main  represent 
on  this  occasion,  prudential  considerations 
with  reference  to  the  policy  of  dealing 
with   that  public  opinion  in  its  present 
condition  rather  than  waiting  for  a  time 
when  it  will  have  become  more  powerful 
and  more  formidable,  and  possibly  more 
exacting.     In  the   very   able  speech  of 
my  hon.  Friend  who  moved  this  Amend- 
ment there  were' indications  that  he  did 
not    urge     the    House    to    adopt    the 
extremest  course  with  regard    to    the 
settlement  of  thiB  question.     I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  it  would  be  wise  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  were  they  to 
take  more  cognisance  of  the  actual  state 
of  opinion,  and  the  probability  that  from 
their    point     of    view   the    difficulties 
which   they  have  before  them. will  be 
greatly    augmented    with    every    year 
they  suffer  to  elapse  before  they  arrive 
at    some    settlement    of    the   question. 
The     right    hon.    Gentleman  says  the 


Motion  is  hostile  td  the  Bill.  '  No  doubt 
it  is  hostile  to  that  which  is  tegarded  by 
the  Government  as  a  vital  provision^  of 
the  Bill.    The  President  of  the    Local 
Government  Board  has  said,  and  I  under* 
stood  the  Home  Secretary  to  echo  the 
statement,  that  the  Government' Will  not 
persevere  with  the  measure  should  this 
Motion  be  carried  ;  but  those  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  know  perfectly    well    tha~t> 
although  this  Motion  is  directed  against 
the  main  provision  of  the  Bill,  it  is  not 
intended  to  offer  the  smallest  objection 
or  opposition  to  any  proposal  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  deal  with  theques* 
tion  of  subvention  to   County  •Councils 
for  any  of  the  purposes  in&cated  in  the 
Bill,  except  the  one    described  in  the 
Motion  itself.     Therefore,  although  the 
Motion  is  directed  in  its  terms  against 
the  Bill,  it  does  not  bind  those  who  sup- 
port it  to  a  condemnation  of  the  entire 
plan  of  the  Government,  but  it  does  abso- 
lutely bind  them  to  exclude  from  it  the 
plan  for  the  purchase  of  public  houses. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  did  me 
the  honour  to  quote,  from  speeches  made 
by    me    about  10  years  ago,  passages 
favouring  within  limits  of  terms,  and 
favouring,  in  some  degree,  the  principle 
of  compensation  in  its  application  to  the 
liquor  trade.     I  should  have  been  much 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he 
had  mentioned  two  circumstances  which, 
in  my  opinion,  are  one  of  them  material 
and  the  other  vital  to  the  case  now  before 
the  House.     The  one  that  is  material  is, 
that  the  law  has  been  cleared  and  settled 
since  that  date  in  a  manner  which,  in  my 
judgment  and  in  the  judgment-  of  most 
men,  saving  the  distinguished  exception 
of  the  Solicitor  General,  is  highly  un- 
favourable, not  only  to  the '  doctrine  of 
vested  interests,  which  the  Home  Secre- 
tary shrinks  from  maintaining  in  those 
terms,  but  likewise'  to  the   doctrine  of 
permanent  interest  on  the   part  of'  the 
publican  in  an  annual  licence.     What  is 
much  more  important  is  that  those  ex- 
pressions of  mine  were  used,  not  with 
respect  to  a  plan  of  the  character  of  that 
now  before  the  House,  but  with  respect 
to  a  general  and  sweeping  measure  for 
the  extinction  of  all  public  houses  What- 
ever.    The  right  hon.   Gentleman  eom- 
plains  of  the  use  of  the  term  "  compensa- 
tion n  in  regard  to  the  money  that  would 
be  paid  under  this  Bill.     I  -  have  some 
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degree  of  sympathy  with,  him;  but  I 
am  not  sure  that  if  we  withdraw  the  word 
compensation  there  is  any  word  wo 
j  could  substitute  for  it  that  would  be  more 
.  acceptable  to  him.  I  rather  incline  to 
think  that  in  the  light  of  dry  criticism 
there  may  be  something  in  the  plea  he 
made  that  compensation  is  usually  spoken 
.of  in  compulsory  as  distinct  from 
voluntary  arrangements.  That  may  be 
bo;  at  the  same  time,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  that  the  public  mind 
has  embraced  the  term  compensation  as 
meaning,  in  connection  with  the  liquor 
traffic,  money  paid  for  the  extinction  of 
licences;  and  it  looks  no  further  and 
does  not  go  more  nicely  into  the  matter. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was 
not  an  adequate  description  of  the  Bill  to 
apeak  of  it  as  one  for  granting  com- 
pensation to  publicans.  It  is  really,  in 
my  opinion,  a  Bill  for  buying  out  an  ex- 
tremely small  number  of  publicans  upon 
those  terms  which  the  publicans  them- 
selves may  fix.  He  says  the  buyer  of 
those  licences  —  that  is,  the  County 
Council — will  chaffer  and  huckster  with 
the  publican,  and  will  use  all  possible 
means  for  lowering  the  price.  But  what 
are  those  means  P  It  is  very  easy  to 
talk  of  chaffering  and  huckstering  in  the 
market  where  there  are  two  people,  one 
of  whom  wishes  to  buy  and  the  other  to 
.sell ;  but  here  there  is  only  one  who 
wishes  to  enter  into  a  transaction. 
The  publican  does  not  wish  to  sell ;  the 
.law  has  invested  him  with  a  perfect 
right  to  refuse  to  sell ;  the  right  to  refuse 
to  sell  is  absolute  under  this  Bill,  and  he 
will  refuse  to  sell  until  it  is  made  worth 
his  while.  I  am  not  using  language  of 
the  slightest  exaggeration  when  I  say 
that,  in  my  judgment,  this  Bill  may  be 
fairly  described  as  a  Bill  for  the  endow- 
ment of  public  houses,  or  as  a  Bill  to 
buy  out  a  certain  very  limited  number 
of  publicans  upon  the  terms  which  are 
agreeable  to  themselves  and  which  come 
up  to  the  measure  which  they  take  of 
interests  that  are  involved.  In  answer 
to  this  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sug- 
gested that  if  the  publican  refuses  the 
offer  of  the  County  Council,  that  may  be 
made  a  ground  for  the  non-renewal  of 
his  licence.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
.xnan  undertake  to  put  into  the  Bill  an 
.Amendment  to  that  effect  ?  I  think  I 
may  say  he  will  not,  and  I  hold  that  that 
.fact  demonstrates  the  shadowy  and  un- 
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substantial  character  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  position.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  has  said  that  we  ought 
not  to  object  to  the  payment  of  this 
money,  this  endowment,  as  I  will  call  it, 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  prefers  it  to 
the  term  compensation,  although  if  he 
does  not  object  I  will  hark  back  to  the 
term  which  is  so  rooted  in  the  public 
mind — the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  we 
ought  not  'to  object  to  the  payment  of 
this  money,  which  I  call  compensation, 
subject  to  the  apology  I  have  made, 
because  it  comes  out  of  the  drink  traffic. 
I  entirely  object  to  that  plea.  I  say  this 
— that  so  long  as  I  have  known  anything 
of  the  finance  of  this  country,  which  has 
been  nearly  half  a  century,  it  has  been  a 
recognised  and  admitted  principle  that 
from  alcoholic  liquors,  and  especially 
from  spirits,  we  ought  to  levy,  not,  as  in 
other  cases,  the  amount  of  duty  most 
compatible  with  extended  consumption, 
but  the  extremest  amount  of  duty  which 
will  most  limit  the  consumption ;  and 
therefore  all  that  duty  which  can  he 
levied  up  to  the  highest  point  is  pre- 
engaged  to  the  Public  Service;  and  I 
would  just  as  soon  you  undertook  to  pay 
this  money  straight  out  of  the  Exchequer, 
out  of  the  Public  Revenue,  as  that  under 
a  plea  of  this  kind  the  revenue  from 
the  drink  traffic  should  be  used 
specially  for  the  extinction  of  licences. 
Passing  that  by,  I  wish  to  point  out  that 
the  two  parties  whom  you  bring  into  the 
market  to  deal  together  will  not  stand 
upon  equal  terms.  The  publican  is  con- 
tented with  his  position.  What  sort  of 
houses  will  be  chosen  as  the  first  subjects 
of  the  operations  of  this  Bill  ?  It  will 
be  the  worst  public  houses,  because  they 
are  the  greatest  nuisance  to  the  neigh- 
bourhood ;  and  likewise,  in  a  large  num- 
ber of  cases,  they  do  the  largest  and  most 
profitable  business.  So  the  Local  Autho- 
rities will  be  urged  by  public  opinion  to 
get  rid  of  these  houses,  and  they  will 
stand  unarmed  before  the  publican 
whose  property  they  seek  to  acquire  and 
whose  chance  of  the  renewal  of  his 
licence  it  is  now  for  the  first  time  pro- 
posed to  convert  into  a  solid,  substantive 
property — a  property  in  regard  to  which 
there  are  two  alternatives  presented, 
either  to  take  it  upon  the  estimate  of 
the  man  who  possesses  it,  or  else  to  let 
it  alone  and  allow  the  existing  state  of 
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tHings  to  continue.  It  appears  to  me  that 
nothing  can  be  more  deplorable  than  the 
position  of  the  County  Council  in  such  a 
case.  They  are  perfectly  helpless,  un- 
armed, and  hare  no  means  of  beating 
down  the  extreme*  terms  which  will  be 
proposed  by  the  publican,  as  they  natur- 
ally would  be  by  any  man  who  does  not 
wish  to  sell  to  somebody  else  who  wishes 
to  buy.  The  publican  may,  therefore,  get 
any  price  he  may  choose  to  insist  upon, 
and  he  cannot  possibly  be  moved  by  the 
'apprehension  that  unless  he  sells  he  will 
be  endangering  the  renewal  of  his  licence. 
I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  single  Magis- 
trate who  would  entertain  the 
notion  that  such  a  refusal  to  sell  at  a 
price  which  the  publican  might  conscien- 
tiously believe  to  be  just  should  be  used 
as  a  reason  for  withholding  the  renewal 
of  the  licence.  What,  then,  will  this 
Bill  do  ?  It  will  bring  about  an  almost 
infinitesimal  reduction  in  the  number  of 
public  houses.  I  call  it  infinitesimal  in 
the  light  of  the  figures  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow,  which  have  not  been 
impeached,  and  which  indicate  that  only 
a  few  scores  .of  public  houses  can  be 
dealt  with  in  the  course  of  a  year  if  this 
Bill  passes  as  it  stands.  If  that  be  so, 
it  would  hardly  do  anything  to  operate 
upon  the  vast  total  of  70,000  licences, 
which,  at  the  rate  of  100  a  year,  it  would 
take  700  years  to  get  rid  of.  But  the 
diminution  in  number,  trifling  as  it  is, 
will  not  entail  a  corresponding  diminution 
in  the  drink  traffic.  The  business  of 
the  remaining  houses  will  be  increased, 
and  it  will  be  enlarged  to  the  full  extent 
of  the  apparent  numerical  diminution  of 
the  houses.  But  there  is  a  more  impor- 
tant consideration.  In  my  belief,  from 
the  moment  that  this  Bill  receives  the 
sanction  of  the  Legislature — and  I  am 
rather  sorry  that  my  hon.  Friend  who 
opened  the  Debate  this  evening  was 
willing  to  concede  so  freely  and  fully 
that  it  would  receive  the  sanction  of  the 
Legislature,  for  I  still  cherish  some  doubts 
and  hopes  upon  that  subject 

Sir  W.  LAWSON :  I  only  spoke  of 
the  Second  Beading  to-night. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  am 
grateful  to  my  hon.  Friend  for  having 
made  his  meaning  clearer  to  my  own 
stagnant  intellect.  I  may  ba  wrong, 
but  it  is  my  fixed,  conscientious,  and 
deliberate  belief  that  from  the  moment 
when  this  Bill  receives  the  sanction  of 
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the  Legislature  it  will  add,  and  add 
largely,  to  the  value  of  every  publio 
house  in  the  'country.  Unquestionably 
I  conceive,  if  that  be  true,  it  is  an 
evil  a  hundredfold  greater  than  any 
which  the  most  sanguine  advocate  of  the 
Bill  could  possibly  anticipate  from  its 
rejection.  What  will  be  the  state  of 
things  under  this  Bill,  which,  for  the 
sake  of  argument,  I  will  Suppose  to  have 
become  law  ?  Here  will  be  the  County 
Council  in  the  field  with  a  certain 
limited  amount  in  its  purse,  which  it 
is  legitimately  and  properly  desirous  of 
laying  out  in  reducing  the  number  of 
pubb'c  houses,  and  here  are  the  Magis- 
trates also  in  the  field ;  and  with  respect 
to  them  I  presume  it  to  be  beyond  doubt 
that  they  have  the  power  to  reduce  the 
number  of  public  houses  by  the  non- 
renewal of  licences  on  the  conviction 
in  their  own  mind,  it  may  be,  that  their 
number  is  in  excess  of  the  require- 
ments. But  if  they  choose  they  need 
not  assign  any  reasons ;  and  there  is  no 
authority  existing  which  can  compel  the 
Magistrates  or  the  Licensing  Committees 
to  declare  why  it  is  that  they 
refuse  a  renewal.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says — "Oh,  we  have  been  most 
careful  to  keep  alive  in  their  full  in- 
tegrity the  present  powers  of  the 
Magistrates  to  withhold  renewal."  That 
may  be  all  very  well,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  it  is  perfectly  true  as  far 
as  the  letter  of  the  law  is  concerned. 
But  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  tell  me  that  the  position  will  not 
be  vitally  changed  in  any  particular 
town  or  licensing  district  ?  I  take  two 
public  houses  in  exactly  the  same  cir- 
cumstances and  of  exactly  the  same 
value  in  the  same  district.  The  County 
Council  has  bought  up  one  for  a  large 
sum  of  money.  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  me  that  under  this  Bill 
the  position  of  the  Magistrates  with 
regard  to  the  non-renewal  of  the  licence 
of  the  other  will  be  the  same  ?  My 
contention  is  that  it  will  be  fundamen- 
tally changed.  You  have  a  vital  change 
before  you  from  the  concurrent  or  tho 
conflicting  action  of  these  two  authori- 
ties. Take  either  alternative  you  like. 
Take  the  supposition  that  tho  Coanty 
Council  will  buy,  and  that  the  Magis- 
trates, paying  no  regard  to  what  the 
Council  has  done,  exercise  their  power 
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exactly  as  before.     What  will  be  the    law,  and  in  the  basis  of  the  law,  which 
state  of  things  then?     Would  that  be 


endured  ?  The  public  conscience  of  the 
country  and  the  public  peace  of 
the  country  would  not  allow  of  it. 
With  such  a  direct  bearing  upon  personal 
and  private  interests,  which  are  always 
so  highly  appreciated  in  this  country, 
such  anomalies  could  not  exist  for  a 
moment.  Tal^  the  other  alternative, 
which  is  the  probable  alternative. 
Wherever  the  County  Council  buys,  the 
action  of  the  Magistrates  and  the  moral 
power  of  the  Magistrates  will  be 
paralysed.  These  things  are  true,  what- 
ever you  may  say  about  the  difficulties  of 
the  case ;  and  I  agree  with  you  about 
them.  I  agree  that  there  are  most 
grave  and  serious  difficulties.  But  if 
these  things  are  true  it  is  beyond  all 
dispute  that  any  benefits  which  you  may 
hope  will  casually  arise  from  the  con- 
currence of  favourable  circumstances  in 
gome  given  instance  by  the  operation  of 
this  Bill  are  as  nothing  in  comparison 
with  the  consequences  that  must  follow 
upon  its  operation,  and  the  effect  that  it 
will  have  of  paralysing  the  jurisdiction 
in  the  withdrawal  and  non-renewal 
of  licences — a  jurisdiction  which  is  now 
living  and  vigorous.  Undoubtedly  I 
sympathise  with  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Barrow,  who,  in  his  able 
speech,  declared  his  conviction  that  the 
passing  of  such  a  measure  as  this  would 
be  to  interpose  a  new  barrier,  formidable 
beyond  all  description,  to  the  progress  of 
temperance  legislation.  Now,  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Barrow  used  an 
expression  which  has  struck  me.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  he  intends  to  reserve  to 
himself  a  free  discretion  to  refuse  all 
compensation  of  every  kind  and  sort,  all 
allowances  and  arrangements,  under  any 
circumstances.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
my  hon.  Friend  is  a  prudent  Member  of 
Parliament  and  tactician,  and,  I  have  no 
doubt  with  perfect  sincerity  of  purpose, 
he  pointed  out  that  the  question  of 
universal  compensation  is  not  the  ques- 
tion now  before  us.  It  is  a  compensation 
by  a  money  payment  that  is  proposed  in 
the  present  instance,  and  it  is  to  that 
compensation  that  I  shall  limit  myself. 
I  may  say  a  few  words  with  reference  to 
the  possibility  of  a  wider  measure ;  but 
to  me  it  is  beyond  all  doubt  and  question 
that  considerations  come  into  force,  when 
we  take  into  view  great  changes  of  the 
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have  no  existence  now  whatever.    At 
present,  as  I  understand  it,  the  case  of 
the  Government  is  that  the  number  of 
public  houses  is  enormous.     Yes,  Sir  ; 
but  something  else  ought  to  be  taken  into 
consideration.     Why  is  it  that  the  posi- 
tion of  the  public  houses  in  this  country 
of  ours  is  different  from  and  lower  than. 
it  is  in  any  couritry  in  Europe  P     That 
is  the  result  of  the  management  which 
we  have  followed,  and  the  number  does 
not    in   the    slightest    degree    tend    to 
mitigate   that  statement.     I  am  one  of 
those  who  see  the  utmost,    incurable, 
radical,    and    profound    mischief    from 
what  is  called  the  publican's  monopoly, 
and    not    through    any    fault    of    the 
publican,  or,  indeed,   of  any  one.     My 
firm    belief    is    that    as    long    as    the 
monopoly,      connected     with      private 
interests,  belongs  to  the  trade  you  will 
never  have    true    and    efficient    police 
supervision     exercised  over  the  public- 
houses,  and  without  that  they  must  con- 
tinue to  hold  the  disparaged  and  unsatis- 
factory position  which  they  do  hold  now, 
and  have  held  for  many  generations.     I 
lay  down  with  some  confidence  this  pro- 
position— it  appears  to  me  indisputable. 
The  publican  himself,   or  the  interests 
connected  with  him — and  there  is  a  very 
important  distinction  to  be  drawn — can 
have  no  claim  whatever  in  respect  to  any 
contingency  to  which  they  are  subject 
under  the   law  as  it  stands.     It  is  im- 
possible, if  there  be  a  contingency  which 
may  befall  the  publican  under  the  law  as 
it  stands,  by  the  regular  and  legitimate 
exercise  of  that  law,  that  in  respect  to  it 
he  can  have  a  claim  for  compensation. 
How    does    he    stand?    He    takes   his 
licence  subject  to  a  number  of  chances. 
In  the  first  place,  subject  to  the  limita- 
tions of  Sunday  closing  and  short  hours. 
In  the  second  place,  he  takes  it  subject  to 
competition  of  a  most  formidable  kind. 
He  may  have  the  competition  of  what 
may  be  called  free  licences,  the  system 
which  was  established  in  Liverpool  some 
25  or  30  years  ago,  when  the  Magistrates 
adopted,  and  for  several  years  went  upon, 
the  practice    of   issuing  licences  to  all 
persons  who  could  bring  certificates  of 
character   and     whose    premises    were 
properly  constructed.     He  is  debarred  on 
that  account  from  compensation.       Then 
he  is  exposed  to  another  form  of  competi- 
tion, which  I  conceive  to  be  more  for> 
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midable  still.      My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  at  a  very 
early  stage  of  his  distinguished  political 
career,  introduced  a  Bill  for  the  purpose 
of   establishing  openly  in  this   country 
what  is  called "  the  Gothenburg  system. 
The  essence   of  that  system  is  that  no 
spirits  shall  be  sold  as  private  property, 
but  that  they  shall   be  sold  by  public 
agents,  paid  for  their  labour  by  salaries 
out  of  public  money,  and  that  the  profits 
shall  be  devoted  to  public  purposes.      It 
is  possible  that  such  a  system  might  be 
adopted,  but  opinion  was  not  ripe  for  it 
at    that  time.     My   right  hon.   Friend 
thought  it  to  be  the  more  prudent  course 
not  to  ask  for  an  experiment  in  Birming- 
ham alone,  but  to  extend  it  to  the  whole 
of  the  kingdom  ;  and  the  House  declined 
to  entertain  the  proposition  by  a  large 
majority.       But  suppose  that  such  a  Bill 
should  be   passed.     Would  the  existing 
publicans  have  a  claim  to  compensation  ? 
Not    the  least.      Their    legal     position 
would  remain  as  before.    Of  course,  they 
have   no  claim   to   compensation  if  the 
licence  be  taken  away  for   misconduct ; 
and  I  was  surprised  at  the  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  says  that 
because  an  Act  of  Parliament  provides 
for  keeping    alive   a  licence  after  mis- 
conduct till   the  conclusion  of  the  year, 
therefore    the    publican   has   a    further 
interest  in  its   renewal  beyond  the  year. 
The  right  hon.   Gentleman  seemed    to 
think  that  there  was  on  this  side  of  the 
House  a  disposition  to  argue  that  there 
was  something  so  essentially  ingrained 
and  inherent  in  a  licence  to  sell  spirits 
that  under  no  circumstances  could  there 
be  a  permanent  interest  in  it.     The  right 
hon.   Gentleman    very    easily    knocked 
down  the  man  of  straw  whom  he  himself 
had  set  up  by  pointing  out  that  there 
were  licences  in  existence  under  certain 
conditions  of  law  to  which  a  permanence 
of  interest  undoubtedly  attaches.      The 
contention  here  is  that  nothing  that  can 
happen  to  the  publican  under  the  present 
law    can    by    any    possibility    form    a 
just    ground    for    endowing   him   with 
public  money  in  the  event  of  his  losing 
his    licence  from  the   working   of   the 
present    law.       Is     it    or     is     it     not 
the     fact     that   the    Magistrates    have 
free      power,      as      was      decided      in 
the  case  of  "  Sharp  v.  Wakefield  "  ?    The 
Solicitor    General,   who  represents   the 
extremest  of  extremes  in    this   matter, 


has,    I    am    afraid,    the    honour    and 
advantage   of  occupying  an  absolutely 
solitary  position.     I  do  not  understand 
that  the  Solicitor  General  goes  the  length 
of  saying  that  the  Magistrates  have  not 
the  power  of  judging  absolutely  whether 
they  shall  or  shall  not  renew  the  licence. 
If  that  be   so,   how  is  it  possible  that 
while  the  Magistrates  have  that  power 
you  can  consent  to  appropriate  large  sums 
of  public  money  for  the  purpose  of  stand- 
ing in  the  place  of  that  very  power  which 
is  given  by  the  law,  with  notice  to  the 
publican — because  the  publican  must  be 
conceived  to  have  had  full  notice   of 
whatever  the  present  law  contemplates 
and  avows — and  in  lieu  of  which  power 
you  are  going  to  create  a  new  power  for 
buying    out   the  publican   on   his  own 
terms,  with  the   certain  effect,  first,  of 
attaching  an  endowment  value  to  every 
public    house     in    the    country;    and, 
secondly,  with  the  almost  certain  effect 
of  paralyzing,   absolutely  and  entirely, 
the  active  powers  of  the   Magistrates?' 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  compen- 
sation, my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Barrow  appeared,  at  any  rate,  to  contem- 
plate a  state  of  opinion  in  this  House- 
under  which  it  was  possible  that  if  a 
general  measure  was  introduced  some 
arrangement    of  time  might   be  made 
which  would  soften  the  transition  in  the 
event  of  a  certain  and  sweeping  extinc- 
tion of  public  houses.     I  am  bound  to 
say  that  I  reserve  my  own  discretion 
upon  that  subject.     I  think  it  is  one 
thing  to  say  the  publican  has  not,  and 
cannot  by  any  possibility  have,  any  claim 
whatever  under  the  provisions  of  the  law 
as  it  now  exists  in  regard  to  the  non- 
renewal of  licences  that  does  not  at  once 
carry  with  it  the  consequence  that  if  you 
fundamentally  change  the  character  of  the 
law  you  bring  in  a  state  of  things  which 
the  publican  has  no  means  of  anticipating 
— if,  instead  of  referring  the  question  to 
a  tribunal  which  must  consider  the  whole 
case,  you  refer  it  to  the   whole   popula- 
tion,  which   would  simply  express   its 
will,  sic  volo,  sic  jubeo,  although  I  en- 
tirely agree  that  it  is  desirable  that  the 
public  should  be  invested  with  the  power, 
in  some  well-chosen  form,  of  exercising 
that  restraint  which  the  landlord  now 
exercises  where  he  thinks  fit.     I  do  not 
feel  called  upon  wholly  to  recede  from 
what  I  have  said  on  former  occasions  in 
regard  to  the  position  of  the  publican. 
2  0  2 
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But  this  I  must  say.  I  cannot  conceive 
any  state  of  things  in  which  the  State 
authority  would  have  the  smallest  duty 
or  the  smallest  warrant  for  looking  at 
anybody  in  these  transactions  except  the 
man  with  whom  it  deals — that  is  to  say, 
the  man  to  whom  the  licence  is  issued, 
and  on  whom  it  imposes  its  responsi- 
bility. Further  than  that  1  do  not  think 
it  necessary  to  go  at  the  present  moment. 
I  do  not  enter  into  the  question  whether 
arrangements  of  time  might  be  made 
which  would  attain  the  purpose,  appa- 
rently not  altogether  anathematised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow,  whom  I 
cannot  refer  to,  as  1  have  done  repeatedly, 
without  expressing  the  obligation  under 
which  1  feel  the  House  and  myself  are  to 
him  for  the  extremely  able  speech  in  which 
he  submitted  his  Motion  to  the  House.  I 
simply  repeat  thai  for  the  present  day 
and  at  the  present  moment  1  am  dealing 
with  the  compensation  which  is  before 
us.  Bight  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  have  said  that  they  do 
not  concede  that  by  voting  this  Bill  you 
would  be  committed  to  general  compen- 
sation under  a  larger  measure.  Well,  it 
is  always  right  to  give  to  men  the  credit 
-of  sincerity,  even  when  in  giving  them 
the  credit  of  sincerity  you  seem  to  be 
innder  the  painful  necessity  of  denying 
to  them  the  attributes  of  common  sense. 
But  unquestionably  to  me  it  appears,  on 
*tho  contrary,  to  assume  the  nature  of  an 
argument  a  priori.  lean  understand  a 
man  saying,  "  Oh,  if  you  bring  upon  a 
publican  a  set  of  new  conditions  which 
he  could  never  have  anticipated,  then 
you  are  bound  to  consider  some  modifica- 
tion of  the  effects  of  a  sharp  and  sudden 
rule  which  totally  alters  the  practice  of  a 
district."  That  I  can  conceive,  although 
I  refuse  this  compensation  ;  but  to  say 
that  you  will  lay  down  a  law  which 
,  shall  involve  in  itself  the  principle  that 
no  licence  can  be  touched  otherwise  than 
for  misconduct,  or  by  the  limited  power 
.  of  non-renewal  Which  the  Government 
:  seem  to  allow,  without  a  large  payment 

-of  public  money 

•Mb.  RITCHIE :   No,  no  ;  we  do  not 
•.say  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  What  I 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  to  say  is  that  to 
vote  for  the  present  Bill  does  not  at  all 
commit  the  person  so  voting  to  a  grant 
of  compensation  in  c^se  of  the  adoption 
*    Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone 


of  some  very  large  measure  of  compen- 
sation with  regard  to  public  houses. 

•Mb.  BITCHIE:  I  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  by 
this  Bill  we  propose  that  no  licence  shall 
be  touched  unless  bought  out  under  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill ;  whereas  we  have 
said  repeatedly  that  so  far  as  regards  any 
powers  the  Magistrates  possess  they  will 
still  have  those  powers. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  But  no 
licence  can  be  touched,  setting  aside  mis- 
conduct, and  the  power  of  non-renewal, 
which  the  Government  admit,  but  which, 
in  my  opinion,  they  are  about  to  paralyse. 
I  would  say  of  this  compensation  that  it 
is  totally  without  ground  or  principle. 
In  principle  it  is  most  dangerous,  totally 
unsupported  by  precedent ;  and,  as  allu- 
sion has  been  made  to  West  India  com- 
pensation, I  should  like  to  know  what 
Parliament  would  have  said  to  West  India 
compensation  if  £20,000,000  had  been 
placed  in  the  hands  of  a  public  authority 
to  go  round  among  the  West  India  pro- 
prietors and  emancipate  such  of  the 
slaves  as  they  could  satisfy  the  proprietors 
they  did  not  need.  That  is  the  plan  now 
proposed,  without  principle  to  support  it, 
without  precedent  to  recommend  it, 
founded,  I  have  no  doubt,  on  the  best 
intentions  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  so  framed  that  it  will  work  to 
defeat  those  intentions,  to  paralyse  every 
valuable  provision  that  is  embodied  in 
the  existing  law,  and  throw  back  the 
cause  for,  perhaps,  even  an  indefinite 
period,  the  progress  of  which  we  have 
observed  and  registered  from  day  to  day, 
and  in  the  great  future  triumph  of 
which  we  have  undoubting  confidence. 

•(7.10.)  Mb.  BARTLEY  (Islington, 
N.):  Sir,  I  shall  endeavour  to  deal 
with  this  matter  from  a  practical 
point  of  view,  and  the  point  from 
which  I  approach  the  subject  is 
simply  this.  Will,  or  will  not,  this 
measure  tend  to  reduce  the  amount 
of  intemperance  in  this  country?  A 
good  deal  has  been  said,  perhaps  unneces- 
sarily, in  reference  to  the  difference  be- 
tween compensation  and  buying  out  the 
publicans.  I  do  not  think  that  that  is  a 
matter  which  is  deserving  of  much  dis- 
cussion. Whether  we  are  going  to  com- 
pensate the  publicans  or  to  buy  up  their 
houses  seems  to  me  a  matter  of  little 
importance.  The  real  and  the  practical 
question  before  us  is  whether  this  measure 
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will  tend  to  reduce  the  number  of  super- 
iluous  public  houses ;  if  it  will  have  that 
effect,  I,  for  my  part,  shall  strongly  sup- 
port it.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  can  be 
shown  that  it  will  not  have  that  tendency, 
I  shall  have  no  desire  to  support  it.  For 
many  years  we  have  been  endeavouring 
to  legislate  for  the  reduction  of  the  num- 
ber of  public  houses.  We  have  been  told 
that  there  is  a  time  coming  when  those 
unnecessary  houses  will  be  done  away 
with,  and  many  of  us  have  been  hoping 
that  year  after  year  something  would  be 
done  to  bring  about  so  desirable  a  consum- 
mation. We  are  now  told  that  if  we 
will  only  wait  a  little  longer  we  may  have 
before  us  some  wonderfully  good  and 
comprehensive  measure  that  will  operate 
with  enormous  effect  throughout  this 
country.  I  must  say  that  I  am  some- 
what sceptical  as  to  these  promises  and 
prospects,  and  that  I  have  little  faith  in 
such  heroic  legislative  proposals.  I  think 
it  much  better  that  we  should  do  what 
has  to  be  done  in  a  gradual  and  system- 
atic manner.  For  my  part,  I  should 
much  prefer  to  see  the  public  houses  re- 
duced in  numbers  by  which  I  conceive 
to  be  the  most  desirable  system,  namely, 
by  the  action  of  the  people  themselves  in 
ceasing  to  use  public  houses  to  the 
extent  that  has  hitherto  prevailed.  Pro- 
bably when  the  force  of  education  and 
other  means  on  which  we  may  fairly 
calculate  have  been  sufficiently  brought 
to  bear  the  difficulties  attending  the  solu- 
tion of  this  problem  will  be  very  much 
reduced.  I  think,  however,  we  are  all 
agreed  that  this  process  is  not  at  the 
present  moment  sufficiently  rapid.  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth  (Sir  W.  Lawson)  has,  I  think, 
been  very  hard  upon  the  Magistrates,  and 
I  think  it  very  unreasonable  to  throw 
the  blame  on  that  body.  During  the  last 
20  or  30  years  the  whole  tone  of  public 
opinion  has  undergone  a  distinct  change 
in  regard  to  this  question.  In  former 
days  licences  were  granted  without  con- 
sideration, no  such  questions  as  are  now 
iaised  being  brought  before  the  public. 
People  talk  as  if  we  were  going  to  get 
rid  of  the  whole  of  the  public  houses. 
There  is  a  class  of  persons,  of  whom 
the  hon.  Baronet  is  one,  who  would  abso- 
lutely abolish  the  sale  of  alcohol.  But 
the  great  bulk  of  the  people  believe  that 
alcohol  is  a  reasonable  article  of  diet,  and, 
in  moderation,  may  be  fairly  used.     No 


doubt,  at  the  present  time,  there  is  too 
much  drinking.  When  we  see,  by  the  Re- 
turn issued  in  1888,  that  1 50,000  persons 
were  annually  convicted  of  intemperance, 
which  shows  there  is  a  deal  too  much 
drinking.  That  represents  one  of  every 
173  of  the  whole  population  who  have 
been  convicted  of  the  offence  of  drinking. 
If  one  out  of  every  173  of  the  population 
were  found  to  suffer  from  some  other 
disease,  because  intemperance  is  a  form 
of  disease,  we  certainly  would  have  legis- 
lation to  redress  the  evil.  When  we 
know,  according  to  the  last  Return,  that 
no  fewer  than  1,451  persons  died  from 
intemperance,  50  per  cent  more  than 
from  smallpox,  it  is  quite  clear  that 
there  is  a  great  evil  in  our  midst  Where 
does  this  excessive  drinking  take  place  1 
There  are  practical  and  important  con- 
siderations in  connection  with  this  sub- 
ject. Though,  as  a  people,  we  are  more 
temperate,  still  the  fact  remains  that 
there  is  excessive  drinking  amongst  a 
small  class  of  the  community.  1  think 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  rather 
exaggerated  the  amount  the  people  drink. 
I  suppose  we  may  say  that  half  the 
population  do  not  use  alcohol  in  any 
form,  being  too  young.  Taking  the  other 
half  of  the  population  as  using  alcohol,  I 
find  that  the  amount  consumed,  on  an 
average,  per  head  of  wine  is  0*72 
gallons;  spirits,  1*92  gallons;  and  beer, 
53*60  gallons.  It  would  be  well  if  all, 
or  a  great  part,  of  the  money  spent  in  this- 
direction  were  put  into  the  Savings 
Banks.  But  if  you  distribute  the  amount 
consumed  over  the  whole  adult  popula- 
tion nobody  can  say  that  it  is  an  intoxi* 
cating  amount  The  whole  consumption 
per  day  per  head  represents  two  tea* 
spoonfuls  of  wine,  a  little  over 
a  table-spoonful  of  spirits,  and 
one  pint  of  beer.  As  prosperity  increases, 
the  consumption  of  alcohol  may  increase, 
1n  spite  of  the  measures  taken  to  prevent 
it;  and,  on  the  above  consideration, 
it  would  not  necossarily  imply  an 
increase  of  intemperance.  I  regret 
that  not  only  the  working  people, 
but  many  others,  last  year  caused  the 
addition  of  £2,000,000  to  the  Revenue ; 
still,  in  its  very  worst  form,  that  only 
represents  a  third  of  a  teaspoonful 
extra  per  head  of  the  adult  population. 
I  hope  I  will  not  be  considered  disrespect- 
ful to  the  House  if  I  refer  to  what  we  do 
ourselves.     1  find  by  the  Report  of  the 
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Kitchen  Committee  that,  in  1889,  11,827 
dinners  and  8,930  luncheons  were  sup- 
plied—or  10,000  luncheons  and  dinners. 
So  that  it  would  have  meant  the  same 
thing  had  30  men  dined  and  lunched  in 
this  place  for  a  whole  year.  On  the  ordi- 
nary average,  we  should  only  have  con- 
sumed during  the  whole  Session  10  dozen 
bottles  of  wine,  less  than  30  dozen  spirits, 
and  44  barrels  of  beer.  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  give  what  we  do  consume.  The 
Report  contains  this  very  remarkable 
sentence — 

*  "  There  are  no  further  details  of  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Committee,  it  is  doairahle 
that  the  House  should  be  informed.' ' 

We  all  will  agree  that  hon.  Members  of 
this  House  are  models  of  moderation 
in  this  matter,  but  1  would  venture  to 
prophecy  that  the  consumption  by  Mem- 
bers here  is,  at  least,  three  times  as  great  as 
the  average  of  the  whole  community.  If 
every  member  of  the  community  con- 
sumed the  average  taken .  by  Members 
of  this  House  millions  would  be  added 
to  the  Revenue  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  I  resent  the  idea  that  the 
working  classes  are  becoming  mqre  in- 
temperate ;  I  am  certain  they  are  not. 
A  certain  section  do  exceed*  but  the  great 
bulk  of  the  people,  during  the  last  few 
years,  have  become  much  more  tem- 
perate. They  do  not  agree  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  in  giving  up  all  alcohol, 
and  they  enjoy  it  reasonably,  as  they 
have  a  right  to  do.  But  the  question  is, 
Where  is  this  excess  among  a  small 
section  of  the  community  to  be  stopped  ? 
AUrwill  agree  that  the  only  way  is  by  limit- 
ing the  number  of  public  houses  at  the 
comer  of  the  streets  in  London,  where 
-"toping"  goes  on  night  after  night,  and 
where  there  is  an  altogether  illegitimate 
use  of  alcohol.  That  is  really  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  present  Bill,  though  I  do 
not  believe  the  measure  will  lead  to  a 
•vapid  reduction  of  the  consumption  of 
alcohol.  It  is  impossible  to  suddenly 
alter  the  habits  of  the  people ;  you  must 
work  upon  the  new  generation  by  taking 
away  a  certain  number  of  these  tempta- 
tions from  the  different  parts  of  our 
streets.  Some  say  this  should  be  done 
in  a  drastic  manner,  without  compensa- 
tion. But  we  have  this  fact  staring  us 
in  the  face,  that  for  20  years  we  have 
been  trying  to  do  it  without  success,  and 
the  fact  remains  that  public  houses  are 
as  numerous  now  as  they  were-  20  years 
Mr.  BarUey 


ago.     [No.]     The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
says  "No    I  am  afraid  knows  very  little 
about  it     By  a  Return  published  three 
or  four  years  ago,  it  is  shown  that  in 
five  years  the  number  of  licences  of  all 
sorts  was  only  reduced  by  1,500 — a  com- 
paratively small  reduction  ;  and  the  num- 
ber   of    public    houses    in   these    is    a 
very  much  smaller  number.     The  hon. 
Member    for     Barrow     has     circulated 
a   letter   in    which    it    is    stated    that 
it  would  take  £250,000,000  to  do  away 
with  public   houses.     I  will   go  so  far 
as  to  say  that  it  might  be  desirable  to 
do    away    with    public  houses  to  the 
amount  of  £100,000,000.    Supposing  we 
borrowed  the  money  at  3  per  cent,  and 
1     per    cent    Sinking  Fund;  and  sup- 
posing we  reduced  unnecessary  drinking 
by  10  per  cent.,   what  does  that  mean  ? 
It      means      a     reduction     of     about 
£14,000,000   a  year,  even  according  to 
the  hon.  Member's  exaggerated  estimate. 
Instead  of  £3,000   per  house,   I  think 
£1,500     would    be  much  nearer    the 
mark;  but  with  the  amount  given  by 
the  hon.  Member  we  would  be  able  to 
get  rid  of  houses  at  the  rate   of  150 
a  year.     Taking  20  families  per  house, 
we  would  reduce  intemperance  In  the 
first    year    among    3,000    families;    in 
the  second  year  among  6,000,  and  in  the 
third  year  among  9,000 ;  and  in  10  yeais 
we  would  benefit  150,000  families.  Isitnot 
a  fact  that  that  would  be  a  greater  result 
than  we  have  achieved  in  the  whole  20 
years  since  the  throwing  out  of  Mr.  Brace's 
Bill.     It  is  said  we  should  only  get  about 
£60,000  or  £70,000  a  year  in  London  of 
this  money.      According  to    the    hon. 
Member    for    Barrow's    own    estimate, 
which   I    think    very     excessive,    this 
would  enable  us  to  close  12  or  15  of  the 
worst  public  houses  in   London   every 
year.     The  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  says 
that  this  can   be  done   without  paying* 
anything.     We  have  heard  that  for  20 
years,  but  the  nation  has  not  yet  come 
to  the  point  of  determining  upon  com* 
pelting  a  man  to  give  up  his  legitimate 
business,  without  compensation,  simply 
because  a  new  idea  has  grown  up  as  to 
the    conduct    of    the    trade.      A  great 
deal      has      been      said      about      the 
legal   position   of  the   publican.     I  am 
not  a .  lawyer,  and  I  do  not  care  very 
much  to  inquire  into  the  legal  phase  of 
the  question.      I  say  that  a  practical 
common  sense  opinion  is  of  very  much 
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more  importance  than  a  legal  opinion. 
Whether  you  have  a  legal  power  or  not, 
you  do  not  and  cannot  exercise  it,  and 
jrear  after  year  goes  by,  in  consequence, 
without  any  reduction  being  made  in 
the    evil    against    which    this    Bill    is 
directed:     I  think  I  may  fairly  say  that 
the  country  is  not  prepared  to  promote 
the  virtue  of  temperance  at  the  cdst  of 
the  publican  alone.     I  remember  once 
hearing  of  a  lady  who  was  very  strong 
on  the  subject  of  vaccination,  and  who, 
on  refusing  to  have  her  child  vaccinated, 
was  asked  whether  she  was  prepared  to 
go  to  prison.     She  replied,  she  was  not, 
but  she  would  all6w  her  husband  to  go 
to  prison.    This  is  exactly  the  attitude 
Gentlemen  opposite  assume  in  regard  to 
the  publican.    They  are  very  virtuous, 
and  they  wish  to  do  away  with  intemper- 
ance, but  they  are  not  prepared  to  pay 
for  it.     They  wish  that  the  unfortunate 
publican,  who  has  been  allowed  to  carry 
on  this    business    for  so    many  years, 
should  alone  suffer.     Take  the  case  of  a 
trade  which  is  very  similar  to  that  of 
the  publican.       It  is  a  trade  which  I 
myself  believe  it  is  not  at  all  desirable 
that  poor  people  should  associate  with ; 
I  refer  to    the    trade    of   pawnbroker. 
I  have  been  trying  for  many  years,  by 
writings  and  otherwise,  to  induce  poor 
people  to  be  their  own  pawnbrokers  by 
putting  by  money  in  the  Savings  Banks 
And    Penny    Banks-.      Well,    supposing 
Parliament  could  be  induced  to  put  an 
end  to  the  pawnbroking  system  entirely, 
or,   as  in  Paris,   to  do  it  by  the  State, 
is  it  conceivable  that  we  should  allow  the 
pawnbrokers  to  be  ruined  because  their 
establishments   were  closed  by  Act  of 
Parliament  ?    Certainly  not,  and  yet,  in 
my  opinion,  the  habit  of  using  the  pawn- 
broker is  as  great  an  evil  of  the  poor 
man  as  anything  can  possibly  be.     An 
attempt  is  made  in  tho  present  Bill  to 
reduce  the  number  of  public  houses.  It  is 
certainly  a  bold  measure.       I  candidly 
say  I  should  like  to  see  a  clause  inserted 
giving  the  publicans  a  10  or  15  years' 
holding  on  good  conduct,  on  condition 
that  after  that  period  there  shall  be  a 
clean  board  so  that  we  can  do  what  we 
like.     But  I  do  urge  hon.  Members  who 
have  the  cause  of  temperance  at  heart 
to  remember  that  this  is  a  question  which 
has  been  before  us  for  a  very  long  time. 
We  know  that  in  all  parts  of  our  great 
cities  public  houses  are  not  only  in  excess 


of  the  wants  of  the  people,  but  lead  to 
enormous  temptations.  I  do  hope  that 
we  shall  carry  this  measure  in  the 
present  Session.  It  furnishes  an  op- 
portunity of  doing  something  practical, 
even  if  it  does  not  meet  with  the  entire 
approval  of  the  advocates  of  temper- 
ance 

(7.37.)  Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  Putting  aside  all  Party  politics, 
I  do  hope  the  present  Ministry  will  soon 
end  their  pernicious  career  by  consulting ' 
the  country,  because  if  they  remain  in 
power  much  longer  we  unfortunate 
taxpayers  will  have  nothing  left  to  us. 
Right  hon.  Gentlemen  seem  to  have 
adopted  the  idea  that  they  must  in- 
demnify every  species  of  interest  that  in 
any  way  aided  them  at  the  last  General 
Election.  I  respect  them  for  their 
gratitude,  but  I  suggest  that  they  ought 
to  get  the  money  they  want  for  this 
purpose  out  of  the  Primrose  League 
funds  and  the  Carlton  Club  funds 
instead  of  out  of  ou*  pockets.  In  the 
Land  Bill  it  is  proposed  that  we  should 
buy  out  the  Irish  landlords;  in  this 
Bill  a  licence  for  one  year  is  to  be  con- 
Verted  into  a  freehold  which  is  to  be 
purchased  out  of  public  funds.  A 
similar  proposal  was  made  in  1888,  but 
it  then  absolutely  failed.  The  Govern- 
ment find  that  they  owe  such  a  deep  debt 
of  gratitude  to  the  publicans  that  they 
must  make  the  attempt  again,  and  they 
calmly — if  it  were  not  for  the  great 
respect  I  entertain  for  the  Members  of 
the  Government,  I  Would  say,  impudently 
— adopt  the  principle  which  they  at- 
tempted to  force  upon  us  in  1888,  arid 
introduce  it  into  their  Budget  scheme  as 
if  it  were  some  small  matter  of  detail. 
A  great  deal  has  been  said  in  respect  to 
the  love  of  temperance  on  the  part  of 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
'House.  We  are  BBked  to  believe  that 
they  brought  in  this  Bill  in  the  interests 
of  temperance.  The*  greatest  men  have 
their  weak  points,  and  I  have  always 
thought  that  the  weak  point  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  is,  I  might  almost  say,  the 
credulity  with  which  he  believes  in  the 
excellencies  of  his  political  opponents.  I 
do  not  share  that  credulity.  For  my  part, 
I  have  no  idea  that  the  Government  ever 
brought  this  in  in  the  into  rests  of  anyone 
except  theirf  riends  thepublicans,  and  they 
do  not  care  one  groat  whether  temper- 
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ance  benefits  or  does  not  benefit.  Bat  if 
Ministers  have  been  so  very  blind  to 
facts  as  to  imagine  it  is  in  the  interests 
of  temperance,-  obviously  now  that  every 
association  connected  with  temperance 
has  protested  against  the  measure,  they 
ought  to  perceive  that  they  have  made  a 
mistake,  and  if  it  is  alone  a  question  of 
temperance,  they  ought  to  be  ready  to 
withdraw  the  Bill.  They  must  see  this 
themselves.  It  is  absurd  for  them  to 
talk  about  acting  in  the  interests  of 
temperance,  when  all  the  advocates  of 
temperance,  like  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Cockermouth,  who  for  very 
many  years  have  devoted  themselves  to 
the  cause,  protest  against  the  Bill,  and 
say  it  will  be  injurious.  What  do  they 
do?  They  say,  "We  have  a  Temper- 
ance Society  that  is  in  favour  of  the 
Bill.  We  have  the  Church  of  England 
Temperance  Society."  Well,  I  have  no 
great  confidence  in  the  Church  of 
England.  For  my  part,  I  think 
that  most  of  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  are  Tories  first  and 
Christians  next.  I  know  that  at  elec- 
tions there  has  been  what  the  late  Mr. 
John  Bright  would  have  called  an 
"incestuous  union1'  between  the  par- 
sons and  the  pothouse-keepers  in  almost 
every  village  in  the  country,  and  when 
the  former  have  to  judge  between  their 
duty  to  morality  and  their  duty  to  the 
political  party  that  looks  after  them,  and 
takes  care  to  protect  what  they  are 
pleased  to  call  their  property  against 
what  they  are  also  pleased  to  call  the 
marauding  attempts  on  the  part  of 
Radicals  to  deprive  them  of  that 
property,  they  throw  in  their  lot  with 
the  Tories  and  pothouse-keepers.  Tory 
pothouse-keeper  and  parson  are  both  in 
the  same  boat.  But  it  seems  that  for 
once  I  have  been  wrong  in  regard  to  the 
Church  of  England,  and  that  they  are 
not  so  bad  as  I  thought  they  were. 
Their  Association  is  not  prepared  to 
stomach  this  Bill  of  the  Government. 
So  far  as  I  can  gather,  the  approval 
which  the  Government  boasts  of  is 
merely  that  of  certain  clerical  Tory  wire- 
pullers, who  have  tried  to  catch  the 
Association  and  have  utterly  failed. 
I  have  observed  that  since  the  first  day  of 
this  Debate  we  have  not  heard  quite  so 
much  about  the  Church  of  England  Tem- 
perance Association.  The  facts  have  come 
out,  and  now  we  know  that  it  is  not 
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the  Association,  but  only  the  wire-pullers 
who  are  in  favour  of  the  Bill  of  the 
Government.  Putting  aside  the  question 
of  compensation  altogether,  I  doubt 
whether  this  Bill  will  be  of  any  advan- 
tage to  temperance.  In  some  streets,  no 
more  than  half  a  mile  long,  there  are  aa 
many  as  30  or  40  public  houses,  and  at 
the  most  this  Bill  will  only  do  away  with 
two  or  three  of  those  houses.  That  will 
not  remove  the  temptation  from  the 
people  in  the  neighbourhood,  and  I  be* 
lieve  there  will  be  precisely  the  same 
amount  of  drink  consumed  and  precisely 
the  same  amount  of  drunkenness.  I 
protest  against  this  attempt  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  hoodwink  the 
public  by  telling  them  the  scheme  will 
cost  nothing.  No  tax  can  be  ear-marked, 
and  when  a  tax  is  paid  into  the  Treasury 
it  becomes  the  property  of  the  entire 
community.  It  is  as  ridiculous  to  say 
that  the  taxpayers  do  not  pay  any- 
thing because  the  tax  is  levied  from 
the  publican  and  the  brewer  as  it  would 
be  to  say  that  those  who  pay  for  tea 
have  some  exclusive  and  particular  right 
to  the  tax  that  is  derived  from  tea.  The 
Solicitor  General  is  the  only  gentleman 
in  this  House  who  boldly  said  that  the 
publican  has  a  legal  right  to  the  renewal 
of  his  licence ;  but  1  take  the  liberty  of 
believing  in  the  law  of  Lord  Justice  Fry, 
Mr.  Justice  Stephen,  and  Mr.  Justice  Field, 
rather  than  in-  that  of  the  Solicitor 
General.  Some  remark  has  been  dropped 
to  the  Solicitor  General  by  Mr.  Justice 
Field,  since  he  became  Lord  Field,  and 
from  that  it  would  seem  that  his  remarks, 
in  the  Darwen  case  were  not  exactly  as  re- 
ported. Well,  I  deal  with  Mr.  Justice 
Field  when  he  was  Mr.  Justice  Field.  I 
do  not  trouble  myself  much  about  Lord 
Field's  memory  at  the  present  moment, 
since  he  has  become  a  Peer ;  but  it  does 
seem  to  me  a  most  un-Constitutional  thing 
for  the  Solicitor  General  to  come  to  this* 
House  and  say  that  he  has  had  a  private 
conversation  with  the  Judge,  and  that 
the  latter  now  repudiates  the  Re- 
port of  his  Judgment,  and  that, 
therefore,  we  are  to  believe  what 
that  Judge  confided  to  him  and  not 
the  Report.  I  am  a  great  stickler  for 
Constitutional  propriety,  and  1  think  the 
course  taken  by  the  Solicitor  General 
is  thoroughly  un-Constitutional  and  im- 
proper. I  think  the  zeal  of  the 
Solicitor  General  in  this  matter  has  out- 
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run  his  discretion.  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  does  not 
endorse  the  legal  views  of  the  Solicitor 
General,  nor  does  the  Home  Secretary, 
who  is  an  eminent  lawyer,  endorse  them. 
The  fact  is,  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site do  not  plead  the  legal  right.  They 
only  plead  the  equitable  right,  and  they 
base  it  on  the  Probate  Duty  which  has 
been  charged  on  the  goodwill  of  public 
houses.  With  rogard  to  the  Probate 
Duty  argument,  - 1  contend  that  the 
Probate  Duty  has  always  been  charged 
upon  the  profits  made  by  the  publicans 
as  retailers.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  can  give  a  single  case  in  which 
probate  has  been  paid  on  more  than  three 
years. 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  It  has  been  paid  on  a 
great  deal  more. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  Can  he  give 
me  a  case  in  which  it  has  been  paid  on 
more  than  five  years? 

•Mb.  RITCHIE :  Yes,  several. 
Mb.  LABOUCHERE :  I  am  like  the 
angel  coming  to  Abraham.  Will  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman    say  he    knows  cases 
where  it  has  been  paid  on  10  years  ? 

•Mb.  RITCHIE :  No. 
Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  perhaps  find  two  or 
three  cases  where  payment  has  been 
made  on  more  than  five  years,  but  I 
should  like — with  all  respect  to  him — 
to  see'  them.  He  may  find  two  or 
three  such  cases,  but  I  defy  him  to  show 
that  the  average  is  more  than  &ve  years. 
Therefore,  if  the  probate  argument  is 
taken  as  showing  a  title  to  something 
beyond  one  year's  licence,  it  only 
goes  to  show  that  five  years'  compensa- 
tion is  the  utmost  which  is  given  to  a 
publican,  not  for  the  goodwill  of  his 
business,  but  for  the  goodwill  based  on 
his  profits  as  a  retailer.  I  have  now  a 
sad  confession  to  make.  Before  I  found 
temperance  salvation  I  was  myself  a 
liquor  trafficker.  I  had  fallen  so  low  as 
to  occupy  the  degraded  position  of  a 
Director  of  a  large  London  brewery.  An 
hon.  Friend  behind  me  shakes  his  head. 
He  evidently  thinks  this  impossible  in 
me,  but  I  got  some  advantage  out  of  it, 
for  I  learned  the  tricks  of  the  trade,  and 
it  is  a  curious  fact,  which  has  never  been 
explained  in  the  House,  that  the  value 
of  a  public  house  is  excessive  not  because 
of  the  monopoly  granted  in  selling  beer, 
but  because  the  result  of  the  monopoly 


is  that  the  beer  is  always  sold  to  the 
retailer  at  about  twice  its  real  value.  In 
the  past  20  years  malt  has  fallen  in  price, 
hops  have  fallen,  sugar  has  fallen,  maize 
has  fallen,  and  yet  the  price  of  beer  at 
the  present  moment  is  the  same  as  it 
was  20  years  ago.  The  publican,  of 
course,  recoups  himself  by  selling  the 
beer  at  an  excessive  price  to  the  con- 
sumer, and  so  besotted  are  these  beer- 
drinkers  that  although  the  idea  of  many 
of  them  is  to  get  as  much  for  their 
money  as  they  possibly  can  in  the  form, 
of  beer,  yet  they  allow  themselves  from, 
year  to  year  to  pay  twice  the  value  of 
what  would  be  a  fair  trade  profit 
to  the  retailer.  I  think  it  will  be 
admitted  that  the  licensing  system, 
was  .  not  intended  for  this.  The 
licensing  system,  as  I  say,  gives  not 
only  a  monopoly  to  the  trade  of  certain 
persons,  but  by  the  operation  of  a 
species  of  ring  amongst  the  brewers  it* 
gives  the  brewers  the  power  of  selling 
their  beer  at  twice  its  value.  When  youi 
talk  about  compensating  at  a  valuation 
it  is  something  like  giving  a  monopoly, 
say,  to  a  baker  who  sells  to-day  at  the 
price  he  did  20  years  ago,  and  then  being*: 
asked  to  indemnify  him  because  he  would 
lose  by  not  being  able  to  sell.  I  will, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House  and 
from  my  knowledge  of  the  trade,  follow 
the  history  of  licensed  premises  from  the 
first,  and  show  to  whom  the  money  goes 
and  show  how  it  is  that  the  excessive 
price  charged  for  beer  raises  the. 
value  of  the  public  house.  A  man; 
has  two  or  three  fields  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  London,  and  determines,  as  the 
town  increases,  to  sell  them  on  a  building 
lease.  Naturally,  he  has  some  estimate 
made  as  to  what  can  be  charged  on  each 
lot  by  the  building  contractors  to  whom 
he  sells,  and  he  bases  on  this  estimate  the 
amount  he  shall  charge  as  ground  rent. 
Say  that  the  rent  of  a  lot  should  be  £5, 
he  takes  five  lots  and  puts  them  down  aa 
public  house  lots,  and  for  these,  instead  of 
charging  £5,  he  charges  £26.  A 
building  contractor  agrees  to  take  these 
on  a  lease  for  70,  80,  or  90  years,  and 
pays  £100  extra  because  of  the  facility 
given  him  of  letting  these  public  house 
lots  at  a  higher  ground  rent.  Then  the 
builder  spends  £800  on  each  of  the 
public  houses  and  sells  them  for  £1,800. 
Some  miserable  ex-butler  or  prize  fighter 
takes  a  house,  investing  his  own  money 
— £500 — andgetting£  1,000 on  mortgage 
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from  the  brewer  and  £300  froih  the 
distiller,  -who  charge  5  per  cent.  The 
brewer  makes  him  contract  -  to  take  all 
his  beer  from-  him,  which  means  a 
present  of  £100  per  annum  to  the 
brewer,  in  addition  to  the  £50  interest. 
This  gives  the  brewer  15  per  cent.  Why 
does  the  brewer  get  so  high  an  interest  ? 
Because  he  knows  the  transaction  is  a 
risky  one — that  the  publican  has  only  a 
one  year's  licence.  Of  coarse  he  counts 
on  the  licence  being  renewed.  Then 
what  occurs  ?  As  a  rule,  the  ex-butler  or 
prize  fighter,  at  the  end  of  two  or  three 
years,  makes  up  his  accounts,  finds  him- 
self owing  more  than  he  is  worth,  and 
is  a  ruined  man.  The  brewer  forecloses, 
the  house  is  put  up  for  sale,  and  another 
ex-butler  or  prize  fighter  buys  it,  and,  as 
a  rule,  you  may  take  it  that  the  publican 
is  nothing  but  a  sponge  soaking  up 
money,  not  for  his  own  benefit,  but  for 
that  of  the  brewer,  who  squeezes  him. 
The  beer  seller  is  ruined*  in  the  process. 
The  other  case  is  where  the  publican 
does  not  intend  to  make  an  income  out 
of  the  public  house,  but  hopes  to  raise 
the  quantity  of  beer  sold  and  then  to 
sell  the  house  for  a  greatly  enhanced 
price.  Therefore,  I  think*  I  have  clearly 
shown  what  is  known  to  everybody  in 
the  trade,  that  the  price  of  public  houses 
is  entirely  fictitious;  that  in  London 
brewers  compete  amongst  themselves  for 
houses,  and  send  up  the  price  because 
they  are  able  to  get  trade  by  doing  so, 
or,  in  other  words,  they  are  able  to  get 
15  per  cent,  for  their  money.  In  the 
oountry  the  system  is  different;  it  is 
even  a  worse  system.  In  a  town  there 
are,  perhaps,  two  or  three  brewers. 
These  brewers  buy  up  as  many  houses 
as  they  can.  The  greater  number  of 
the  houses  are  absolutely  worthless ;  in 
reality  they  would  not  pay  their 
rent.  The  purchasers  put  in  men  who 
are  tenants  at  will,  and  they  oblige  the 
men  to  sign  an  undertaking  to  give  up 
the  licences  to  any  nominee  of  the 
brewers  at  a  day's  or  a  week's  notice. 
The  tenant  really  does  not  pay  any  rent, 
because  he  cannot  make  it ;  he  is  simply 
there  as  a  servant  of  the  brewer  selling 
the  beer  for  the  brewer.  If  this  Bill 
passes  will  any  of  these  publicans  get 
any  compensation?  Evidently  they 
will  not ;  the  brewers  have  taken  good 
care  of  that.  The  brewers  understand 
perfectly  well  that  public  opinion  is 
somewhat  telling  against  their  excessive 
Mr.  Labouckere 


profits.    "They  have  been  wise  in  their 
generation.     Wherever  they  have  got  a 
chance  they  have  handed  their  breweries 
over  to  the  public.     They  do  not  tell  the 
public    they    get    their    large    returns 
because  of  the  insecurity  of  the  capital. 
The    brewers  do  not  care   when  they 
pocket    the    money  and   retire    to  the 
House  of  Lords  to  legislate  for  us.    We 
have  heard  a  good  deal  about  the  poor 
unfortunate    publican;     he     has    been 
trotted  before  us  in  order  to  excite  our 
compassion.     I  admit   there   are  many 
respectable    publicans^    but'  when  the 
publican  is  paraded  before  the  House  he 
has  always  a  wife  and  about  a  dozen 
children,  and  it  is  asked  if  these  are  to 
be  cast  out  in  the  street  without  any- 
thing.    If  the  compensation,  or  endow- 
ment, as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  called  it,  were 
limited  to  the  amount,  say,  of  two  or 
three  years  of*tho  publican's  profits,  and 
if    the    whole    matter    could    be    thus 
settled,  I  -should  not  myself  be  opposed 
to  it  very  strongly.     1  do  not  say  the 
publican  was  a  legal  or  equitable  right  to 
compensation,  but  he  has  a  compassionate 
right,  and  if    the    compensation    were 
limited  to  that  it  -would  be  a  flea-bite, 
and  I  would  not  strongly  object  to  it; 
but  when  the  pririciple  is  laid  down  that 
the  brewers  and  all  interested  in  public 
houses  are  to  be  compensated  you  prac- 
tically rivet  the  public  houses  upon  the' 
community  for  ever  and  ever.     I  hope 
the  compensation  clauses  in  the  Bill  will 
be  thrown  out,  and  that  those  restricting 
the  granting  of  licences  will  be  earned. 
If  I  spoke  of  opposing  the  Bill  line  by 
line  and  word  by  word  I  should  be  called 
an     obstructive.      I    have   never    been 
afraid  of  being  called  an  obstructive.    I 
was  sent  here  to  obstruct  bad  Bills.    I 
am  ready  to  recognise  any  Bill  which  is 
passed  with  a  popular  mandate.     There 
is  no  popular   mandate    in    this    case. 
Nothing  was  said  about  compensation  at 
the  last  General  Election,  and  it  is  pre- 
posterous to  say  that  any  Ministry  can 
calmly  come  down  to  the  House  with  a 
proposal  to  convert  a  property  not  legal 
into  legal   property  to  the  amount  of 
£400,000,000,  and  then  complain  of  the 
Bill  being  opposed  in  every  shape  and 
form. 

•(8.40.)  Mr.  MILVAIN  (Durham) :  I 
;  cannot  help  thinking,  after  reading 
speeches  and  Resolutions  in  referenoe  to 
this  Bill,  and  listening  to  speeches  de- 
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livered  here  from  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side,  that  the  principle  contained  in 
the  Bill  has  been  misconceived — I  will 
not  say  misrepresented.  I  heard  the 
speech  delivered  to-night  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Cockermonth, 
and  I  heard  another,  hardly  equalling  his 
best  efforts,  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and 
we  have  just  listened  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton.  To  the  latter  I  do  not 
propose  to  reply,  for  I  feel  perfectly  cer- 
tain that  those  who  know  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  best,  and  are  accus- 
tomed to  the  display  of  his  abilities,  never 
treat  his  speeches  seriously.  [Cries  of 
44 Oh,  oh!  "J  Well,  I  will  say  seldom 
treat  them  seriously.  With  the  hon. 
Member's  attacks  on  the  parsons,  publi- 
cans, and  others  I  am  not  now  concerned 
to  deal ;  1  leave  those  for  the  considera- 
tion of  his  constituents.  The  speech  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  has  been  replied  to;  and 
then  we  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  going 
through,  in  his  usual  graceful  and  eloquent 
manner,  the  operation  of  making  a 
sumptuous  ropast  of  his  former  expres- 
sions on  this  subject.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  in  my  power  fully  to  reply  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  it  is 
difficult,  after  listening  to  his  speech,  to 
determine  whether  or  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  in  favour  of  the  principle 
of  compensation,  or  for  what  reason  he  is 
in  favour  of  or  opposed  to  it.  But  there 
was  one  expression  he  made  use  of  in  his 
opening  remarks,  an  allusion  to  a  remark 
that  fell  from  the  hon;  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cockermouth,  which,  to  my  mind, 
is  the  kernel  of  the  situation.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  referring  to  a  letter 
to  the  hon.  Baronet; in  which  the  writer 
said  his  licence  had  been  refusad  and  no 
compensation  given,  that  the  argument 
founded  on  that  letter  had  not  been 
answered.  But  this  BiU  has  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  any  compansa- 
tion  given  to  a  publican,  or  to  any- 
one interested  in  a  licence  which 
lias  bean  refused  by  the  ordinary 
operation  of  the  law.  This  is  not  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  though  it  may  be 
assumed  to  be  by  some  who  oppose  the 
Bill.  It  is  against  this  monstrous  prin- 
ciple, as  laid  down  by  the  hon.  Baronet, 
-that  thousands  I  could  almost  say,  but, 
not  to  exaggerate,  hundreds,  of  Resolu- 
tions have  been  directed,  copies  of  which 
have  been  showered  upon  us.   The  objec- 


tions of-  the  hon.  Baronet  and  of  that 
section  of  the  Temperance  Party  who 
oppose  this  Bill  are  founded  upon  the 
argument  that  it  establishes  the  principle 
of  compensation  for  non-renewal  of  licence, 
and  gives  by  Act  of  Parliament  a  right  to 
the  continuance,  of  the  licence  or  com- 
pensation for  non-continuance.'  I  do  not 
intend  to  enter  into  the  law  in  detail, 
but,  in  order  to  determine  whether  that 
argument-  is  fallacious  or  not,  we  must 
look  at  what  is  the  existing  law.  I  think 
it  is  universally  agreed  that  there  is 
vested  in  the  Justices  a  discretion  to 
refuse  absolutely  the  continuance  of 
licences,  but  they  have  no  power  arbi- 
trarily to  deprive  the  publican  of  his 
licence.  If  Justices  were  arbitrarily  to 
deprive  a  publican  of  his  licence,  then, 
by  the  action  of  the  Courts,  those  Justices 
might  be  compelled  to  assign  reason  for 
their  action.  So  it  is  right  to  say 
that  the  absolute  discretion  of  the  Justices 
is  qualified  by  a  provision  which  compels 
them  to  exercise  their  discretion  judi- 
cially, and  the  refusal  must  be  for  valid 
reasons.  Some  persons  have  said  that  so 
long  as  a  man's  character  is  good,  and 
the  character  of  his  premises  not  open  to 
objection,  his  licence  ought  not  to  be 
refused ;  but  these  are  not  the  only  con- 
siderations, though  they  are  important 
ones,  and  I  may  say  the  leading  principles 
which  Parliament  has  laid  down  to  guide 
Justices  in  the  exercise  of  their  powers. 
It  is,  of  course,  a  very  serious  discretion 
vested  in  the  Justices,  and  they  exercise 
their  responsibilities  with  great  care  and 
judgment.  I  have  read  an  expression  in 
the  speech  of  the  right. hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division 
(Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  in  which  he  said  it 
was  a  lamentable  thing  that  the  refusal 
of  Justices  to  grant  a  licence  in  Petty 
Sessions  should  be  overruled  on  appeal  to 
Quarter  Sessions.  But  it  is  not  my 
experience,  and  I  have  some  acquaintance 
with  these  matters.  When  Licensing 
Justices  in  their  discretion,  and  for  valid 
reasons,  refuse  to  renew  a  licence,  the 
Justices  in  Quarter  Sessions  always  give 
very  serious  consideration  to  the  case 
upon  which  the  Licensing  Justices  have 
exercised  their  discretion,  and  <  it  must 
also  be  remembered  that  the  case  comes 
before  Quarter  Sessions  de  novo,  and 
frequently  to  assist  them  to  their  decision 
the  Justices  in  Quarter  Sessions  have 
evidence  before  them  which  was  not 
adduced  before  the  Court  of  first  instance 
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We  heard  from  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Cockermouth  an  attack, 
though  perhaps  it  was  not  intended  as 
such,  an  attack  upon  the  Justices,  be- 
cause, he  said,  the  privileged  classes 
granted  these  licences  to  the  privileged 
few,  as  opposed  to  the  masses.  But  the 
hon.  Member  appears  to  have  forgotten 
that  those  who  are  interested  in  licences 
are  not  permitted  to  adjudicate  upon 
them,  while  those  who  are  radically 
opposed  to  them — the  Temperance  Party 
— are  permitted  to  do  so.  In  the  recent 
case  of  "Sharp  v.  Wakefield"  Lord 
Esher  in  his  judgment  said  that  this  dis- 
cretion of  the  Justices,  if  not  exercised 
with  the  greatest  care,  might  result  in 
irreparable  injury,  and  perhaps  in  in- 
justice to  many.  I  think  that  the  rea- 
son why  it  might  create  injustice  or 
irreparable  injnry  is  because  the  principle 
recognised  in  equity  as  well  as  in  law 
might  be  departed  from,  the  principle 
that  the  publican,  so  long  as  he  is  of 
good  behaviour,  and  there  are  no  valid 
reasons  for  his  licence  being  refused,  has 
a  vested  interest  in  his  licence.  How 
does  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  affect  the 
existing  law?  Does  tbe  6th  clause  of 
the  Bill  create  a  vested  interest  1 
An  hon.  Member  :  Yes. 

•Mb.  MILVAIN:  That  "yes"  comes 
from  one  who  has  not  made  himself  ac- 
quainted with  the  Bill,  else  he  would 
agree  with  me  it  does  not  This  6th 
section  of  the  Bill  gives  to  the  County 
Council  power  by  agreement  with  the 
person  having  an  interest  in  the  licence 
to  buy  such  interest.  Where  is  the 
vested  interest  created  there?  The 
Justices  may  refuse,  as  they  now  on 
valid  reason  refuse,  the  continuance  of  a 
licence.  The  principle  involved  in  this 
section  is  that  a  man  who  has  something 
to  sell  may  sell  it  to  a  person  who  is 
desirous  of  buying.  I  admit  that  for 
the  purpose  of  the  Bill  the  man  who 
wishes  to  sell  something  is  a  publican, 
and  that  the  person  who  wishes  to  buy  is 
a  public  body,  but  this  does  not  alter  the 
principle  that  you  should  not  deprive  a 
man  of  his  property  unless  you  pay  him 
for  it. 

Mr.  db  LISLE  (Leicestershire,  Mid) : 
Is  it  his  property  ? 

•Mb.  MILVAIN :  Surely,  so  long  as  he 
holds  the  licence. 

Mr.  de  LISLE :  For  one  year. 

•Mr,  MILVAIN :  A  present  possession 
with  every  prospect  of  future  possession. 
Mr,  Mil  vain 


Property  in  mj  possession  temporarily 
is  yet  mine,  and  I  claim  to  be  compen- 
sated if  deprived  of  it.  The  existing 
law,  therefore,  is  not  altered,  and  as  the 
Bill  does  not  create  vested  interests  the 
objections  raised  by  a  section  of  the 
Temperance  Party  are  based  upon  fallacy. 
With  the  principle  upon  which  compen- 
sation should  be  assessed  the  Bill  does 
not  deal.  I  do  not  intend  to  occupy 
time  with  this,  but  there  has  been  much 
misrepresentation  as  to  the  magnitude  of 
the  compensation.  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  said  it  would 
take  £400,000,000  to  buy  up  all  the 
public  houses,  and  I  will  not  contend 
with  him  as  to  the  amount,  merely 
observing  that  the  figures  emphasise  the 
magnitude  of  the  interests  involved.  I 
will  put  a  question  to  those  who  oppose 
what  I  think  are  principles  of  equity 
and  justice.  I  should  like  to  know  from 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill  whether,  if 
they  had  the  power  to  deprive  a  licensed 
house  of  its  licence  without  compensa- 
tion, they  would  deprive,  say,  the  Grand 
Hotel  in  Northumberland  Avenue  of  its 
licence  without  granting  to  the  pro* 
prietors  some  compensation  1  Such  a 
proceeding  would  create  such  a  demon- 
stration as  we,  as  a  Constitutional  Party, 
are  not  in  the  habit  of  resorting  to.  We 
do  not  resort  to  mob  law  for  the  purpose 
of  influencing  the  Representatives  of 
the  people,  but  such  wholesale  robbery 
would  excite  the  indignation  of  a  law- 
loving  public,  and  if  ydu  desired  to  do 
this  you  dare  not  deprive  such  licence 
holders  of  their  interests  without  com* 
pensation.  How,  then,  on  principles  of 
equity  and  justice,  can  you  deprive  a 
way-side  publican  of  his  licence  and  hie 
interest  in  his  premis2S  ?  In  accordance 
with  equity  in  the  application  of  law  you 
could  not  do  so,  I  unhesitatingly  say  you 
dare  not,  you  must  not,  and  I  even  say 
you  shall  not  deprive  a  man  without 
compensation  of  his  interest  in  his 
licence.  We  are  told  there  is  a  great 
agitation  in  opposition  to  this  measure. 
I  take  the  words  from  the  hon.  Baronet, 
that  all  men  who  have  been  working  all 
their  lives  in  the  cause  of  temperance  are 
opposed  to  this  Bill. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  :  I  said  almost  all. 
•Mr.  MILVAIN  :  Yes  ;  the  hon.  Baro- 
net made  a  certain  exception.  I  do  not 
know  whether  his  exception  included 
only  the  Church  of  England  Temperance 
Society.     I  happen   to  have  within  my 
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own  knowledge  the  fact  that  there  is  a 
large  and  influential  section  of  the  Tem- 
perance Party  whose  opinions  are  not  so 
advanced  that  politics  confusa  their  tem- 
perance advocacy,  and  who  are  in  favour 
of  this  Bill.  [Sir  ,W.  Lawson  :  'Who 
are  they?]  I  will  read  an  extract 
from  a  North  Country  paper,  and  I 
may  give  the  name  of  the  gentleman 
concerned,  seeing  that  it  has  appeared  in 
the  press.  On  the  6th  May  there  was  a 
meeting  of  the  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Temperance  Society,  and  in  the  course 
of  the  proceedings  the  resignation  of  the 
hon.  Secretary,  Mr.  W.  J.  Frater,  was  con- 
sidered. Mr.  Hardman  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  re-consider  the  matter.  Mr.  Frater 
then  made  a  speech  in  which  he  said 
he  could  no  longer  continue  to  occupy 
his  position  as  Secretary  if  the  Society 
passed  a  resolution  antagonistic  to  Mr. 
Goschen's  proposal.  He  went  on  to 
declare  his  opinion  that  to  deprive  a 
publican  of  his  means  of  living  'for  no 
fault  of  his  own  would  be  to  do  an 
injury,  to  commit  an  injustice  and  a 
robbery.  He  expressad  his  conviction 
that  the  Government  proposal  was  a 
serious  attempt  towards  the  end  they 
had  in  view,  diminishing  the  number  of 
public  houses,  and  it  would  be  a 
serious  mistake  to  refuse  the  measure. 
What  the  politics  of  Mr.  Frater  are  I 
have  no  idea;  but  his  language  speaks 
volumes  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  are  re- 
garded by  men  who  are  not  politicians 
before  they  are  temperance  advocates. 
In  my  view,  the  licensed  victualler  does 
not  carry  on  a  praiseworthy  occupation ; 
but  it  is  an  occupation  which  is,  and 
always  has  been,  recognised  by  law,  and 
which  is  safeguarded  by  law  ;  and,  for 
my  part,  I  will  be  no  party  to  supporting 
any  Amendment  to  the  Bill,  the  effect  of 
which  would  be  to  deprive  him  of  his  law- 
ful occupation  without  any  repayment  for 
the  outlay  he  has  made  upon  it  and  such 
interest  as  he  has  in  it.  For  these  rea- 
sons I  shall  vote  against  the  Amendment. 
*(9.3.)  Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  (Man- 
chester, S.W.)  :  The  hon.  Member  who 
last  spoke  seems  to  think  that  we  on  this 
side  of  the  House  are  opposed  to  every 
kind  of  compensation,  and  against  every 
.kind  of  arrangement  which  might  break 
the  fall  of  the  publican.  Bat  that  is 
not  so,  and  I  believe  it  is  in  the  power  of 
Parliament  and  of  statesmen  to  discover 
some  mode  of  letting  the  publican  down 


easier  than  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
seem  to  fear.  But  what  we  oppose  is 
the  proposition  of  the  Government,  which 
we  believe  to  be  inadmissible.  We  op- 
pose the  proposition  with  earnestness, 
believing  it  to  be  altogether  indefensible. 
I  have  watched  the  progress  of  this 
Debate  with  great  interest,  for  an  ex- 
traordinary change  has  come  over  the 
position  of  the  Government.  Until  now 
the  Tory  Government  has  always  been 
looked  upon  as  friendly  to  the  publicans ; 
there  has  been  a  close  alliance  with 
them,  and  the  publicans  have  always  cast 
their  votes  for  the  Tories,  and  against 
what  is  known  as  the  Temperance  Party. 
But  now  the  Government  profess  them- 
selves the  friends  of  temperance.  We 
have  been  told  several  times  that 
the  Government  have  brought  in  a  more 
effective  measure  in  the  cause  of  temper- 
ance than  has  ever  before  been  intro- 
duced ;  but  the  unfortunate  thing  is  that; 
the  Temperance  Party  cannot  discover 
the  good  they  are  doing.  Temperance 
people  throughout  the  country  fear  the 
friendship  of  the  Government  much 
more  than  they  fear  their  hostility.  The 
mode  of  introducing  this  question  to  the 
House  by  the  Government  has  been 
eminently  unsatisfactory  and  calculated 
to  arouse  suspicion.  It  is  not  straight- 
forward to  bring  in  a  Bill  dealing  with  a 
great  number  of  subjects  and  to  include 
in  it  one  question  which  is  passionately 
opposed  both  in  this  House  and  in  the 
country.  It  is  an  irrational  course,  and 
scarcely  respectful  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  am  not  afraid  to  express 
my  opinion  of  the  measure.  To  my 
mind  the  Bill  is  a  gigantic  imposture. 
It  boasts  of  doing  so  much  for  the  cause 
of  temperance,  and  it  does  very  little 
indeed,  and  that  little  in  a  direction 
which  will  do  a  vast  amount  of  harm. 
The  Government  claim  support  for  the 
Bill  because  it  puts  a  check  on  the  issue 
of  licences.  I  am  not  particularly  grateful 
for  that,  because  it  is  the  very  least  thing 
the  Government  could  do.  At  the 
present  time  the  country  is  so  covered 
with  public  houses  and  saturated  with 
drink  that  no  respectable  Bench  of 
Magistrates  would  dream  of  adding  to 
the  number  of  licences  in  the  present 
condition  of  things.  Whether  or  not 
you  suspend  the  issue  of  new  licences  by 
Act  of  Parliament  I  believe  very  few 
fresh  licences  will  be  granted.  However, 
it  is  a  pity  the  Bill  introduces  an  excep- 
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tlon  in  the  case  of  growing  communities. 
The  Government  would,  I  think,  have 
been  supported  by  the  opinion  of  tbe 
country  if  no  such  exception  had  been 
made.  The  chief  achievement  of  the 
Bill  will  be  to  diminish  the  number  of 
public  houses  ;  but  I  believe  that  in  20 
years  the  results  of  the  Bill  in  that 
direction  would,  as  stated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  be  infinitesimal.  The  serious 
objection  to  the  Bill  is  that  it  provides 
payment  shall  be  made  for  diminishing 
the  number  of  public  houses.  It  has  not 
yet  been  stated  how  much  of  the  com- 
pensation is  to  go  to  the  brewer  and  how 
much  to  the  publican.  I  am  told  that  90 
per  cent,  of  the  houses  are  in  the  hands 
of  the  brewers,  and  if  that  is  the  case  the 
bulk  of  the  compensation  will  go,  not  to 
the  unfortunate  publican,  but  to  the 
wealthy  capitalist.  I  suspect  that  a 
great  amount  of  time  will  be  occupied 
before  this  Bill  is  passed  into  law,  and  it 
will  be  interesting  to  notice  if  the  First 
Lord  will  apply  the  closure.  If  he  does 
lie  will  make  it  almost  impossible  for  the 
temperance-loving  people  of  this  country 
to  diminish  the  public  houses.  But  I  do 
not  believe  the  Government  will  venture 
on  a  contest  of  such  great  length.  I 
trust  that  those  clauses  of  the  Bill  which 
relate  to  this  question  will  be  dropped  by 
the  Government,  as  they  dropped  them 
two  years  ago,  for  then  there  would  be 
much  rejoicing  throughout  the  country, 
instead  of  the  wholesale  condemnation 
which  must  follow  on  a  refusal  to  accept 
the  opinion  of  the  people. 
*(9.15.)  Mr.  FORREST  FCJLTON 
(West  Ham,  N.) :  It  has  been  generally 
assumed  by  the  opponents  of  the  Bill 
that  there  is  no  vested  interest  in  any 
licensed  house ;  but  that  is  an  entire 
misconception,  because  the  Act  of  1869 
creates  a  vested  interest  in  every  beer- 
house that  was  in  existence  on  May  1, 
1869.  The  Act  is  32  and  33  Vict.,  c.  27, 
and  section  19  provides,  in  regard  to  the 
"on"  beerhouses  in  existence  on  May 
1,  1869,  that  "  it  shall  not  be  lawful "  for 
the  Justices  to  refuse  to  renew  any  such 
licence  except  upon  one  of  four  grounds, 
namely,  that  the  licence  holder  is  not 
able  to  show  that  he  is  a  man  of  good 
character,  that  the  house  is  the  habitual 
resort  of  thieves  and  prostitutes,  that 
the  licence  holder  has  been  convicted  at 
some  previous  time  of  some  offence 
against  the  licensing  law,  or  that  tho 
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house  is  not  structurally  a  fit  one  to  be 
used  as  a  licensed  house.  If  the  Justices 
or  the  Quarter  Sessions  on  appeal  refused 
a  renewal,  except  upon  one  of  these 
grounds,  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
would  be  bound  to  issue  a  mandamus 
ordering  the  Justices  to  renew  the 
licence.  It  is,  therefore,  clear  that  the 
holders  of  these  licences  have  an  absolute, 
statutory,  vested  interest.  It  has  been 
assumed  that  the  number  of  the  "on" 
beerhouses  is  insignificant ;  on  the  con- 
trary, the  number  is  enormous,  and  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  every  one  of  these 
beerhouse  licence  holders  is  entitled  to 
compensation,  unless,  indeed,  Parliament 
is  prepared  to  enter  upon  a  policy  of  con- 
fiscation. A  Parliamentary  Return,  No. 
187,  dated  April  26,  1870,  shows  exactly 
how  the  matter  stood  on  May  1st,  1869. 
The  number  of  fully-licensed  houses — 
that  is  the  only  class  affected  by  the 
decision  in  "Sharp  v.  Wakefield" — in  the 
Metropolis  was  then  5,950,  and  the  num- 
ber of  beerhouses — "on"  not  "off  "  houses, 
which  have  an  absolute  statutory  vested 
interest  given  them  by  Parliament — 
was  3,927.  The  proportion  was,  there- 
fore, as  three  to  two.  That  is  to  say,  of 
all  the  licensed  houses  in  the  Metropolis, 
two-fifths  are,  undoubtedly,  entitled  to 
compensation  in  any  scheme  which  Par- 
liament may  adopt.  The  figures  for 
England  and  Wales,  outside  the  Metropo- 
lis, are  still  more  remarkable.  The  fully- 
licensed  houses  at  the  same  date  were 
63,419,  and  beer  houses  45,203,  making 
in  all  108,622,  so  that  beer  licences  con- 
stituted 44  per  cent,  of  the  whole 
of  tbe  licensed  houses.  Therefore, 
upon  the  most  indisputable  evidence,  it  is 
established  that  in  England  and  Wales, 
apart  from  the  Metropolis,  the  licensed 
holders  of  44  per  cent,  of  the  licensed 
houses,  and  in  the  Metropolis  two-fifths, 
are  entitled  to  compensation.  I  hope  some 
hon.  Member  opposite  will  deal  with 
these  figures.  I  now  come  to  the  Return 
obtained  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Paddington,  which  contains  some 
most  remarkable  statistics.  It  gives  the 
figures  for  counties  and  boroughs.  It 
shows,  for  instance,  that  in  Manchester 
there  are  only  494  fully- licensed  houses, 
whereas  there  are  1,640  "  on  "  beerhouses, 
with  an  absolute  statutory  title  secured 
by  the  Act  of  1869. 

Mr.  BOWEN  ROWLANDS  ( Cardigan- 
shire) :  Were  all  these  houses  in  existence 
on  the  1st  May,  1869  ? 
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•Mr.  FORREST  FULTON :  The  Return 
<*oes  not  distinguish  between  those  that 
were  in  existence  and  those  that  were 
not. 

An  hon.  Member:  That  makes  all 
the  difference. 

•Mb.  FORREST  FULTON:  The  Return 
was  made  up  to  1870,  so  I  think  I  am 
entitled  to  assume  they  were  in  existence 
on  the  1st  May,  1869.  I  do  not  think  the 
noble  Lord  appreciated  the  enormous 
importance  of  this  point. 

Mb.  de  LISLE:  The  Act  provides 
that  the  licences  may  be  done  away 
with,  on  certain  conditions. 

•Mb.  FORREST  FULTON :  Yes,  if  the 
hon.  Member  turns  to  32  and  33  Vict., 
c.  27,  he  will  find  the  four  grounds 
stated.  I  have  already  read  them  to  the 
House.  I  may  say  again  briefly  that  the 
Act  provides  it  shall  not  be  lawful  for  the 
Justices  to  refuse  to  renew  any  licence  in 
existence  on  the  1st  May,  1869,  except 
upon  one  or  other  of  these  four  grounds. 
First,  that  the  licence  holder  is  not  able 
to  show  he  is  a  man  of  good  character, 
secondly,  or  unless  the  person  opposing  is 
able  to  prove  that  the  house  is  habitually 
the  resort  of  thieves  and  prostitutes; 
thirdly,  unless  the  person  opposing  is 
able  to  show  that  the  licence  holder  has 
been  convicted  at  some  previous  time  of 
some  offence  against  the  licensing  law ; 
and,  fourthly,  unless  he  is  able  to  show 
that  the  licensed  house  is  not  fit  for  the 
purposes  of  a  licensed  house,  that  it 
has  not,  for  instance,  a  sufficient  number 
of  rooms.  Those  are  the  only  four 
grounds  upon  which  a  licence  can  be 
refused.  I  must  say  that  I  think,  from 
what  I  have'  heard  in  the  course  of  the 
Debate,  that  the  Justices  of  the  South  of 
England  have  been  grossly  maligned  as 
to  their  conduct  in  the  administration  of 
the  Licensing  Law.  I  can  only  say  from 
my  experience  of  the  Justices  in  the 
South  of  England,  which  now  extends 
over  a  period  of  18  years,  that  there  is 
nothing  so  difficult  as  to  get  a  new  licence. 
In  the  county  of  Essex  no  new  licences 
have  been  granted  since  1872,  except 
upon  the  surrender  either  of  a  fully 
licensed  house  or  of  two  beerhouses. 
Again,  in  the  County  of  Middlesex  not 
more  than  10  per  cent,  of  the  new 
licences  granted  by  the  Licensing  Justices 
have  been  confirmed  by  the  confirming 
Committee.  In  the  County  of  Lan- 
cashire there  are  2,361  fully  licensed 
houses  and  2,069    on    beerhouses.;    in 


Kent  1,617  fully  licensed  houses  and 
1,065  on  beerhouses ;  in  Huntingdon  208 
fully  licensed  houses  and  217  on  beer 
houses,  and  in  Somerset  821  fully 
licenced  houses  and  503  on  beerhouses. 
In  the  borough  of  Wolverhampton  there 
are  203  fully  licenced  houses  and  204  on 
beerhouses.  I  have  no  reason  to  sup- 
pose that  the  Borough  Justices  of  Wolver- 
hampton have  not  discharged  their  duties 
in  the  same  manner  as  the  Justices  with 
whom  I  have  been  brought  in  more 
immediate  contact  in  the  home  counties, 
and  acting  upon  that  surmise  it  may  be 
assumed  that  there  have  been  very  few 
fresh  licences  granted  in  Wolverhampton 
since  1869.  Therefore,  we  may  assume 
that,  roughly  speaking,  almost  every 
one  of  these  204  on  beerhouses  has  an 
absolute  statutory  title,  and  the  licensed 
holder  is  entitled  to  compensation .  This  is 
a  matter  which  the  temperance  advocates 
never  attempt  to  deal  with,  except  in  a 
general  way.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  referred  to  the 
"  on  "  beerhouses  as  if  they  were  a  mere 
handful,  a  dozen  or  two  scattered  about 
the  country,  which  nobody  need  take  into 
consideration.  If  the  House  will  con- 
sider the  figures  I  have  drawn  their  atten- 
tion to,  it  will  be  seen  they  deal  with  facta 
which  ought  to  be  dealt  with,  and  especi- 
ally dealt  with  by  the  opponents  of  com- 
pensation. I  will  not  discuss  the  case 
of  "  Sharp  v.  Wakefield,"  except  to  this 
extent.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  case  would  never  have  reached 
the  Queen's  Bench  at  all  but  for  this 
fact,  namely,  that  in  addition  to  the  reason 
given  by  the  Licensing  Justices  that  the 
house  was  not  required  there  was  another 
reason,  which  was  that,  the  house  was  a 
long  distance  away  from  police  super- 
vision, and  that,  in  order  that  it  might 
be  subject  to  proper  supervision,  there 
would  have  had  to  have  been  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  the  County 
constables,  and  a  consequent  increase 
in  the  county  rate.  But  for  this  latter 
fact  .1  believe  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions  would  have  renewed  the  licence* 
I  now  come  to  the  case  cited  by  the 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth,  namely,  the  refusal  to  renew 
two  "  off  "  beer  licences  at  Northampton 
in  1882.  In  my  opinion,  if  the  Magis- 
trates refused  to  renew  an  off  licence 
merely  on  the  ground  that  it  was  not 
required  in  the  neighbourhood,  they  did 
not  exercise  a  judicial  discretion.    An 
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allow  him  to  come  in  and  defend  his 
vested  interest  in  the  matter ;  and  even 
when  a  third  conviction  has  been 
recorded  mpon  the  licence  the  Act 
provides  that  the  utmost  that  could 
happen  to  the  premises  is  that  they 
should  be  disqualified  for  two  years. 
Side  by  side  with  all  this  is  the  fact 
that  if  a  licence  is  removed  from  one 
part  of  a  licensing  division  to  another, 
the  owner  of  the  premises  must  consent 
to  the  removal.  The  suggestion  before 
the  House  is  that  the  owner  of 
licensed  premises  is  not  recognised  by  the 
Act  of  Parliament  as  having  a  vested 
interest  in  the  property.  Yet  it  was 
held  that  in  the  case  of  a  man  holding 
an  ordinary  brewer's  mortgage  ("  Garrett 
v.  Middlesex,  *  J  J.,"  12  Q.B.D.,  620) 
he  had  a  right  to  come  in  and 
appeal  where  his  own  tenant  refused 
to  do  so.  Can  it  be  said,  therefore,  that 
the  owner  of  licensed  premises  was  not 
recognised  by  Parliament  as  having  a 
vested  interest  in  his  property  ?  Who  can 
doubt  that  when,  in  1874,  Parliament 
introduced  a  provisional  grant  a  vested 
interest  was  not  contemplated?  The  effect 
of  this  grant  is  that  before  building  new 
licensed  premises  a  man  must  satisfy  the 
Justices  that  the  licence  is  required, 
must  submit  plans  of  the  building  for 
approval,  and  must  have  the  approval 
confirmed  and  the  order  made  final. 
Is  it  to  be  supposed  that  a  man  who 
has  been  to  all  this  trouble  and  enormous 
expense  could  be  liable  to  have  his  licence 
refused  when  he  applied  for  its  renewal 
the  next  year?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  has  given  some  illustrations 
from  his  experience  as  Chairman  of  a 
Brewery  Company.  But  his  illustrations 
are  perfectly  ridiculous  to  any  one  who 
knows  the  working  of  the  licensing  laws. 
The  hon.  Member  has  spoken  of  five 
public  houses  being  built  on  one  estate  ; 
but  it  would  be  a  very  extraordinary 
part  of  England  in  which  any  one  could 
get  five  new  licences  upon  a  new  estate 
in  less  than  20  years  at  least.  Let  the 
hon.  Member  tell  us  the  estate  on  which 
those  five  licenees  were  granted,  for 
as  is  such  an  stounding  statement 
that  I  can  hardly  believe  it  has 
any  existence,  except  in  the  im- 
agination of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  have  had  some  experience  of  licensing1 
matters,  and  I  should  like  the  hon. 
Member  to  tell  us  where  these  five  plots 
of  land  were  on  which  this  enterprising 


exactly  similar  case  occurred  in  my  ex- 
perience in  the  County  of  Middlesex, 
where  the  Justices  took  the  same  view  of 
the  law  as  that  which  I  have  just  stated. 
It  was,  I  think,  in  1882  or  1883  that  cer- 
tain Justices  of  the  Brentford  Division 
refused  to  renew  20  off-licences  which 
had  been  in  existence  for  some  years, 
on  the  ground  that  they  were  not 
required  in  the  neighbourhood ;  and  the 
consequence  was  that  there  were  20 
appeals  to  the  Quarter  Sessions.  There 
were  at  that  Quarter  Sessions  some  26 
or  27  Magistrates,  including  several 
Members  of  this  House.  One  of  them, 
I  think,  was  the  late  Mr.  Ayrton,  and 
they  gave  a  unanimous  decision  to  this 
effect — 

"  We  have  a  discretion,  if  we  care  to  exercise 
it,  to  refuse  to  renew,  under  this  Act,  any 
off-licences  though  they  may  have  been  in 
existence  20  years ;  but  we  say,  as  a  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  unanimously,  that  to  refuse  to 
renew  an  off-licence  merely  upon  the  ground  it 
is  not  required  in  the  neighbourhood  is  not,  in 
the  opinion  of  this  Court  of  Quarter  Session, 
the  exercise  of  a  judicial  discretion." 

The  consequence  was,  that  every 
one  of  those  appeals  was  allowed, 
and  there  had  never  been  a  single 
instance  since  in  the  Southern  Counties 
of  a  refusal  to  renew  a  licence  under  such 
circumstances.  It  was  only  an  attempt 
to  test  the  Act,  and  see  what  view  Quar- 
ter Sessions  would  take  of  a  new  Act  of 
Parliament  (45  and  46  Vict.  c.  34), 
which  was  never  intended  to  apply  to 
existing  licences.  So  far  as  my  judgment 
is  concerned,  long  before  the  decision  of 
"Sharp  v.  Wakefield,"  I  was  of  opinion 
with  regard  to  fully  licensed  houses  that 
the  Justices  had  an  absolute  discretion 
to  refuse  to  renew  a  licence  if  they  chose 
to  do  so.  But,  at  the  same  time,  I  have 
always  said  this,  and  I  say  so  now,  with- 
out the  slightest  hesitation,  that  we  must 
look  at  the  whole  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
if  the  Justices  have  a  discretion  it 
must  be  exercised  in  a  judicial  way. 
When  we  come  to  look  into  the  Act,  we 
must  remember  this  fact,  that  the  Act 
provides  even  where  the  licensed  vic- 
tualler commits  an  offence  against  the 
law,  so  gross  as  to  cause  his  licence  to  be 
endorsed,  it  gives  him  a  right  of  appeal 
to  Quarter  Sessions.  If  there  is  a  second 
endorsement  the  Act  requires  that  the 
owner  of  the  house  shall  receive 
notice  of  the  fact  that  there  have  been 
two  convictions  recorded  upon  the' 
licence  in  respect  of  his  house  so  as  to 
Mr*  Forrest  Fulton 
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butler  built  bouses  and  got  licences  ?  I 
state  again,  in  tbe  presence  of  tbe 
right  bon.  Gentleman  tbe  Member  for 
Derby,  that  by  a  Return  made  in 
1870  tbe  number  of  beerhouses  on 
tbe  26th  April,  1870,  far  from  being 
insignificant,  constitute  two-fifths  of  the 
whole  of  the  licensed  houses  in  the 
Metropolis,  and  44  per  cent,  of  the  whole 
of  the  licensed  houses  in  the  rest  of 
England  and  Wales. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby) :  At  that 
time,  20  years  ago.     I  said  now. 

•Mr.  FORREST  FULTON :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  shown  that  these 
licences  have  ceased  to  exist.  By  the 
Return  obtained  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Paddington,  I  find  that 
in  Manchester  of  1 ,600  houses  only  440 
were  fully  licensed  houses.  The  beer 
bouses  in  existence  in  1869  still  exist. 
[M  No ! "]  Well,  how  have  they  ceased  to 
exist  ?  I  can  only  say  my  experience  of 
licensed  houses  entirely  differs  from 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  It  is  the 
smaller,  not  the  larger,  houses  which 
are  badly  conducted.  The  large  amount 
of  money,  sometimes  £30,000,  invested 
in  the  larger  public  houses  is  sufficient 
to  induce  care  in  their  management.  I 
believe  the  effect  of  this  Bill  will  be  to 
cause  the  automatic  closure  of  houses 
which  are  not  paying.  ["  Oh  ! "  and 
laughter.]  Well,  I  have  observed  with 
great  astonishment,  for  many  years  past, 
the  number  of  houses  which,  though  not 
paying,  have  been  kept  on ;  and  I  was 
informed  that  if  they  were  closed  under 
tbe  present  system  application  might  be 
made  for  new  licences.  That  could  not 
be  done  if  this  Bill  were  passed,  and 
many  of  these  bouses  would  thus  close 
automatically. 

(9.50.)  Mr.  FINLAY  (Inverness  &c.): 
Mr.  Speaker,  whatever  may  be  the  opinion 
of  hon.  Members  as  to  the  matter  before 
the  House,  they  will  recognise  the  valu- 
able contribution  made  by  the  speech  of 
tbe  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  whom 
we  have  just  listened.  If  I  differ  from 
him  in  voting  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
bon.  Member  for  Barrow,  it  is  for  the 
reasons  I  desire  to  state  to  the  House.  I 
have  arrived  at  this  conclusion  with  con- 
siderable regret,  for  I  think  it  will  be 
generally  recognised  in  the  country  that 
the  Government  have  made  a  very  honest 
attempt  to  deal  with  a  very  troublesome 
question  in  the  interests  of  temperance 
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and  with  due  regard  to  the  interests  of 
all  concerned.    There  are  certain  provi- 
sions   in    the  Bill  which  I  regard  as 
eminently  beneficial,   particularly  those 
relating   to  police  superannuation    and 
free  education  in  Scotland,  and  I  hope 
they  will  become  law.     But  I  cannot 
think  it  right  that  such  clauses  as  those 
to  which  the  Amendment  refer  should  be 
tacked  on  to  the  Bill,  although  I  cannot 
agree  with  a  great  deal  that  has  been 
said  in  support  of  the  Amendment.     It 
appears  to  me  that  under  certain  circum- 
stances the  claim  for  compensation  will 
be  absolutely  irresistible.      If  the  Legis- 
lature are  to  make  a  sudden  change  in 
the    policy    which    has    hitherto   been 
pursued  with  regard  to  licences,  it  will 
be  difficult  to  see  how  on  any  principle  of 
fairness  a  claim  for  money  compensation 
can  be  resisted.     It  may  be  true  that, 
there  is  only  a  legal  right  to  a  licence 
for  one  year — that  there  is  no  legal  right, 
to  renewal ;  but,  surely,  in  dealing  with 
a  matter  of  this  kind,  one  ought  not  to  look 
at  it  only  from  the  point  of  bare  legality, . 
but  should  have  regard  to  those  equitable- 
considerations  which  ought  to  be  taken 
into  account  when  dealing  with  interests . 
that  have  grown  up  in  the  faith  that  the 
existing  policy  will  be  continued.     One 
of  the  reasons  alleged  in  support  of  the 
Bill  is  that  it  is  desirable  the  number  of 
licences  should  be  reduced,  and  I  approve  • 
that  object ;  but  surely  it  is  possible  that  • 
this  can  be  done  gradually,  and  with 
such  fair  notice  to  each  individual  whose 
interests  may  be  affected,  that  the  claim 
for  money  compensation  will  not  arise. 
It  is  only  when  effecting  a  change  of 
this  kind    suddenly  that    a  claim  for 
money  compensation  can  be   made  and 
can  scarcely  be  resisted.     It  appears  to  > 
me,  therefore,  that  the  true  and  wise 
way  of  dealing  with  the  question,  which 
I  admit  is  one  of  great  importance  and 
even  of  urgency,  is  that  we  should  not  • 
be  in  too  great  a  hurry  about  it.     A 
great  part  of  tbe  discussion  on  the  Bill 
has  referred  to  the  question  of  compen- 
sation, but  I  do  not  think  it  arises  on 
the  Bill  at  all,  for  the  only  way  in  which 
the   Bill  affects  existing  licences  is  to* 
increase    their    value    by     restricting 
licences  in  the  future.    Therefore,  there 
is    no  particular  reason  why  the    Bill 
should  introduce  the  question  of  payment 
to  the  holders  of  existing  licences.     In 
the  vote  that  I  intend  to  give  in  support 
of  tbe  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
2  P 
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'for  Barrow,  I  feel  that  I  shall  reserve  abso- 
lutely intact  for  consideration  at  any 
future  time  the  question  of  compensation 
on  its  merits.  I  confess  that  I  prefer 
that  the  matter  should  be  dealt  with 
in  such  a  way — by  giving  fair  notice,  as 
I  have  said,  to  those  whose  interests  will 
be  affected — that  the  question  of  com- 
pensation will  not  arise.  I  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  results  of  the 
Bill,  if  it  is  passed,  must  be  impercep- 
tible, or,  if  we  wish  to  secure  results 
.worth  all  the  trouble  of  the  measure,  we 
will  have  to  embark  in  an  enterprise  of 
gigantic  magnitude.  I  will  not  detain 
the  House  longer.  I  only  rose  to  6tate  the 
reasons  which  have  led  me  to  feel  that  it 
is  my  duty  to  vote  for  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow. 
*(10.0.)  Mb.  WHARTON  (York,  W.R.) : 
I  should  not  have  risen  to  address  the  House 
if  it  had  not  been  for  some  remarks  made 
the  other  day  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division 
(Sir  G.  Trevelyaa),  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  appeared  to  me  to  lay  the  blame 
for  what  he  called  the  present  condition 
of  things,  namely,  the  superfluity  of 
public  houses,  not  on  the  Licensing  Jus- 
tices at  Petty  Sessions,  but  upon  the 
decisions  of  Justices  in  Quarter  Sessions 
when  cases  came  before  them.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  quoted  several  cases  which 
I  was  not  able  to  verify,  but  one  case  I 
have  been  able  to  inquire  into.  It  was  a 
case  which  came  up  on  appeal  from  the 
Borough  Justices  of  Newcastle-up-on-Tyne 
to  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  at  New- 
castle. The  right  hon.  Baronet  told  the 
House  that  the  reason  that  the  Justices 
of  the  borough  of  Newcastle  convicted 
the  publican,  and  I  think  endorsed  the 
licence,  was.  that  the  house  was  illegally 
conducted.  On  appeal  the  Justices 
ascertained  that  the  landlord's  daughter 
had  lost  her  watch,  and  that  that  was  the 
only  charge  against  the  house.  The  Jus- 
tices of  Quarter  Sessions,  as  I  think 
very  rightly,  reversed  the  decision  of  the 
Justices  below.  I  have  only  to  say,  with 
regard  to  appeals  to  Quarter  Sessions,  that 
theeasesare  inquired intowith  the  greatest 
possible  care.  They  are  there  gone  into 
with  the  assistance  of  the  learned  counsel 
on  each  side,  and,  as  a  rule,  the  cases 
there  absorb  four,  five,  and  six  times  the 

Swriod    they  do  at  the  Petty  Sessions, 
ertainly  the  blame  for  the  superfluity 
oi  licences  does  not  rest  with  tho  Quarter 
•fieBsions.    As  to  the  grounds,  upon  which 
Mr.  Finlay 


the  Justices  in  Quarter  Sessions  come  to 
their  decisions,  I  may  instance  a  case  in 
which  I  myself  was  concerned.  That 
was  a  case  in  which  the  Justices  of  the 
borough  of  South  Shields — now  many 
years  ago— made  what  was  called  a  raid 
upon  public  houses  in  the  borough,  and 
of  their  own  motion  struck  off  no  fewer 
than  31  licences.  The  whole  of  the  31 
licence  holders  appealed  to  the  Quarter 
Sessions  at  Durham.  The  Justices  went 
most  carefully  into  the  cases,  with  the 
result  that  they  confirmed  the  de- 
cision of  the  Justices  below  in  eight 
cases,  and  reversed  the  decisions  in 
23  cases.  It  has  been  said  that  there  is 
no  vested  right  or  interest  or  property 
in  public  houses,  but  so  good  has  the 
Legislature  considered  the  right  of  the 
holder  of  a  licence  to  his  licence  that  it 
has  enacted  that  the  licence  shall  not  be 
taken  away  until  a  Court  of  Appeal  has 
decided  that  it  shall.  I  am  not  going  to 
argue  that  there  is  any  legal  title  in  a 
public  house,  but  surely  everyone,  look- 
ing at  the  matter  from  a  common-sense 
point  of  view,  must  agree  that  there  is 
an  equitable  right  based  upon  the  custom 
of  the  country,  and  the  custom  of 
the  country  is  almost  the  same  as  a 
legal  right.  Now,  one  of  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill  provides  that  the  County  Council 
shall  take  over,  or  make  a  payment,  for 
such  licences  as  it  may  be  decided  to  take 
over  and  pay  for.  I  imagine  that  the 
first  thing  a  County  Council,  through 
their  Licensing  Committee,  will  do  will 
be  to  ascertain  which  houses  it  is  best  to 
purchase  with  a  view  to  reducing  the 
superfluity  of  public  houses.  I  do  not 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  that  the  most 
expensive,  the  most  sought  after,  the 
most  used,  and  the  best  used  public 
houses  will  become  the  subject  of  pur- 
chase. I  have  had  20  years'  experience 
of  licensing,  and  my  belief  is  that  it  is 
just  the  least  used,  the  most  out  of  the 
way,  or  in  other  words,  the  worst  houses 
— the  resorts  of  the  worst  characters 
— which  will  be  done  away  with. 
The  best  thing  for  a  public  house  is 
publicity.  It  is  just  the  little  houses 
which  pay  the  worst*  and  become  the 
resort  and  abode  of  thieves  and  other 
bad  characters.  I  believe  the  owners  of 
these  houses,  particularly  when  they-  are 
the  owners  of  property  elsewhere,  wiH 
be  only  too  willing  to  get:  rid*  of .  the 
houses.    There  is  another  clause  in  the 
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Bill  which  I  believe  will  prove  most 
valuable,  and  that  is  the  clause  which 
provides  that  no  new  licences  shall  be 
granted.  The  reason  why  certain  public 
houses  have  not  been  got  rid  of  in  the 
past  is  that  the  owners  have  been  afraid 
lest  a  licence  would  be  granted  to 
another  house  in  the  neighbourhood. 
This  Bill  takes  away  that  clause,  and  my 
belief  is  that  the  County  Councils  will 
find  that  in  many  cases  they  will  be  able 
to  acquire  the  licences  of  sueh  houses  as 
I  have  mentioned  at  a  merely  nominal 
price ;  that  the  owners  will  be  only  too 
glad  to  get  rid  of  them,  because  the 
public  house  traffic  will  then  be  thrown 
into  other  and  better  houses,  in  which 
very  probably  they  are  also  interested  ; 
and  then  there  will  be  the  advantage 
that  in  a  village,  for  instance,  the  police 
will  only  have,  perhaps,  four"  public 
houses  instead  of  six,  or  three  instead  of 
four  to  look  after.  I  am  sorry  to  have 
heard  from  the  other  side  a  slur  thrown 
upon  either  the  good  faith  or  the  wisdom 
of  the  County  Councils.  The  County 
Councils,  at  any  rate,  have  the  virtue  of 
being  the  popularly  elected  representa- 
tives of  the  ratepayers  of  the  counties, 
and  surely  they  may  be  trusted,  if  any 
persons  can  be,  to  make  the  best  bargain 
they  can  for  the  county  when  they  come 
to  deal  with  matters  of  this  sort.  At 
any  rate,  I  do  not  think  they  are  likely  to 
waste  the  ratepayers'  money.  We  have 
heard  a  great  deal  about  compensation. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  empower 
County  Councils  to  purchase  the  interest 
in  public  houses — you  may  call  it  com- 
pensation or  not,  just  as  you  please. 
Personally,  I  think  the  word  "compensa- 
tion M  is  wrongly  applied,  for  purchase  is 
not  compensation.  If  an  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  buys  a  horse,  does  he  say  he 
made  compensation  to  the  man  he  bought 
it  from?  In  this  case  there  is  to  bo 
contract  between  the  County  Council 
and  the  owner  of  the  licence.  Com- 
pensation, as  I  have  always  held,  is 
money  paid  to  a  man  for  something  that 
is  taken  from  him  by  force.  No  force 
is  to  be  used  in  this  case,  and, 
therefore,  this  cannot  in  any  way 
be  called  a  question  of  compensation. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth  (Sir  W.  Lawson)  has  characterised 
the  scheme  of  purchasing  public  houses 
out  of  the  money  produced  by  drink  as 
wicked;  but  let  me  remind  the  hon. 
Baronet  that  the  plan  of  the  Government 


is  almost  in  the  exact  terms  of  a  scheme 
suggested  by  Mr.  John  Bright,  who  held 
a  high  place  in  the  affections  of  the 
people.  I  consider  this  a  sensible  and 
workable  plan.  I  believe  it  will  accom- 
plish that  which  we  all  have  in  vie'W, 
namely,  a  sensible  reduction  in  what  I 
call  the  superfluity  of  public  houses;  and 
holding  this  opinion  I  shall  vote"  most 
heartily  for  the  Second  Beading  of  the 
Bill. 

(10.16.)  Sra  W.  HARCOURT:  Now 
that  we  are  drawing  towards  the  close 
of  this  Debate,  we  may,  I  think,  ask 
ourselves  what  it  is  exactly  that  the 
measure  of  the  Government  proposes  to 
accomplish,  and  how  it  proposes  to  ac- 
complish its  object.  First  df  all,  the 
Government  say  that  there  is  a  super- 
fluity of  public  houses  in  this  country, 
that  it  is  a  very  serious  evil,  that  it  ought 
to  be  diminished,  and  that  the  only 
effectual  method  of  diminishing  it  is  to 
use  the  public  funds  of  this  country  for 
the  purpose.  When  we  are  going  to  deal 
with  an  evil  of  this  kind,  it  is  prudent  to 
consider  how  this  evil  came  about,  in 
order  that  we  may  have  regard  to  the 
remedy  we  are  going  to  apply  to  it  in  the 
present  and  for  the  future.  How  has 
this  evil,  this  superfluity  of  public 
houses,  arisen?  There  are  too  many 
public  houses ;  who  has  brought  them 
into  existence  I  I  do  not  want  to  say 
anything  severe  or  harsh  of  the  Magis- 
trates of  the  country  ;  \but  this  Bill 
amounts  to  a  vote  of  censure  upon  the 
Magistrates  for  their  conduct  in  the  past. 
The  evil  has  been  created  by  the 
authority  who  could  alone  have  prevented 
it.  That  is  not  all.  Hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  speak  of  public 
houses  and  this  system  which  you  justly 
declare  to  be  a  public  evil  as  if  it  were 
like  slavery,  something  that  has  been 
created  and  fostered  by  the  Sfcate;  But 
this  evil  has  been  created  and  maintained 
directly  contrary  to  the  law  of  the 
land  and  in  opposition  to  the  in- 
tention of  the  Legislature  -  as  de- 
clared in  the  different  Licensing  Acts. 
The  whole  system  of  licensing  it  is  ad* 
mitted  rests,  with  slight  variations  to 
which  I  may  presently  refer,  on  the  Act 
of  1828 — that  is  to  my,  an  Act  passed 
60  years  ago.  Under  that  Act  it  is  not 
denied  by  anyone  that  the  Magistrates 
were  made  Trustees  for  the  public  inter- 
est in  regard  to  regulating  the  sale  of 
liquor.  They  were:  •  given  -  absolute 
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authority  as  to  what  new  licences 
they  should  give,  and  equally  absolute 
authority  as  to  what  licences  should  each 
year  be  withheld.  That  being  so — that 
being  a  proposition  which  no  one  can 
dispute — we  have  to  ask  ourselves  how 
it  can  be  that  under  such  an  Act  there 
can  have  grown  up  a  system  under  which 
a  licence  granted  for  one  year  becomes  a 
permanent  one.  and  that  you  should  be 
obliged  to  bring  in  a  Bill  I  get  rid  of  a 
mischief  that  has  been  created  by  Trus- 
tees who  ought  to  have  protected  the 
interests  of  the  country?  What  was 
the  meaning  and  object  of  the  licence 
being  made  annual  ?  Everybody  knows, 
and  even  the  Solicitor  General  will  admit, 
that  in  declaring  that  the  licence  should 
be  granted  for  a  year,  the  object  was  that 
the  Magistrates,  who  were  Trustees  for 
the  public,  should  every  year  review  the 
situation  in  their  district,  and  deal  with 
it  accordingly.  If  it  appeared  that  more 
licences  were  required,  they  were  given 
power  to  grant  such  licences ;  whereas  if 
they  should  be  of  opinion  that  less  were 
required,  they  were  given  an  equally 
absolute  and  uncontrollable  discretion  to 
refuse  licences.  If,  therefore,  the  evil, 
such  as  it  has  been  represented,  exists, 
it  can  only  be  by  the  fault  of  those  who 
were  appointed  Trustees  for  the  public. 
The  charge  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, by  their  speeches  and  their 
measure,  make  against  the  Licensing 
Authorities,  who,  for  two  generations, 
have  had  charge  of  this  question,  is  a 
severe  one.  If  they  are  right  in  their  conten- 
tion, these  authorities,  whose  power  was  ex- 
pressly limited  to  giving  a  licence  carrying 
with  it  an  annual  interest,  have  created  a 
permanent  interest  in  all  licences  which 
cannot  be  got  rid  of  except  by  a  vast  ex- 
penditure of  public  money.  Now,  that  is 
a  most  remarkable  view  to  take  of  the 
conduct  of  thos9  Trustees.  What  would 
be  said  of  any  ordinary  Trustees  whose 
powers  were  limited  to  giving  an  annual 
interest,  and  who,  after  having  been 
charged  with  the  Trust  for  many  years, 
turn  round  and  say,  "  We  have  so  con- 
ducted our  affairs  that  this  interest, 
which  the  Legislature  told  us  to  give  for 
only  a  year,  has  become  permanent?"  A 
grosser  breach  of  trust  on  the  part  of 
people  charged  with  the  protection  of  a 
national  interest  it  would  be  impossible 
to  conceive.  What  would  any  country 
gentleman  opposite  think  of  a  tenant 
for  life  who,  under  the  terms  of  a 
Sir  TT.  Harcourt 


settlement,  was  strictly  forbidden  from 
making  leases  for  more  than  seven  years> 
who  at  the  end  of  his  period  of  manage- 
ment,  turned  round  and  said,  "  I  have  so 
managed  affairs  as  to  grant  to  every 
tenant  on  the  estate  a  freehold  interest  ?  " 
I  think  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
not  like  such  a  doctrine,  and  yet  that  is 
precisely  analogous  to  that  which  the 
Magistrates  have  done  according  to  the 
arguments  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
I  confess  I  do  not  take  so  unfavourable 
a  view  of  the  conduct  of  the  Magistrates. 
I  do  not  believe  that  they  have  been 
guilty  of  this  gross  breach  of  trust  which 
is  alleged  against  them.  I  do  not  believe 
that  in  breach  of  their  trust  they  have 
laid  this  gigantic  burden  on  the  nation 
— that  they  have  imposed  such  an  incubus 
on  it  as  the  Government  would  represent 
them  to  1iave  done.  I  agree  with  an  hon. 
Gentleman  who  said  that  if  in  past  years 
the  Magistrates  were  very  free  in  grant- 
ing licences,  they  were  at  the  time  doubt- 
less acting  in  accordance  with  the  then 
prevailing  views  of  the  community.  The 
Magistrates  now  take  a  different  view  of 
the  subject,  and  at  the  present  time  share 
the  present  feelings  of  the  community  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  I  think  it  is  just  that 
that  acknowledgment  should  be  made. 
I  utterly  deny  that  they  have  created 
this  property  which  is  alleged  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  I  believe  that  they  have 
observed  the  law  and  not  given  any- 
greater  interest  to  publicans  than  they 
were  empowered  to  do.  I  absolve  them, 
from  the  heavy  charge  which  would  lie 
at  their  door  if  the  doctrine  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  true.  I  am  sorry  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  have 
thought  fit  to  put  forward  as  one  of  their 
main  defenders  the  Solicitor  General,  who 
has  again  brought  forward  the  whole 
armoury  of  arguments  with  which 
he  supported  the  compensation  proposals 
of  1888.  I  listened  with  great  attention 
to  the  ingenious  and  able  argument  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  but  from  beginning 
to  end  it  was  nothing  but  an 
argument  in  favour  of  compensation. 
The  Solicitor  General  still  maintains  that 
notification  of  the  subject  on  the  law  in 
which  he  has  so  habitually  indulged, 
and  I  think  we  ought  really  to  come  to* 
some  understanding  on  this  subject.  I 
will,  therefore,  refer  to  his  statement  of 
the  law,  and  then  I  will  refer  to  the 
statement  of    the    law    made    by  Her 


\ 


\ 


1037  Local  Taxation  (Customs    {Mat  15,  1890}       and  Excise)  Duties  BUI  1038 


Majesty's  Judges,  and  the  House  will 

(hare  to  choose  between  the  law  of  the 

Solicitor    General    and    that    of    Her 

Majesty's  Judges.    The  Solicitor  General 

-made  a  statement,  and  said  it  was  not 

his  individual  opinion,  but  the   views 

upon  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 

then  acted.     He  says  it  is  his  opinion 

still,  and  it  is,  therefore,  to  be  presumed 

that  they  are  the  views  on  which  they 

are  now  acting.     Now,  what  are  thDse 

views  1    The  Solicitor  General  said — 

"  The  advice  on  which  the  Government  was 
acting,  and  is  prepared  to  act,  U  that  under  the 
Licensing  Statutes  the  Justices  are  not  justified 
in  refusing  to  renew  a  public  house  licence 
■imply  on  the  ground  that  there  is  no  need  for 
it  or  that  there  are  too  many  licensed  houses 
in  the  neighbourhood.'* 

And  again — 

"Taking  these  Statutes  all  together,  it  is  not 
competent  for  the  Magistrates  to  refuse  the 
renewal  of  a  licence  previously  granted,  except 
upon  some  special  ground  personal  to  the 
holder  of  the  licence," 

and  then — 

44 1  believe  that  the  Statutes,  if  properly  read, 
do  give  a  licensed  victualler  a  vested  interest  in 
the  continuous  enjoyment  of  his  licence." 

There  is  no  doubt  what  are  the  principles 
which  the  Solicitor  General  laid  down — 
which  he  says  he  still  adheres  to — and 
what  are  the  grounds  on  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  prepared  to 
act  in  this  matter.  Now,  Sir,  I  have 
always  maintained  —  and  I  told  the 
Solicitor  General  in  1883,  five  years 
before  that  time,  that  that  is  not  the  law 
of  the  country.  I  told  it  him  on  the 
authority  'of  cases  then  decided ;  on 
the  authority  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown — every  Law  Oificer  of  the  Crown, 
except  himself  who  ever  advised  on  the 
matter.  Such  is  the  law  of  the  Solicitor 
General,  whioh,  apparently,  has  been 
adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Now  let  us  see  what  is  the  law  as  laid 
down  by  Her  Majesty's  Judges.  Some 
controversy  has  arisen  as  to  whether  Mr. 
Justice  Field  said  anything  as  to  "  vested 
interests."  I  shall  quote  from  the  report 
of  the  case  which  appears  in  a  book 
brought  out  by  the  clerk  to  the  Justices 
of  Over-Darwen.  Mr.  Justice  Field  says, 
In  the  course  of  the  argument — 

14  In  every  case  in  every  year  there  is  a  new 
licence.  That  is  not  a  renewal,  but  a  new 
licence.  The  Legislature  recognises  no  vested 
right  at  all  in  the  holder  of  the  licence ;  it 
simply  relieves  htm  from  giving  certain  notices 
and  complying  with  certain  formalities  which 
are  necessary  when  he  applies  for  a  licence  for 
the  first  time." 


The  counsel  then  says  he  thinks  it  does 
give  the  holder  a  vested  interest,  but 
that  if  the  learned  Judge  is  against  him 
on  that  point  he  will  not  argue  it 
further;  and  thereupon  Mr.  Justice 
Stephen,  who  was  the  other  Judge, 
says — 

44 1  think  you  exercise  a  very  wise  discretion 
in  not  going  into  that." 

There  is  no  doubt  the  words  were  used, 

and  no  doubt  Mr.   Justice    Field    may 

have     forgotten     a     statement     made 

in     the     course    of     the     argument. 

Bat    I    do     not    mean     to     rely     on 

any     particular     statement     made     in 

the  course  of  argument.     I  rely  on  the 

decision  on  this  very  point.  The  Solicitor 

General  said  that  "  Sharp  v.  Wakefield  " 

did  not  raise  the  question.     Why,  it  is  a 

decision  on  the  very  point  of  the  issue 

raised    by    the    Solicitor    General — the 

point  of  vested  right.    The  Master  of  the 

Bolls  says  this — 

"  In  regard  to  both  cases,  new  licences  and 
renewals,  there  is  given  to  the  Justices  a  dis- 
cretion, and  to  my  mind  it  is  impossible  to  con- 
strue the  words  otherwise  than  to  say  that  the 
discretion  given  to  them  in  both  cases  is  the 
same  in  both  cases,  and  that  in  both  cases  it  is 
unlimited." 

That  is  in  perfect  contradiction  to  the 

Solicitor  General.     Another  Judge,  Lord 

Justice  Fry,  says — 

4 'The  exercise  of  the  discretion  of  the  Justices 
is  one  and  the  same,  both  with  regard  to  per- 
sons who  are  occupying  and  persons  who  are 
about  to  occupy  public  houses.  No  distinction 
is  drawn  between  the  two  claraes.  The  juris- 
diction and  power  of  the  Magistrates  are  alike 
in  both  cases,  and  the  dibcretion  of  the 
Magistrates  is  alike  in  both  cases  " 

It  is  sometimes  said  that  this  is  new  law ; 
but  everyone  acquainted  with  licensing 
knows  that  that  is  not  so.  >  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  West  Ham  said 
he  had  always  been  of  opinion  that  the 
Magistrates  had  absolute  and  uncon- 
trolled discretion,  and  indeed  it  had 
been  laid  down  years  before  by  Chief 
Justice  Cockburn  that  there  was  the 
same  discretion  given  to  Magistrates 
whether  the  licence  was  a  new  one 
or  by  way  of  renewal.  The  Solici- 
tor General  said  that  was  true 
under  the  Act  of  1828,  but  that  it  had 
been  altered  by  the  Acts  of  1872  and 
1874.  When  that  argument  was  ad- 
dressed to  both  the  Court  below  and  the 
Court  of  Appeal  they  brushed  it  aside. 
Therefore,  on  the  law  there  is  not,  and 
never  has  been,  a  shadow  of  founda- 
tion  for  the  unlearned    doubts  of  the 
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Solicitor  General.  That  matter  is  •  npt 
arguable.  It  has  been  settled,  and  long 
settled,  by  the  highest  legal  authority., 
But  then  it  is  said  that,  in  point  pi  fact, 
the  Magistrates  do  always  renew,  except 
for  personal  misconduct  on  -the  part  of 
the  licence  holder.  That  statement  is 
as  unfounded  as  the  law  ,of  the  Solicitor 
General.  I  say  that  the  Magistrates 
have  got  the  power,  and.  are  constantly 
using  the  power,  of-  refusing  these 
licences,  not  on  personal  grounds,  but 
upon  public  grounds,  because  the  houses 
are  not  wanted,  and  that  licences  are  so 
refused  without  compensation,.  But  if 
that  is  so  the  whole  case  for  this  Bill  is 
gone,- and  worse  than  gone,  because  this 
Bill  would  prevent  Magistrates  from 
refusing  to  renew  licences  without  com- 
pensation. Extraordinary  »as  is  the  law 
of  the  Solicitor  .General— the  adviser  of 
the  Crown— it  is  still  more  extraordinary 
that  so  little  of  the  facts  should  be 
known  by  the  administrators  of  the 
Grown.  1  will  refer  the  House  to  a 
Return  of  last  year,  which  contains  a  list 
of  refusals  iof  licences  by  Magistrates  for 
the  year  1886  and  the  four  preceding 
years.  I  call  particular  attention  to  this, 
because  I  undertake  to  show  that  not 
here  and-  there,  and  not  by  scores  but  by 
hundreds,  the  Magistrates  are  refusing 
to  renew  these  licences  on  the  ground  of 
public  interest  alone  and  because  the 
houses  are  not  required.  This  is  not, 
then,  a  dry  question  of  technical  law,  but 
of  actual  public  administration.  I  was 
challenged  on  this  point  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  West  Ham, 
who ,^aSfft  very  extensive  personal  know- 
ledge of  those  matters  ;  but  lie  has  not 
a  knowledge  of  the  practice  throughout 
the  country  such  as  is  shown  in 
the  paper  I  am  about  to  quote. 
Let.  me  give  some  examples.  I  will 
take  the  County  of  Chester.  Hero  are 
two  victuallers7  houses  and  four  beer- 
houses in  the  Leftwich  Division,  of 
which  the  licences  are  refused  on  the 
ground  that  they  are  not  required.  I  do 
not  know  whether  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  (Mr. 
Courtney)  is  in  the  House,  but  here  is 
a  case  from  the  Liskeard  Division 
which  would  interest  him.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  West  Ham 
(Mr.  Forrest  Fulton)  said  he  did  not  care 
about  the  Northampton  case,  as  there 
had  bean  no  appeal  to  Quarter  Sessions 
in  that  instance.  Well,  here  k  a  ease 
Sir   W.  Harcourt 


-where  there  was  an  appeal  to<Qwwtor 
Sessions.  There  are  five  cases  from  the 
Liskeard  Division  where  the  licences  are 
refused  \  and  what  is  the  reasoA,  given  % 
"Licence  not  necessary  for  the  require- 
ments of  the  district,"  "Ditto,  ditto, 
ditto,  ditto."  "  Refusal  to  renew  con- 
firmed on  appeal  to  Quarter  Sessions" 
Is  my  friend  the  Chairman  of  Com* 
mittees  going  to  vote  ?  [Cries  of  "  No* 
no"  from  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway.]  I  am  glad  he  has  so  many 
godfathers  below  the  Gangway,  This 
would  be  an  interesting  case  for.  his 
constituents  to  consider.  There  are  in 
this  Return  three  columns — there  are 
the  licensed  victuallers'  houses,  the  beer- 
houses, and  a  number  of  other  licences. 
As  regards  the  discretion  of  the  Magis- 
trates, and  as  regards  the  right  to  com- 
pensation for  taking  away  the  licences, 
they  all  stand  upon  the  same  footing, 
with  the  exception  of  the  limited  class, 
which  does  not  come  in  here,  of  the  beer- 
houses licensed  before  1869,  and  which. 
are  specially  protected.  If  you  go 
through  this  paper,  you  will  find  hundreds 
of  cases  where  licences  have  been  taken 
away  without  compensation,  and  simply 
on  the  ground  of  .public  interest,  and 
that  the  houses  were  not  required.  I  do 
not  wish  to  weary  the  House;  but  I 
really  do  regard  this  as  the  most 
material  part  of  the  case.  Here  is  a  case 
in  the  county  in  which  I  myself  reside. 
In  the  Eingsclere  Division  of  Hamp- 
shire two  off  beer  licences,,  and  one 
under  the  head  of  "other  licences," 
were  refused  on  the  ground,  "  Licences 
not  required  for  the  accommodation  of 
the  public/'  and  on  nothing  whatever 
of  a  personal  nature.  Then  there  is  a 
case-  from  the  Rossendale  Division. 
Twenty-four  licences  were  refused 
because  of  "  no  necessity  "  simply.  On 
page  12,  I  find  15  "off"  licences 
refused  on  the  ground*  "  Not  required," 
notice  having  been  previously  given  that 
they  would  be  objected  to  on  that 
ground  only. 
Sir  E.  CLARKE :  Off  licences  % 
Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  If  the 
Solicitor  General  is  prepared  to 
set  up  some  more  bad  law  I 
will  argue  that  point;  but  for  the 
present  I  will  undertake  to  say  it  was 
decided  in  the  Darwen  case  and  in 
"  Sharp  v.  ^Wakefield,"  which  was  a  case 
of  an  on  licence,  that  the  discretion  of 
the  Magistrates  is  absolute  in  all  cases. 
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except  in  the  case  of  beerhouses, .  which 
come  tinder  the  Act  of  1869.     In  the 
Leigh  Division  of  Lancashire  48  licences 
for  the   sale   of  beer  off  the  premises 
were  refused  on  the  ground  that  they 
were    not    required.      In     the    Wigan 
Division  of  the  same  county  1 1  licences 
were  refused  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  not  required  in  the  neighbourhood. 
In  fact,  there  is  not  a  single  page  in  this 
Return  in  which  you  will  not  find  that  in 
county  after  county  and  in  borough  after 
borough    the    Magistrates    have    been 
taking  away  these  licences  as  disadvan- 
tageous to  the  public.     The  Magistrates 
have  got  the   power  and  are  using  it. 
Their  consciences  have  been  awakened 
on  this  subject,  and  they  are  doing  the 
Work  which  you  propose  should  be  done 
under  this  Bill  a  great  deal  better  than  it 
would  be  done   if  your  scheme  of  com- 
pensation   were    established.     Whether 
you  take  off  licences  or  on  licences  in 
this  Return  you  will  find  that  the  Magis- 
trates are  now  cancelling  and  refusing  to 
renew   licences  simply  on  the  ground 
that  there   are  too  many  of  them.     On 
page  37  you  will  find  the  Over-Darwen 
case,   and  on  page  38  there  is  a  record 
of  the  refusal  of  31  licences.     In  none 
of  the  cases  mentioned   here  was  any 
compensation    given.    -  Why?    Because 
the   Magistrates  knew  that    they    had 
a  right  to  refuse  these  licences.     The 
President    of    the    Local    Government 
Board,   addressing  the  deputation  from 
the    Church    of     England    Temperance 
Society,  said — 

"  The  ,  Government  were  persuaded  that 
there  was  an  enormous  amount  of  harm  done 
by  the  small  fry  of  public  houses,  houses  of 
comparatively  little  value,  and  which  probably 
would  be  of  no  market  value  if  conducted  in 
such  a  manner  aB  they  would  wish  to  see." 

Well,  if  these  houses  are  of  small 
market  value,  or  of  no  market  value) 
why  pay  compensation  in  respect  of  them  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
West  Ham,  who  is  conversant  with  the 
subject,  has  declared  that  there  are  a 
great  many  public  houses  in  the  country 
and  in  London  which  are  conducted  at  a 
loss,  and  yet  you  propose  to  buy  these 
houses  up  with  public  money.  Was 
there  ever  so  monstrous  a  proposition? 
I  undertake  the  defence  of  the  Magis- 
trates of  this  country  against  the 
Government.  I  say  they  have  not  been 
neglectful  of  their  duty,  and  the  assump- 
tion that  you  must  have  a  Bill  of  this 


kind  because  the  Magistrates -do  not -con* 
trol  these  licences  is  as  unfounded  in  fact 
as  it  is  absolutely  without  foundation  in 
law.     If  it  were  otherwise  the  proper, 
remedy  would  not  be  a  Bill  of  .this  kind, 
but  to  change  the  authority,  to  supersede 
the  trustees,  to  put-  in  the-  place  of  tho 
Magistrates  the  County  Council-  or  some 
other  Representative  Body  which  would 
dothatwhieh  the  Magistrates  ought  to* 
have  done.     The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Hants:  (Mr.    Jeffreys)    complained  'the 
other  night  that  the  police  do  not-report 
,  the  houses  to  the  Magistrates.  •  -  Is* it  not 
perfectly  understood  that -the  -police  aire 
not  expected  to  report  houses,  in  manyi 
cases  ?    I  think  the  Magistrates' would  do 
well  if  they  gave  instructions  to  •  the 
police  4o  be  much  more  careful  about  re- 
porting public  houses  than  they  are  at 
present.     Now,  what  will .  be  the  effect 
,  of  this  legislation  ?   The  result  will  be  to 
,  increase  enormously  in  value  the  property 
of  the  great  Joint  Stock  Brewery  Com- 
panies.    You  are  to  buy  out  the  small 
men,  and  the  big  men-will  be  established 
behind  the    impregnable    barrier   of    a 
guaranteed  monopoly.    A  worse  use  to 
put  the  public  funds  of  the  country  to  I 
cannot  conceive.     In  my  neighbourhood 
the  free  public    houses    are   all    being 
bought  up  by  one  brewer.     If  a  brewer 
owns,  say,  five  public  houses,  and  yon 
buy  up  two,  the  only  result  will  be  to 
increase  the    value    of    the    remaining 
three.     Everyone  knows  that  is  the  way 
the  thing  will  work*   In  my  opinion,  you 
will  not  increase  temperance  in  the  least 
if  you  leave  three  public  houses  out  of 
five  in  a  village.     There  will  still  be  as 
muchdrunkennessas  when  there  werefive. 
I  remember-  the  late  Mr.  Henley,  who 
wa8.on6  of  the  most-  sagacious  men  who 
ever  sat  in  this  House,  saying  that  it  was 
a  vain  thing  to  imagine  that  by  buying 
up  one  or  two  public  houses  here  and 
there  temperance  would  be    promoted. 
I  believe,  from  what  I  have  heard  since, 
that    that    opinion     is.  perfectly    well 
founded.      This  purchase    operation    of 
yours,  involving  an  outlay  of  £350,000 
a  year,  will  act  like  the  Sinking  Fund, 
which  keeps  up  the  price  of  Consols,  for 
it  will  keep  up.  the  price  of  public  houses 
all  over  the  country  in  the  interest  of 
the  great  breweries.     You  do  not  tell  the 
County  Councils  on  what  principles  they 
are  to  buy.     You  do  not  all  go  as  far  as 
the  Solicitor    General,    or    that    ultra- 
publican  the  Member  for  JSonjbh  Tyrone 
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(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell) ;  but  yon  say  that 
■omething  must  be  given  to  the  publican* 
because  they  have  an  expectation  worth 
something,  and  in  consequence  you  pro- 
pose to  buy  up  some  of  the  public  houses 
and  to  increase  the  value  of  the 
remainder.  A  paper  has  been  handed 
about  this  afternoon  respecting  the  argu- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
on  the  Probate  Duty.  The  noble  Lord 
thinks  he  has  made  a  great  discovery — 
so  he  has.  It  is  one  of  the  most  remark- 
able mare's  nests  ever  brought  to  light. 
The  Inland  Revenue  officers  will  always 
get  money  out  of  everything  they  can. 
Do  you  suppose  that  if  a  man  at  the 
time  of  his  death  was  in  possession  of 
smuggled  goods  they  would  not  take 
probate  on  them?  Of  course  they 
would.  To  say  that  the  practice  of  the 
Inland  Revenue  officers  on  a  matter  of 
this  kind  makes  any  difference  is 
altogether  an  absurdity.  Of  course  this 
scheme  will  operate  exactly  like  a 
tontine.  You  will  buy  out  some  public 
houses  and  increase  the  value  of  the 
remainder.  You  propose  to  weed  the 
garden  of  the  public  houses  so  as  to 
allow  the  plants  that  are  left  to  grow  to 
gigantic  size.  You  have  no  right  to 
impose  upon  the  County  Councils  the 
duty  which  you  propose  to  put  upon 
them  without  telling  them  the  principles 
upon  which  they  are  to  act.  It  is  not  fair 
to  them  or  to  the  public.  You  say  this  Bill 
does  not  involve  compensation.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  pointed  out  that  such 
a  statement  was  against  common  sense. 
What  will  the  publicans  say  to  this  Bill? 
Will  they  think  it  does  not  involve  com- 
pensation ?  I  received  the  other  day — I 
suppose  as  a  mark  of  their  confidence — 
the  last  number  of  a  publication  called 
Brewers  and  Distillers,  in  which  it  is 
said : — 

"  It  may  be  wise  or  very  much  otherwise  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  from  a  strictly 
Party  point  of  view,  to  re-introduce  the 
dropped  compensation  clauses  under  cover  of 
a  Local  Taxation  Bill.  With  that  we  have 
nothing  to  do.  The  sole  question  for  us  is 
whether,  assuming  the  Government  to  be 
strong  enough  to  carry  these  clauses  in  the 
teeth  of  opposition  from  hot  foes  and  luke- 
warm friends,  the  liquor  trade  is  likely  to 
stand  on  a  firmer  footing." 

And  the  conclusion  at  which  they  arrive 
is  this : — 

"If  Lord  Salisbury  and  his  Colleagues  and 
supporters  succeed  in  passing  this  Bill,  the 
Sir  W.  Harcourt 


trade,  as  a  guild  and  vested  interest,  will  have 
no  need  of  any  further  plea  for  compensa- 
tion." 

There  is  only  one  condition  they  make, 
and  that  is :  that  the  off-licences  shall  be 
included  in  the  Bill,  in  order  that  the 
principle  of  compensation  may  apply  to 
every  kind  of  licence;  and  that  is  the 
concession  which  the  Government  have 
made  to  the  Church  of  England  Temper- 
ance Society. 

•Mb.  RITCHIE :  That  wasnot  at  all  what 
the  Church  of  England  Temperance 
Society  asked.  What  they  asked  was 
that  so  far  as  the  Suspensory  Clauses 
were  concerned,  off-licences  should  he 
included. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  Well,  Sir,  how- 
ever  that  may  be,  in  my  opinion  this 
Bill  was  introduced,  not  because  the 
Magistrates  cannot  and  do  not  terminate 
licences,  but  because  they  can  and  do ; 
and  because  the  publicans  are  now  find- 
ing out  that  public  houses  are  being  put 
an  end  to  without  compensation,  they 
demand  a  Bill  which  will  ensure  that 
they  shall  not  be  put  an  end  to  without 
compensation  in  the  future.  You  say 
that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Magistrates 
will  remain  unimpaired.  Well,  I  think 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  has  pretty  well  exposed  that 
statement.  You  cannot  have  two  Kings 
of  Brentford  smelling  of  the  same  publio 
house.  Take  the  Red  Lion  or  the  Bin 
Boar.  The  County  Council  say  to  t 
Magistrates,  "  It  is  a  bad  house,  refm 
the  licence."  The  Magistrates  will  si 
to  the  County  Council,  "Is  it  a 
house  ¥  Then  b  ty  it  up."  That  will 
the  position  between  those  two 
The  Home  Secretary  says  that  the  Con 
Council  will  be  able  to  offer  a  partic 
sum  for  a  house,  and  say,  <(  If  you  do 
take  a  particular  sum  we  will  go  to 
friends,  the  Magistrates,  and  get  the 
take  away  the  licence."  I  should  lik 
know  what  will  to-morrow  be 
view  of  the  trade  on  that  th 
of  the  Home  Secretary.  You 
to  offer  them  a  particular  sum,  an 
they  do  not  take  that,  you  are  to 
them  no  compensation  at  all.  A 
unjust,  or  a  more  indefensible  procee 
I  never  heard.  How  can  the  Magist 
continue,  as  they  are  now  doing,  to 
an  end  to  licences  when  you  e 
special  body  for  the  purpose  of  bu; 
them  out?  It  is  quite  obvious, 
my    right    hon.    Friend    the    Mem 
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lor    Mid  Lothian    has    said,    that    you 

will  entirely  paralyse   their  authority. 

I  was  much  struck  by  what  the   hon. 

Baronet  the  Member  for  Manchester  said 

in  his  speech  the  other  night,  that  he 

thought    it  was  very   likely   that    the 

County  Councils  would  not  exercise  the   »U»£Sul,/fcetter  done  without  it. 

power  you  give  them.     I  am  sure^tepe  fsay  that  you  are  going  by  this  Bi 

they  will  not.     I  hope   pubjw/'opinion 

will  be  strong  enough  to^gfrevent  their 

paralysing  the  hands  of/the  Magistrates 

and  wasting  public  ny&ney.     I  hope  the 

London   County   Cojdncil  will   take  the 

view  it  seems  disposed  to  take,  and  re- 
pudiate altogethpfr  an  office  which,  in  my 

opinion,  can lafcly  be   exercised  to  the 

public  disadvantage.     I  cannot  conceive 

on  what  manciple  the  County  Councils 

will  proofed.      The  haggling  for  these 

public  bouses  was  described  by  the  Home 

Secretary  in  a  most  amusing  form.     He 

**id/£he  County  Councils  would  hold  up 

to  |tem  the  figure  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 

Member  for  Cockermouth,  and  tell  the 

flublicans  that  if  they  did  not  take  a  par- 
ticular sum  a  worse  thing  would  happen 

•to  them,  that  then  they  would  point  to 
^"  Sharp  v.  Wakefield/'  and  that  that 
.  would  induce  the  publican  to  take  a  small 
1   sum.     But,  Sir,  the  publican  will  say,  "I 

do  not  care  for  that  case.     That  was  only 

decided  by  the  Judges  of  the  land.     I 

have  got  the  Solicitor  General   on  my 

side.     What  do  I  care  about  the  Member 

for  Cockermouth  ?    I  have  got  the  Home 

Secretary  on  my  side."    And,  therefore, 

I  venture  to  say  this  manner  of  putting 

down  the  publicans  will  be  totally  un- 
successful. It  is  said  that  we  are  incon- 
sistent on  this  side  of  the  House  in  taking 

this  course  on  the  subject  of  compensa- 
tion.    I  deny  that.     In  the  year  1883  I 

stated  these  views  on   the  part  of  the 

Cabinet    after    mature    deliberation — a 

Cabinet  of  which  both  the  noble  Lord  the 

Member  for  Rossendale,  and  the   right 

hon.   Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 

Birmingham  were  Members.      In  that 

year  the  Cabinet  expressed  a  deliberate 

determination    to  support  the   principle 

of     local     option,     and     the     transfer 

of  the  power  of  the  Magistrates  to  an 

Elective  Body.    That  will  be  found  stated 

in  the   Debate  of   1883,   and    to  those 

principles  we  adhere  exactly  in  the  form 

they  were  then  stated.      I  stated  then 

that  we  supported  and  recommended  the 

transfer  of  power  to  the  authority  of  a 

Representative  Body,  without  any  pro- 
posal of  compensation.    Now,  Sir,  it  is 


said  that  the  Temperance  Party  accept  a 
great  responsibility  in  declining  this 
measure.  I  a^fmit  that  entirely,  and 
we  accept  thve  responsibility.  I  say 
that  this  BQ1  does  nothing  for  the 
cause  of  temperance  which  is  not  equally 

You 
say  tnac  you  are  going  by  this  Bill  to 
suspend  the  issue  of  further  licences.  I 
am  obliged  to  say  to  that  "  Thank  you 
for  nothing."  The  fact  is  that  no  new 
licences  are  being  issued  by  the  Magis- 
trates of  this  country  except  upon  the 
conditions  which  you  propose  by  this 
Bill.  We  have  already  got  that 
security  in  an  ample  form  by  public 
opinion  and  the  action  of  the  Magistrates, 
and  I  deny  that  it  is  any  advantage  that 
you  offer  to  the  temperance  cause.  Then 
you  say  that  you  get  rid  of  the  small  fry 
of  the  public  houses  by  this  Bill ;  I  say 
that  the  Magistrates  have  the  power  and 
are  getting  rid  of  them  already.  You 
say  that  we  must  go  by  degrees  in  this 
matter.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  great 
change  of  this  kind  can  be  made  suddenly, 
but  the  Magistrates  are  going  by 
degrees,  and  I  hope  that  every  day 
they  will  go  faster  in  the  exercise 
of  their  authority.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
has  shown  conclusively  that  this  Bill  will 
practically  paralyse  the  power  of  the 
Magistrates,  and  that  it  is  an  enormous 
evil.  That  is  the  good  which  you  pro- 
fess. I  say  that  all  the  good  you  profess 
can  be  done,  and  is  being  done  now,  and 
we  prefer  to  be  left  alone.  But  this  Bill 
not  only  does  no  good  which  is  not  being 
accomplished,  but  it  does  a  great  deal  of 
evil.  The  evil  you  are  doing  by  this 
Bill,  in  my  opinion,  is  that  you  are 
giving  a  practical  recognition  by  Statute 
to  a  portentous  monopoly.  That  is  a 
very  great  evil,  whatever  you  may  intend 
— and  I  am  not  bringing  a  charge  of  any 
evil  intention  against  the  Government ; 
on  the  contrary,  I  believe  that  they  have 
the  best  intention  in  this  matter — but  we 
believe  that  the  result  of  your  action 
will  be  for  the  first  time  to  give  Parlia- 
mentary sanction  to  and  a  permanent 
property  in  licences ;  that  you  will  have 
accomplished  that  which  your  predecessors 
in  legislation  desired  specially  to  prevent 
— namely,  that  licences  should  have 
anything  more  than  an  annual  existence. 
You  are  creating  by  implication  in  this 
Bill  a  freehold  property  of  millions  of 
money  which  will  hang  like  a  millstone 
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pound  the  neck  of  society;  in  this  country,- 
and  that  is  an  enormous  *eviL  As  to  the 
fallacy,  that  this  money  V^U  come  from 
drinky  I  need  say  nothifo?;  the  right 
hon.  •  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  has  said  enough  wifch  regard  to 
that.  These  we  believe  to  b^  tfie  evil 
conseqnenoes  of  your  legislation;  we 
cannot  and- will  not  consent  to  it.  We 
believe  that  so  far  from  advancing  the 
cause  of  temperance  it  will  greatly  retard 
it.  We  believe  that,  whatever  you  may 
intend,  it  is  an  insidious  and  a  fatal  blow 
to  the  future  prospects  of  the  Temper- 
ance cause.  You  say  that  you  have  got 
the  support  of  the  Church  of  England 
Temperance  Society.  Yes,  1  know,  but  I 
think  you  will  find  that  the  Church  of 
England  Temperance  Society  does  not 
now  represent,  and  never  has  represented, 
the  great  body  of  the  Temperance  Party  in 
this  country.  They  have  had  many  ques- 
tions which  they  have  preferred  to  that 
of  temperance  at  the  critical  moment, 
and  though  they  may  have  one  eye  upon 
the  Compensation  Bill,  they  have  the 
other  eye  upon  the  next '  Bill  which  is 
coming  betore  the  House^the  Tithe  Bill, 
and  do  not  suppose  that  with  the  Tem- 
perance Party  in  this  country  the  execu- 
tive caucus  of  the  Church  of  England 
Temperance  Society"  is  going*  to  carry 
any  considerable  weight.  Then  you  have 
got  the  aid  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone.  Well,  you  have  used  that  in- 
strument so  often  that  you  have  used  it 
up.  The  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
is  a  faithful  and  well-trained  setter,  who 
at  the  crack  of  the  Government  whip  is 
always  ready  to  go  "  down-charge. "  As 
to  the  influence  he  will  give  you  with 
the  Temperance  Party,  why,  his  influence 
with  to-day  is  about  on  a  level  with  his 
influence  with  the  tenants  of  Ireland. 
He  has  been  advocating  both,,  and  he  has 
deserted  both.  The  hon.  Member  has 
spoken  very  freely  of  me,  and  I  may 
speak  freely  of  him. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
I  have  not  the  slightest  objection. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  I  am  sure  he 
has  not,  because  he  is  a  fighting  man. 
Well,  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Cockermouth  said  that  you  would  carry 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill.  Of 
course  you  will.  Why,  with  your  com- 
posite majority  you  will  carry  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  but  when  you  carry 
the  Second  Reading  you  will  not  have 
advanced  very  far  upon  your  road. .  You 
Sir  W.  Hareourt 


are*  only  at1  the  commencement  ef  this 
struggle,  and  depend  upon  it  we  mean 
to  fight  it  out  to  the  end.  -  The  con- 
sequences are  too  tremendous,* -the  stake 
is  too  immense,  to  be  settled  by  a  single 
Division.  We  shall  offer  to  this  Bill,  at 
every  stage  of  it,  the  most  persistent  and 
determined  resistance.  We*  are  resolved 
that  th^'^ountry  shall  have  time  to 
understand  ttlft  whole  question,  and  the 
liabilities  in  wffljpb  it  involves  it.  We 
are  determined  tha(t  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country  shall  knowNwhat  it  is  that  this 
Bill  makes  them  responsible  for  now, 
and  what  it  will  make^t^em  responsible 
for  in  the  future.  We  *j*uV*e  that  it 
erects  an  insuperable  barri«F  against  the 
hopes  of  temperance  reformV  We  shall 
resist  this  measure  to  the  be^t  of  our 
abilities  in  this  Parliament,  ami*  *f  T°n 
should  succeed  in  carrying  it  intoi^  effect 
in  this  Parliament,  we  believe  that  tbere 
is  no  count  in  the  indictment  we  sWI 
bring  against  you  in  the  next  which  w)U 
more  entirely  condemn  you  than  this.  •• 
•(11.22.)  Thb  FIRST  LORD  op  thi* 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster):  We  are  accustomed  to 
hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
language  such  as  that  with  which  he  has 
just  concluded  his  speech.  We  are  fre- 
quently told  that  the  Second  Reading  of 
a  Bill  may  be  carried,  that  we  are 
beginning  a  great  struggle,  and  -that  the 
consequences  which  will  follow  are  to 
be  tremendous.  We  have  encountered 
such  things  in  the  past,  and  we  hope  to 
encounter  them  successfully  in  the  future, 
and  even  if  this  Bill  does  becomes  law  we 
shall  face  that  indictment  which  he  says 
he  will  make  against  us  in  the  country 
without  feeling  that  alarm  which  he  pre- 
sages for  us.  We  are  told  that  the  country 
shall  know  what  this  Bill  makes  them 
responsible  for.  That  is  the  one  thing  which 
we  most  heartily  desire.  No  measure- 
has  been  at  any  time  submitted  to  Par- 
liament with  regard  to  which  so  much 
misapprehension,  not  to  say  misrepresen- 
tation has  been  prevalent.  We  are  told 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this 
Bill  will  place  an  insuperable  barrier 
against  temperance  reform.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  good  enough  to  give 
the  Government  credit  for  good  inten* 
tions,  and  I  suppose  he  will  give  ub 
credit  for  ordinary  intelligence.  I  am 
unable  to  see  by  what  means  a  measare 
which  proposes  to  prohibit  the  issue  of 
fresh  licences,  which  affords  facilities  for 
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*Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH*:  ^Well,  then,,it  is 
not  4a  be  understood  that  during-  the  last 
five  years  Magistrates  have  refused  the 
renewal  of    public    house    licences  by 
hundreds  }<4hat  is  not  to  be  understood, 
and,  therefore*   the  power  not   having 
been  exercised,  we    are    in  face-  of  -a 
.difficulty  which  renders-  it  necessary  for 
•the  House  to  consider  whether  it  is,  on 
the    whole,    advisable-  in     the    public 
interests  that   things  should  remain- as 
they  are.     I  say  that  the  number  of 
oases  shown  in  this  Return  of  refusals  to 
renew  licences  on  -the  ground  of  their 
not-  being  <  required  is  46  only  in  the  five 
years*-     The    total    number    of    public 
house  licences  refused  in  the  five  years 
was  432,    Of  thtise,  386  were  refused  on 
the  ground  of  misconduct  or  because  of 
the  houses  themselves  being  sunt,  up ;  46 
were-  refused  on-  other,  grounds    than 
those  $  and  as  regards  those  46,  26  were 
not    appealed    from.      There    were^  20 
appeals ;  of  those  20  appeals .  15  were 
successful,  and  the  licences  were  granted 
on  appeal ;  and  in.  only  five  cases  were 
the   refusals  confirmed. .    According  to 
this  Return  we  have,  therefore,  the  net 
result  that  in  five  years  46  public  houses, 
an  England: and  Wales,  out  of  a  total  of 
67,125,  were  closed  because  they  were 
not  required*  in  the  judgment  pf  the 
•Magistrates,  for  the  convenience  of  the 
neighbourhood.  -  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man may  be  of  opinion,  that  that,  is  a 
satisfactory  result  and  that  it  is  desirable 
to  maintain  that  total  number  of  67,000 ; 
but  we  do  not  agree  with  him.  in  that 
view.     We  think  it  is- expedient,  not- 
withstanding the:  dangers  which,  be  has 
shadowed    forth,    to    supplement     the 
machinery    which    is    in  existence  for 
regulating  the  number  of  public  houses 
in  England  by  allowing  a  representative 
Local  Authority.to  exercise  the  influence, 
power,    and  •  knowledge     its    members 
possess  in  order  to  diminish  the  number 
of    houses  which   offer  temptations  to 
drink.     I  will  .not  enter  into  the  argu- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
the  law  of  the  case  ;  I  am.  not  dealing 
with  the  law.;   I  am  dealing  with  ..the 
facts ',  and  I  think  I  have  adduced  enough 
to  show  that  Magistrates  have  not  the 
power  to  reduce  licences,,  or.  do  not  like 
to   exercise   it  on   their  own   responsi- 
bility.     Coming    to    another    point,    I 
think    it   is  right    the    House    should 
know  that  there  is  no  trade  carried  on  in 
this  country  which  is  more  constantly 


isbiaigui.the^  number  >  of  ^public 

houses,  places  i Wn\  intolerable- -barrier, 

against  temperance-  reforav      At  •  the 

'beginning'  oi  his-  speech^ the.  right-  hon. 

gentleman  constaniote^'wJmtJappeared  to 

.me  to v be  a  serious  indictment^againsttbe 

Magistrates  of  the  couhtsy,*  although,  he 

was  gocd  enough  <t&  say.  that  he  believed. 

the.  Magistrates  hady  onthe, 'Whole,  done 

their  duty and  •.  had  acted dn^accordance 

with«public -opindonyjand  fead. sought  to. 

diminish  or  control  the  issue  of  licences 

so  that  they  ahould.not  be *  *in  .excess  of 

the  .  wants  cof    the  community.    .There 

was -one.  interesting  portion.,  also  of  the 

right  honj  Gentleaman'B  speech,  in  which. 

be  referred  to  a  Return presented  to, the, 

.House  •  last  year,,  and  -  from. ;  which  he 

argued  that  a  great  reduction .  in  the 

number  v  of    public    houses,  iiad    been 

effected  during  the  last,fivo.or  six  years, 

by  the^  Magistrates^.  The  Return,  pur- 

ported  to 'be  a,Rekii^of.the.,number,  of. 

•licences    for-   the  r  sale  v.  of  intoxicating; 

liquors    in.  which    renewal. .has    been 

refused  in  1886  and  tbev*f our  preceding 

years.     In  th^.  summary,  at- the  , end  of 

the  Return  it  is  shown  -that  ,in  .England 

and  >Wales  -432  publicans'  -  licences  i  were  • 

refused' in  the.  five  years/from,  all  causes 

Sm  wl  HARCOURT:  2,241  licences 
of  every  description,  wese. ..refused. 
i  *Ma.  W. .  H.  SMEFHc  The  numbers: 
axe'  432  publicans'  licences  ;•  832  beer 
house  licences-;  ,andi upwards,  of,  900 
other  licences;  I  think,  that  the  right 
hem.'  Gentleman  said  that  the  Magistrates 
are.  refusing  licences  by  .the.  hundreds, 
and  I  think  he  left  it  to.be  inferred  that 
thoae  •  t  were  »  licences ;  .that  .•  the  County 
Council  would  deal  with  under  this  Bill. 

Sir  W.  f  HARGOUOT :  No,.  1  said 
scores* .  I  said  •  there  > were  .hundreds  of 
licences  of  all  descriptions. ,.  Of  -  course, 
the  <  publicans'  :  licences .  are.  much  the 
lower. 

,  *Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH.;  Now,  I  think  we 
are  getting  to  the  facts  of  the.  case.  I 
understand  that  the- hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Cockermooth  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barorow  desire,  above  all  to 
see  the  number,  ■  of  -  public  houses 
diminished,  because  it  is  the  public  house 
which,  is  the  danger  to  the  community. 
Now,  instead,  of  .  these  public  houses 
being,  refuse^  ixy  the  bundred  on  other 

grounds  than  misconduct . 

,  Sir  W.  HABCQURT:  No,  I  do  not 
say-that* 
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subjected  to  Probate  Duty  than  is  the 
irade  of  the  publican.  When  the  Office 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
held  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
and  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  Probate  Duty  was  exacted  as 
now  upon  the  goodwill,  and  upon  the 
leases  of  publicans  to  a  larger  extent, 
and  in  a  larger  proportion  than  it  was 
-exacted,  or  is  exacted,  upon  any  other 
trade.  A  paper  has  been  handed  me 
to-day  by  the  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ment showing  in  several  cases  the 
amounts  of  valuation  for  probate,  as 
compared  with  the  amounts  at  which 
publicans  had  been  assessed  to  Income 
Tax  ;  and  the  figures  in  three  cases  are  as 
follows :  Income,  £300 ;  probate,  £1,000 ; 
income,  £200 ;  probate,  £1,000  ;  income, 
£600 ;  probate,  £2,300.  These  amounts 
are  larger  in  proportion  than  in  almost 
any  trade  that  is  carried  on  in  the  City 
of  London. 

Sie  W.  HARCOURT  :  On  how  many 
years'  purchase  is  assessment  made  ¥ 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  find  that  £2,000  is  10  years' 

purchase  of  a  house  assessed  in  Sche- 
dule D  at  £200;  that  £1,000  is  five 
years'  puchase  of  a  house  assessed  at 
£200 ;  that  £800  value  is  three  and  a 
•quarter  years'  of  a  house  assessed  at 
£250  a  year,  and  so  on.  I  hope  I  have 
convinced  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  value  of  this  property  depends 
entirely  upon  the  licence,  and  that  the 
Inland  Revenue,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  the  Government  have 
assessed  Probate  Duty  at  three,  and,  in 
.some  instances,  10  years'  purchase.  As 
regards  the  lease,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  himself  aware  of  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  Property  Tax 
is  paid  under  Schedule  A.  An  examina- 
tion of  Schedule  A  shows  that  of  two 
houses,  one  being  precisely  the  same  in 
accommodation  as  the  other  and  of  the 
same  value,  except  so  far  as  the  licence 
is  concerned,  the  licensed  house  pays 
upon  £140  a  year,  while  the  unlicensed 
house  pays  £100.  Then,  again,  so  far 
as  Succession  Duty  is  concerned,  the 
owner  of  the  licensed  house  pays  upon 
the  capitalised  value  of  £140  a  year  as 
•distinguished  from  the  capitalised  value 
of  the  unlicensed  house  at  £100  a  year. 
The  assumption  of  the  Inland  Revenue, 
therefore,  is  that  the  licence  will  be 
renewed  unless  there  is  any  fault  on  the 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


part  of  the  individual  himself ;  and  the 
evidence  furnished  by  this  Return  shows 
that  in  only  31  cases  altogether  out  of 
67,000  in  five  years  has  the  licence  been 
refused  on  the  ground  of  public  necessity. 
1  observe  in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  there  was  a 
singular  tendency  to  hark  back  to  the 
extraordinary  view  of  Free  Trade  which 
I  believe  he  at  some  time  entertained. 
He  referred  to  a  system  which  prevailed 
in  Liverpool  some  years  ago.     We   all 
remember  when  Free  Trade  in  licences  ex- 
isted in  Liverpool,  but  we  also  remember 
that  universal  public  opinion  put  an  end 
to  that  Free  Trade,  audit  was  denounced 
as  being  most  injurious  to  the  interests 
of  the  community.     Do  what  we  will, 
we  have  to  face  a  problem,  and  if  we 
can  by  any  means  reduce  the  number 
of  public  houses  we  shall,  I  believe,  be 
doing  great  benefit  to  the  community. 
I  will  not  at  this  hour  detain  the  House 
at  any  length,  but  I  must  say  a  word  as 
to  the  extraordinary  misconception  which 
prevails  with  regard  to  this  Bill     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  says  that 
if  this  Bill  passes  it  will    paralyse  the 
action    of    the    Magistrates.     1    have 
already  shown  what  that  action  4s  at  the 
present  time,  and  that  only  31   public 
houses  in  five  years  have  been  closed 
owing  to  the  extraordinary  action  of  the 
Magistrates.     There   appears    to    be  an 
impression  abroad  that  this  Bill  is  differ- 
ent from  what  it  really  is.     I  have  here 
a  Circular  from  the  Congregational  Union 
of  England  and  Wales — a  most  respect- 
able  body,  quite  incapable  of  making 
intentional  misrepresentations.     In  that 
Circular  they  protest  against  the  prin- 
ciple of  compensation  for  non-renewed 
licences    for     the     sale     of     alcoholic 
liquors     being     created     by    Act    of 
Parliament,     or     a    right    given     for 
continuation    of    licence.      That    is  an 
entire  and    absolute   misrepresentation. 
The  power  to  purchase  licences  depends 
upon  a  licence  being  in  existence.      If  a 
licence  had  not  been  renewed  it  could 
not  be  purchased.     It  would  be  contrary 
to  law,  and  it  would  be  a  breach  of  the 
law  if  any  money  were  given  to  any  per- 
son for  any  licence    which    had  been 
refused.    To  represent  this  as  compensa- 
tion for   non-renewed  licences  for  the 
sale  of  alcoholic  liquor  is  to  state  what  is 
not  the  fact.      It  is  only  necessary  to 
read  the  words  of  the  clause  by  which 
the  County  Council  are  empowered — 
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"  To  agree  with  any  person  having  any  in- 
terest in  premises  in  the  county  in  respect  of 
which  a  licence  has  been  granted,  with  the 
view  of  such  premises  ceasing  to  be  used  for 
the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor,1* 

to  Bee  that  if  the  licence  has  been 
refused  there  is  no  power  in  the 
County  Council  to  give  any  compensa- 
tion to  the  possessor  of  the  licence.  The 
clause  is  an  absolute  negative  to  the  pro- 
position in  the  Circular  I  have  alluded 
to.  Then  1  have  received  a  letter  from 
a  gentleman  belonging  to  the  Congrega- 
tional Church  in  Crediton  (Mr.  F.  Allen), 
in  which  he  says  that  if  the  basis  of  com- 
pensation could  be  shifted  from  the 
fictitious  ground  of  legal  right  or  vested 
interest  and  payment  be  made  only  on 
the  basis  of  deprivation  of  annual  income, 
he  believed  that  the  great  bulk  of  the 
people  would  support  the  proposal.  The 
suggestions  made  in  that  letter  are  in 
entire  harmony  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  The  gentleman  knows  nothing 
at  all  about  it,  but  says  that  if 
the  basis  of  the  payment  made 
was  on  account  of  an  individual  being 
deprived  of  his  means  of  livelihood 
the  public  generally  would  support 
the  Bill.  That  is  precisely  what  we 
intend  to  do.  We  must  come  to  this 
conclusion — that,  whatever  the  law  may 
be,  the  licences  are  renewed.  I  have 
shown  that  the  reduction  effected  in 
the  number  of  licences,  on  the  ground 
that  they  are  not  required,  is  absolutely 
infinitesimal.  There  is  no  progress 
whatever  made  in  that  direction,  because 
the  Magistrates  have  before  them  the 
knowledge  that  these  men  have  a  pro- 
perty in  their  licences  and  the  goodwill 
of  their  houses,  and  that  it  would  be 
absolutely  unjust  to  deprive  them  of  it 
unless  they  have  committed  some 
offence.  Even  a  Magistrate  who  is  a 
teetotaler  feels  that  he  would  be  com- 
miting  a  personal  wrong  in  such  circum- 
stances. By  this  Bill  we  put  no  restraint 
whatever  upon  the  power  of  the  Magis- 
trates to  renew  licences;  we  do  not  para- 
lyse their  action  in  the  slightest  degree. 
There  is  the  evidence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  that 
the  Magistrates  are  doing  their  duty 
with  the  consciousness  that  the  eye  of 
the  public  is  upon  them.  I  could  give 
the  House  further  instances  in  regard 
to  the  valuation  of  goodwill,  but  there  is 
one  fact  to  which  I  would  wish  to  call 
attention.  In  all  these  numerous 
instances  of  probate  being  charged  upon 


the  goodwill,  no  single  application  for  a 
return  of   the  duty   can   be  traced  at 
Somerset  House,    although  the  person 
who  paid  the  tax  would  be  entitled  to 
make  such  an  application  if  the  licence 
were  not  renewed.     Therefore,  it  can  be 
fairly  inferred  that  the   licences  hava 
always  been  carried  on  to  the  successors. 
One  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  was  also 
the   Chairman  of  an  important  County 
Council,    has    stated    that  he   did    not 
anticipate  the  least  difficulty  in  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Bill ;   and  I  do- 
not  apprehend  that  the  London  County 
Council  will  hesitate  to  discharge  a  duty 
which  the  Legislature  has  imposed  upon, 
it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  gave  us  an  alarming  forecast  of 
the  terrible  consequences  of  the  passing  of 
this  Bill.     He  has  told  us  we  are  only  at 
the    commencement    of  opposition  that 
will  take  the  most  extreme  shape,  and 
that  if  the  Act  passes  the  consequences  to 
us  will  be  most  disastrous — tremendous, 
I  think,  he  said.     But  I  believe  that  the 
consequences    of    the    Bill,  though  not 
tremendous    even    for  good,   will  tend 
greatly  to  the  advancement  of  temper- 
ance.    There    is  no  compulsion  on  the 
Councils  to  buy,  and  there  is  none  on  the 
publicans  to  sell.     I  myself  rather  wel- 
come a  proposal  which  does  not  involve 
that  unpleasant  word  "  compulsion  " — a 
word    that    seems  so  grateful  to  hon. 
Gentlemen    opposite.       But    there    are 
many  persons  throughout  the   country 
who  are  most  desirous  to  diminish  the 
number  of  public  houses,  and  there  are- 
many  landowners  who  will  gladly  assist 
the    County   Councils  in  the   work  of 
reduction.       Many     who    have    strong 
interests  in  promoting  order  and  peace, 
and  morality  in    their   neighbourhoods 
will  do  their    utmost,  now  that  these 
facilities  are  provided,  to  help  to  make 
the  machinery  of  the  measure  operate. 
At  any  rate,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  has  admitted,  this  Bill  is  an 
honest    attempt   on    the    part    of     the 
Government  to  abate  an  evil.     How  was. 
it  that  we  were  able  to  introduce  this, 
scheme?      The      Chancellor     of      the 
Exchequer,  in  his  opening  Budget  state- 
ment, had  to  confess  that  there  was  an 
enormous  increase  in  the  consumption  of 
drink.     It  was  believed  that  the  work  of 
the  Temperance  Party  had  arrested  that 
consumption.      But  it  has  been  shown 
that,    with    increasing    prosperity    and 
ability  to  purchase,  those  who  desire  to 
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possess  themselves  of  alcohol  have  largely 
given  way  to  the  temptation.  The  tem- 
perance movement  has  failed  to  arrest 
the  desire,  and  if,  with  higher  wages,  we 
have  bnt  to  look  for  a  larger  Drink  Bill, 
there  is  a  sufficient  reason  why  the 
Government  should  believe  that  the 
House  and  the  country  are  prepared  to 
assent  to  the  restrictions  which  we 
propose  on  the  facilities  for  drink- 
ing. The  circumstances  under  which 
the  Bill  was  prepared  not  only 
justified  it,  but  made  it  imperative. 
Reference  has  been  made  to  the  working 
classes  in  this  debate,  and  I  can  only  say 
that  it  is  not  for  us  to  place  temptations 
in  their  way.  It  is  for  us  to  lessen  those 
temptations  if  we  have  the  power  to  do 
80,  but  we  can  hardly  say  to  those  men, 
"  We  can  trust  you  with  the  franchise, 
but  we  cannot  trust  you  with  the  control 
of  your  own  appetites.'1  I  admit  that  it 
is  desirable  that  we  should  do  our  best 
to  reduce  the  number  of  public  houses, 
but  it  is  absolutely  impossible  to  carry 
out  any  scheme  amounting  to  a  total 
prohibition  of  the  traffic.  There  is  another 
point  to  which  1  wish  to  refer,  and  that 
is  to  a  Resolution  moved  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham,  on 
March  13,  1877.     It  was  as  follows:— 

"  That  it  ia  desirable  to  empower  the  Town 
Councils  of  boroughs  under  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Acts  to  acquire  compulsorily  on  pay- 
ment of  fair  compensation  the  existing  interests 
of  the  retail  sale  of  intoxicating  drinks  within 
their  respective  districts;  and  thereafter  if  they 
see  fit  to  carry  on  the  trade  for  the  convenience 
of  the  inhabitants,  hut  so  that  no  individual 
shall  have. any  interest  in,  nor  derive  any  profit 
from,  the  sale." 

That  Resolution  was  supported  by, 
among  others,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield,  and  even  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth  himself.  It  is  clear,  therefore, 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  was  at  one  time,  if 
he  is  not  now,  willing  to  give  fair  com- 
pensation to  the  publican.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,,  it  is  said,  are  now  alarmed 
at  the  enormous  figures  that  have  been 
brought  forward  to  show  the  vast  cost 
that  would  be  involved  in  acquiring  the 
entire  trade  ;  but,  Sir,  I  have  always 
denied  the  expediency  of  such  a  course, 
and  the  Government  have  no  intention 
of  seeking  to  acquire  the  entire  trade. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has 
spoken  of  it  costing  from  £250,000,000 
10^400,000,000  to.  give,  fair  compe^isa- 
Mr.  W.  It.  Smith 


tion  to  all  who  are  interested  in  the  trade, 
but  I  repeat  the  Government  are  opposed 
to  such  an  idea.  We  certanly  think 
that  the  number  of  licences  is  too  large. 
We  desire  to  diminish  them,  but  we  do 
not  desire,  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division,  to  pay  £250,000,000  of  public 
money  in  compensation  in  order  to 
acquire  the  interest  of  everybody  en- 
gaged in  the  liquor  trade.  We  do  not  ask 
that  any  considerable  number  of  persons 
shall  be  compensatedcompulsorily  because 
we  do  not  propose  to  take  any  parson's 
trade  by  compulsion,  and  do  not,  therefore, 
propose  to  compensate  anybody.  What 
we  do  propose  is  that,  at  the  discretion  of 
the  Representative  Authority,  power  shall 
be  given  to  that  authority  to  purchase 
houses  where  they  are  admitted  to  be  in 
excess  of  the  needs  of  the  population. 
I  say  th.at  it  is  possible  to  diminish  the 
temptation  to  which  large  numbers  of 
our  fejlowmen  are  subjected,  and  1  think 
that  this  House  is  bound  to  second  any 
honest  efforts  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment ,  to  lessen  the  evils,  which  are  ad- 
mitted to  exist  at  present  in  the  drink 
traffic,  and,  without  in  the  slightest  degree 
diminishing  the  responsibility  of  the 
Licensing  Authority,  or  without  inter- 
fering in  the  smallest  measure  with  their 
action  in  any  way  in  which  they  can 
legally  act  to  lessen  the  evils  we  all  de- 
plore. •  I  say  that  the  House  will  do  a 
good  work  if,  with  that  object  .in  view, 
you  enable  the  County.  Councils  to  pur- 
chase some  of  those  licences  from  year 
to  year. 

Dr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  :  I  rise, 
Sir,  nqt  to  take  part  in  this  Debate,  but 
to  ask  a  question  of  the  Government  I 
do  not  know  whether,  they  will  answer 
it,  but.  if  they  do  not,  it  is  one  of  those 
matters  in  which  their  silence  will  be  as 
significant  as  their  speeeh.  With  regard 
to  the  Scotch  portion  of  the  Bill,  we  are 
in  this  position  —  that  the  Scotch 
Members  approve  of  it  generally,  but 
there  is  one  part  of  it  with  regard  to 
which  a  (JifEerence  of  opinion  arises,  that 
is,  with  regard  to  the  buying  up  of  the 
licences.  The  question  I  have  to  ask  is 
this — If  the  Government  find  that  a 
majority  of  the  Scotch  Members  are 
opposed  to  that  portion  of  the  distribu- 
tion of,  the  money  allocated  to  Scotland, 
and  which  does  not  belong  to  England, 
will  they  withdraw  that  clause  as  far  as 
it  applies  to  Scotland  J  .  .. .     . 
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•Mb.  W.  H;  SMITHS  I  think  tbe  hem. 
Gentleman  must  feel  that  that  is  not  a 
question  which  I  can  answer  here. 
While  we  wish  to  pay  the  greatest 
respect  to  the  opinions  and  wishes  of  the 
Scotch  Members  in  Committee,  we  are 
certainly  not  in  a  position  to  enter  into 
any  engagement-  here. 

(12. 10.)  The  House  divided :— Ayes 
339  ;  Noes  266;— (Div.  List,  No.  86.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 

(12.32.)  Sir  W.  HABCOURT :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  leader  of 
the  House  give  the  House  an  assurance 
that  the  Committee  stage  of  this  Bill 
will  not  be  taken  before  Whitsuntide  ? 
•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  Committee 
stage  will  not  be  taken  before  Whitsun- 
tide. 

CUSTOMS  AND    INLAND   REVENUE 

BILL.— (No.  231.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

(1 2.36.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  would 
put  it  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
we  cannot,  at  the  Morning  Sitting  to- 
morrow, discuss  the  Clauses  of  the 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  which 
bear  upon  the  subject  we  have  decided 
to-night.  Four  clauses  of  the  Bill  have 
been  postponed.  As  to  that  part  which 
was  not  postponed,  we  are  unanimously 
agreed ;  but  we  disagree  as  to  the  post- 
poned clauses,  and  I  would  urge  on  the 
Government,  in  a  spirit  of  friendship — 
deprecating  in  the  strongest  degree  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  hostile  attitude 
— that,  in  the  interests  of  the  taxpayers 
and  of  the  finance  of  the  country,  the 
clauses  as  to  which  we  are  not  agreed 
should  be  added  to  the  Bill,  the 
Second  Reading  of  which  we  have 
just  passed.  If  the  Government 
will  concede  this  point  I  can 
assure  them  that  the  concession  will  not 
be  regarded  by  hon.  Members  or.  these 
Benches  in  a  spirit  of  triumph,  or  as 
giving  us  an  opportunity  to  crow  over 
them  ;  and  I  think  I  can  also  assure 
them  that  they  will  get  their  Budget  Bill 
with  unanimity.  If  they  accept  my 
suggestion  we  shall  have  a  contentious 
Bill  and  a  non-contentious  Bill)  and 
the  latter  will  pass  with  unanimity. 

•(12.36.)  Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  fully 
endorse  the-  sentiment  of  the  hon.  and 


learned  Member,  and  trust  that  there  will 
be  no  acrimony  on  either  side  in  regard 
to  this  matter ;  and  if  the  Government 
are  unable  to  accept  the  suggestion  he 
has  made,  I  trust  it  will  not  be  con- 
sidered that  it  is  owing  to  hostility  to  him- 
self or  his  proposal.  The  tax  the  hon. 
Member  has  referred  to  is  being  levied 
in  accordance  with  the  Resolution  of 
the  House,  and  it  would  occasion  con- 
siderable inconvenience  if  delay  occurred 
in  putting  the  Resolution  into  an  Act 
of  Parliament.  Though  part  of  the  pro- 
posed taxes  are  to  be  applied  to  licensing 
reform,  there  are  other  important  por- 
tions bearing  upon  other  matters  which 
require  the  sanction  of  Parliament  at 
an  early  date.  '  Under  the  circum- 
stances, I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
see  we  are  justified  in  withholding  our 
assent  to  his  proposal. 

Committee  deferred  until  to-morrow  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 

AGRICULTURAL    LABOURERS'   (IRE- 
LAND) BILL— (No.  4.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON :  I  object. 

(12.38.)  Mr.  T.  M  HEALY :  Asa 
matter  of  order,  Sir,  I  would  ask  whether 
you  should  not  leave  the  Chair,  without 
Question  put  ?  I  would  not  press  you 
for  a  decision  at  the  moment,  but  will 
raise  the  point  again  on  another  occasion. 
•Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  think  the  hori. 
Member  is  right,  and  that  I  should  leave 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  Speaker  left  the  Chair  accord- 
ingly. 

In  the  Committee  (Mr.  Jackson  in  the 
Chair). 

.  Clause  1. 

Question  proposed,  "That  Clause  1 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  I  object. 

(12.39.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg 
to  suggest  that  a  Question  should  be  put 
from  the  Chair  before  objection  is  taken. 
An  objection  in  Committee  disposes  of 
nothing.  But,  Sir  (Mr.  Jackson  having 
left  the  Chair  when  objection  was  taken), 
I  would  respectfully  submit  to  you  that 
you  should  take  the  Chair  to  begin 
with. 

(12.39.)  The  CHAIRMAN  (having 
resumed  the  Chair) :  Though  I  am  bound 
to  take  tlpe  Chair  I  <  understand  jthafa^afe 
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objection  is  taken,  no  Question  can  be 
pnt. 

(12.39.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Might 
I  respectfully  suggest  that  a  Question 
should  be  put  before  objection  can  be 
taken? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  have  called 
Clause  1.  It  is  not  necessary  to  put  a 
further  question. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  submit  to  you, 
Sir,  that  you  have  just  ruled  that  you 
should  not  put  the   Question. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  would  point  out 
that  no  objection  was  raised,  and  the  hon. 
Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill  moved  that 
I  report  Progress. 

Objection  being  taken  to  further  Pro- 
ceeding, the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  this  day. 

MARRIAGES  IN  BRITISH  EMBASSIES, 
&o.,  BILL.— (No.  185.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday,  2nd  June. 

NEW  LICENCES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
(NO.  249.) — SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Government  what  they  intend  to  do  with 
regard  to  this  Bill  after  the  Second  Bead- 
ing of  the  Local  Taxation  Bill  to-night  1 
They  promisea,  as  I  understand,  to  re- 
commit that  Bill  pro  formd  with  regard 
to  Ireland.  I  would  submit  that  it  is 
desirable  to  have  the  Irish  Bill  separate 
and  distinct  from  the  English  Bill,  and 
that  the  Government  clauses  should  be 
tacked  on  to  the  former.  I  merely  proffer 
the  measure  as  a  general  outline,  which 
is  subject  to  amendment.  I  want  to 
know  whether  the  Government  are  in 
earnest  in  regard  to  the  suspension  of 
new  licences.  All  parties  in  Ireland  are 
agreed  in  supporting  my  measure,  and  I 
would  suggest  that  this  Bill  should  be  read 
a  second  time  to-night,  if  only  pro  formd. 
I  beg  to  move  the  Second  Beading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (.Vr.  T.  M.  Jffealy.) 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  hare  not  the 
slightest  objection  to  the  principle  of  the 
The  Chairman 


Bill,  though  I  am  somewhat  surprised 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  have  thought  it  necessary  to  bring 
it  forward.  The  omission  of  Ireland  from 
the  Government  measure  was  purely  a 
matter  of  accident,  and,  as  far  as  I  am 
aware,  it  is  not  even  necessary  to  re- 
commit the  Bill  pro  formd  in  order  to 
introduce  an  Amendment. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  But  that  promise 
was  made  distinctly  by  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  do  not  know 
what  my  right  hon.  Friend  may  have 
said ;  but,  at  all  events,  the  substance  of 
what  he  said,  and  what  I  now  say,  is 
identical — that  Ireland  should  share  to 
the  full  in  the  advantages  now  given  to 
England  and  Scotland  with  regard  to  the 
non-granting  of  new  licences.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  think  it  is  hardly 
worth  while  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  deciding 
this  question.  I  have,  however,  not  the 
slightest  objection  to  his  Bill  running 
pari  passu  with  the  Government  measure, 
and  I  do  not  object  to  the  Second 
Beading. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 


LIFE  AND  PROPERTY  PROTECTION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dixon -Hartland,  Bill  for 
the  better  protection  of  Life  and  Property  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Dixon -Hartland  and  Mr.  Moss. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  277.] 

SLANDER  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gully,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Slander,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Gully,  Mr.  Robert  Keid,  Mr. 
Addison,  Mr.  Dugdale,  Mr.  Caine,  and  Mr. 
Milvain. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  278.} 

WORKING  CLASSES  DWELLINGS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Knowles,  Bill  to  facilitate 
gifts  of  land  for  dwellings  for  the  working 
classes  in  populous  places,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Knowles,  Mr.  Ambrose,  Mr.  Cosens- 
Hardy,  Sir  William  Houldsworth,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  Warmington,  and  Mr.  Whitmore. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  279.] 

METROPOLIS  MANAGEMENT  AND  BUILDING  ACTS 

(AMENDMENT)  BILL. 
Select  Committee  on  the  Metropolis  Manage- 
ment and  Building  Acts  (Amendment)  Bill 
nominated  of :  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  Richard  Cham- 
berlain, Mr.  Leveson  Gower,  and  Mr.  Causton, 
with  Three  Members  to  be  added  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection. 

House  adjourned  at  fire  minutes 
before  One  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OP     LORDS, 
^Wcfay,  16V*  May,  1890. 


REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (BOROUGH 
OF  BELFAST  BILL.— (No.  91.) 

SUCK    KIVER   DRAINAGE  (PROVISION 
OF  FUNDS)  BILL.— (No.  92.) 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  Read  1% 
and  to  be  printed. 

RECENT  ANGLO-GERMAN  RELATIONS. 
QUESTION — 0BSEBVATI0NS. 

The     Eakl     op    ROSEBERY:     My 

Lords,  I  rise  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess 

opposita  a  question  of  which  I  have  given 

him  private  notice.     I  will  offer  him  no 

apology  for  asking  it,  because  although 

the  subject  to  which  it  refers  is  evi- 
dently a  ridiculous  fabrication,  it  is  none 
the  less  desirable  he  should  have  the  op- 
portunity of  pointing  out  in  his  place  in 
Parliament  how  entirely  baseless  it  is. 
Yesterday  in  one  of  the  morning  papers 
there  appeared  a  translation  of  a  state- 
ment which  appeared  in  a  German  news- 
paper, from  which  I  will  read  an  ex- 
tract— 

4 *  It  is  an  open  secret  that  in  the  summer  of 
188S  the  German  Foreign  Office  requested  Eng- 
land almost  peremptorily  to  conclude  an  offen- 
sive and  defensive  treaty,  and  to  join  the  Triple 
Alliance.  By  this  pressing  demand  put  forward 
and  made  the  topic  at  all  the  clubs,  and  by 
Count  Herbert  Bismarck's  appearance,  Lord 
Salisbury  was  exposed  to  considerable  em- 
barrassment, which  was  increased  by  the  in- 
numerable questions  put  by  the  Opposition, 
and  specially  by  Mr.  Labouchere.  The 
natural  consequence  was  a  marked  estrange, 
ment;  and  the  Anglo-German  relations  were 
considerably  strained  when  the  Emperor 
William  II.  ascended  the  Throne," 

and  so  it  goes  on.  That  is  the 
only  part  of  the  statement  to  which 
I  desire  to  call  the  noble  Mar- 
quess's attention,  and  I  do  so  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  him  to  give  it  an  em- 
phatic contradiction. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 


TARY    of     STATE    for    FOREIGN 

AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury): 
My  Lords,  I  am  much  obliged  to  the 
noble  Earl  for  having  given  me  private 
notice    of    his    question,    and    I    hare 

VOL.  CCCXLIV.      [third  series.] 


in  consequence  looked  at  the  transla- 
tion of  the  article  to  which  he  refers. 
It  is  the  most  extraordinary  fabrication 
that  I  ever  saw.  The  statement  that  in 
the  summer  of  1888 — 

"The  German  Foreign  Office  requested 
England  almost  peremptorily  to  conclude  an 
offensive  and  defensive  Treaty  and  to  join  the 
Triple  Alliance" 

is  an  absolute  imagination.  The 
German  Foreign  Office  has  never 
requested  us,  either  peremptorily 
or  otherwise,  to  conclude  an  offensive 
and  defensive  Treaty,  or  to  join  the  Triple 
Alliance.  The  German  Foreign  Office 
and  Prince  Bismarck,  to  whom  the 
matter  specially  refers,  were  cognisant 
of  the  institutions  of  this  country,  and 
knew  that  it  was  perfectly  impossible 
for  any  English  Minister  to  enter  into 
an  offensive  and  dofensive  Treaty  or  to 
join  the  Triple  Alliance,  and  no  such 
proposition  has  ever  been  made  to  us.  I 
also  desire  to  deny  in  the  most  absolute 
manner  that  there  was  any  marked  es- 
trangement or  any  estrangement  in  the 
Anglo-German  relations  when  the  Em- 
peror William  II.  ascended  the  Throne.. 
They  were  then  as  they  are  now,  and  as. 
they  have  been  for  a  very  long  time,  re- 
lations of  the  most  cordial  friendship, 
founded  undoubtedly  upon  the  wisdom  of" 
the  rulers  who  have  guided  Germany,, 
but  founded  still  more  upon  the  natural 
interests  and  sympathies  of  the  two., 
peoples. 

NAVY— FLA8BING  SIGNALS— AD- 
MIRAL CO  LOMB'S  INVENTION . 
QUESTION — OBSERVATIONS. 

•Lord  SUDELEY :    My    Lords,  I    am. 

anxious  to  call  your  Lordships'  attention- 

to  the  invention  of  flashing  signals  used  in 

the  Navy,  and  to  the  treatment  which. 

the  inventor,   Admiral  Colomb,  has  re? 
ceived  in  reference  to  that  invention. 
Before  I  go  into  the  matter  I  should  like- 
to  make  one  remark,  and  that  is,  that  I 
do  not  touch  upon  it  in  any  way  as  a  . 
personal  grievance  alone,  for  if  that  were-, 
the  case   I  should  certainly  not  have- 
taken  up  the  question.     If  any  injustice-: 
has  been  done  it  is  not  to  Admiral  Colomb- 
alone,  but  it  is  to  the   whole  service  of 
the  Navy  generally.     I  have  looked  into 
the  matter  very  thoroughly,  and  I  have 
consulted  all  the   principal    authorities. 

2Q 
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upon  the  subject,  and,  I  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  there  has  been  no  doubt 
a  very  great  injustice  done,  and  that 
unless  some  suitable  reward  is  given  to 
Admiral  Golomb  there  cannot  be  the 
slightest  doubt  that  it  will  be  looked 
upon  in  the  Navy  as  a  great  slur  and 
disgrace  •  cast  upon  that  noble  Service. 
My  Lords,  I  will  endeavour,  in  bringing 
the  matter  forward,  to  deal  with  it  as 
shortly  as  possible.  First,  in  regard  to 
its  importance  and  value.  Your  Lordships 
are  aware  that  it  is  of  the  most  vital  im- 
portance that  the  ships  of  the  Navy  should 
be  able  to  communicate  with  each 
other  on  dark  nights  and  also  in  fogs,  for 
if  men-of-war  are  unable  to  make  such 
communication  there  c^  be  no  doubt 
that  their  usefulness  is  very  seriously 
crippled,  and  undoubtedly  they  will 
often  be  i?  very  imminent 'peril'  When 
you  consider  those:  circumstances,  when 
you  remember  that  our  ships  cost  enor- 
mous sums,  of  .money-:— some  of  them 
nearly  a  million  sterling — I  think  you 
cannot  entertain  the  slightest  doubt  that 
any  invention  which  tends  towards  their 
safety  or  usefulness  must  be  of  vital  and 
paramount  importance.  My  Lords,  in 
the  year  1859  the  same ,  system  of  light- 
signals  was  in  force  which  had  been,  used 
in  the  year  1799,  and  the  same  signals 
were  used  in  the  case  of  fogs,  namely, 
guns  fired  at  intervals.  The  system  of 
signalling  which  was  then  used  at  night 
was  merely  the  hoisting  of  a  certain 
number  of  lanterns  either  vertically, 
horizontally,  in  squares,  in  triangles,  or 
in  some  manner  to  form  a  particular 
figure.  Unfortunately,  mistakes  in 
consequence  very  often  arose.  It  was 
very  difficult  to  see  the  signals  at  a  short 
distance;  and  if  a  rope  should:  get  en- 
tangled in  any  <tfthe  lanterns  the  signals 
were  entirely  misunderstood, , and  great 
trouble  was  caused.  The  result  was 
that '  only  a  few  set  signals  ware  used, 
and  even  those  were  hardly  used  at  all. 
In  fogs,  guns  were  used,  being  fired  from 
one  to  five  times  to  cover  certain  inter* 
vMs;  During  the  .period  that  our  ships 
were  sailing  ships  the  difficulties  did  not 
arise  to  the  same  extent,  but  oSrectly 
steam  "was  used  the  ships  went  at  much 
greater  speed,  and  the  danger  from  ^  not 
having  broper  signals  was  very'  iqush1 
increaspa.  Jn  the  year  Jo5$  >ur| 
Admiralty  i^ad  become  iu%  ajiya  tp.the 
difficulty,  anii  when  an0  invention ^waij 
Lord  Suddey 


*»j  «♦ 


brought  forward  by  an  Austrian  named 
Bedl,  they  at  once  eagerly  bought  it 
up,  and  gave  £1,500  for  what  they 
thought  was  an  improvement.  Unfor- 
tunately, that  improvement  turned 
out  to  be  absolutely  useless,  and 
the  money  had  been  thrown  away. 
Accordingly  at  that  date  the  Admiralty 
looked  round  and  they  found  a  very 
intelligent  officer  who  had  taken  a  good 
deal  of  interest  in  signalling,  and  they 
asked  him  to  undertake  the  duty  of 
seeing  whether  some  system  of  signals 
could  not  be  invented  by  which  signalling 
could  be  easily  carried  on  at  night.  Mr. 
Golomb,  now  Admiral  Colomb,  at  once  set 
to  work  and  for  several  years  he  worked 
away  with  great  assiduity  to  see  whether 
some  new  system  could  not  be  discovered. 
He  found  a  great  many  difficulties  in 
the  way.  He  had  to  search  through 
what  had  been  done  up  to  that  time,  and 
try  a  great  many  experiments.  In  1&61, 
after  having  worked  for  three  years  at 
the  matter,  he  found  himself  quite 
successful,  and  that  he  had  obtained  a 
system  which,  if  people  were  properly 
trained  to  work  it,  would  undoubtedly 
be  of  very  great  service.  Unfortunately, 
as  very  often  happens  under  those 
circumstanced,'  Admiral  Colomb  found  he 
had  immense  difficulties  to  contend  with. 
He  found  that  people  were  prejudiced, 
that  people  would  not  believe  it  was 
possible  to  be  done,  and  that  when 
experiments  were  made  they  were  often 
not  admitted  to  have  been  successful, 
when  perhaps  five  out  of  six  persons 
thought  they  had  been  very  successful. 
The  result  was,  therefore,  that  he  was 
bound  to  go  on,  and  he  worked  steadily 
on  until  the  year  1868,  when  finally 
this  system  of  flashing  signals  was 
adopted  and  used.  During  those  nine 
years  he  had  undoubtedly  to  encounter 
very  great  difficulties.  I  have  looked 
through  the  whole  history  of  the 
matter  and  found  that  obstruction 
was  constantly  thrown  in  his  way, 
that  he  had*  to' encounter  Prejudice  and 
trouble  of  all  sorts ;  and  I  think  Admiral 
Colomb  is  very  much  to  be  congratulated 
.that,  notwithstanding  all  those  diffi- 
CUltieS;  he  steadily  pursued  his  course, 
until  finally,  in.  1868*  he  succeeded;  in 
Vetting  this  system  thoroughly  aSopljjd- 
During  the "first  fisre  years  ot  jkhaVp^ipd 
Admiral '  Colomb  had,  tp^PV  *r  fa 
expenses  out  of  his  ojwn  .pocket.  •  But  in 
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1863  the  Admiralty  paid  him  a  Bum  of 
-J&500  towards  the  expenses.     My  Lords, 
under  the  old  system  .of    light-signals 
there  were  constant  mistakes  made,  and 
they  could  only  signal  for  a  distance  of 
about  one  mile;    but,   under  the  new 
system  of  flashing  signals,  signals  can  be 
made  up  to  20  and  30  miles  with  the 
same  ease  and  facility  as  can  be  done 
up    to  one  mile.       Under    exceptional 
circumstances  signals  can  even  be  made 
at  much  longer  distances,  and  I  believe 
on  one  occasion  signals  were  made   60 
miles  away.    That,  of  course,  was  done, 
as  your  Lordships  will  see,  atonce  by  using 
the  flashing  signals  against  the  sky,  and 
so  reflecting  the  signals  a  long  way  off. 
My  Lords,  1  do  not .  wish  to  in  any  way 
make  out  that  this  invention  was  of  any 
novel  or  extraordinary    character.      It 
was  really  an  adaptation    under   very 
difficult    circumstances    of    the    Morse 
system    of     telegraphing.       Instead  of 
short  and   long  strokes  of    the  Morse 
alphabet'    you    have    long    and     short 
flashes    of    light    for' night    signalling, 
and    in  fogs    short  and    long    sounds. 
Ms    1     have     said,     Admiral     Colomb 
found    very    great    difficulties     in    his 
way.      One   difficulty  which  I  believe 
he  could  not  for  a  long  tinie  overcome 
was  that  it  Is  absolutely  impossible  to 
look    steadily"  with     lie     naked    eye 
upon  a  winking  light,  or  even  with  a 
glass,  without1  losing' a  certain  number  of 
the   winks;  and'  if   one  of  the  winks 
'should    be  "  lost  -  the    signal  would,   of 
course,  become  totally  different.  Admiral 
Colomb  said,  on  the  Other  hand,  that  this 
was  a  matter  of  training.     He  said— - 


^Loofc  at  your  telegraph  instruments.  It 
requires  education  before  men  can  properly 
understand  them,  'and  if  men  are  trained  they 
*ffl  HMry  easily  be  tabid  to  diaUngnisn  the 
number  of  winks.''' 

I$e  ''front' on  carefully  and  steadily',  and 
at  last  he  perfected  a  machine  by  which 
he  was  able',  by  putting  is '  shadd"  over  a 
lamp;  and  by  means  of  a  .certain 
mechanical '  arrangement,  v  to  entirely 
obviate '  the*  difficulty,  and  to  make  an 
accurate*  measurement  of  the  time.  And 
ihuSj  iny  Lbrds^  lie  perfected  his  machine. 
As  t6  its  great  use,  I  think  there  can  be 
no  doubt.  -*  I  believe  there  is  not  a  single 
*AdmfrSl'  wno'  'has*  ever"  commandeoV  a 
BeeV'o*  squiSfron  w1i8  will  not "admbw. 
l^d  th^t  Without;  this*  Wem  it  would 
l^bsoTu'tety  4m^slbf J  t6  manoiuvre 


vessels.  Tour  Lordships  wilFremember 
when  the  Vanguard  was  lost,  and  a 
Court  Martial  was  held  ixt  inquire  into 
the  circumstances,  it  wftf'ls&ted'  that  if 
the  system  of  flashing  signals7  had  been 
properly  used  the  loss  of*  ~J  that  vessel 
would  not  have  occurred.  In  your  L6r3£ 
ships7  House  sit  several '  Peers  who  have 
commanded  fleets.  The  illustrious  Duke, 
who  generally  sits  upon  the  Gross  Benches, 
and  who  has  lately  returned-  to  England, 
has  commanded  the  Mediterranean 
Fleet,  and  is,  I  know,  keenly  alive  to  the 
importance  of  the  subject,' and  it  was  his 
intention  to  come  down  and  support  me; 
Unfortunately,  he  has  been  detained  else- 
where. He  has,  however,  written  me  a 
letter  which  he  has  desired  that  I  should 
read  to  your  Lordships4 — 

"  My  dear  Lord  Sudeley,~I  am  afraid  that  I 
shall  not  be  able  to  get  down  to  the  House  this 
afternoon  in  time  to  be  present  when  you  bring 
forward  the  case  of  Admiral  Colomb.  I  should 
have  been  very  glad  to  have  said  a  word  in 
support  of  Admiral  Colomb's  claims  for  his 
most  valuable  invention  of  flashing  signals,  for 
I  have  had  great  experience  .of  their  use 
during  the  long  period  that  I  have  had  com* 
mand  of  squadrons  in  the  Royal  fravy..  I  may 
safely  say  that  without  these  signals  squadron* 
could  not  be  handled  as  at  present-,  and  every 
modern  invention,  such  as  the  electric  light, 
&c,  adds  to  the  usefulness  ctf  the  system 
instead  of  detracting  in  any  way  from  the 
value  of  the  original  invention.  Believe  me, 
yours  very  truly,  '  Alfred." 

» 

I  ought,  my  Lords,  to  have  mentioned 
that  it  is  quite  immaterial  what  light  is 
used  for  the  flash,  though,  of  course,  if 
the  electric  light  is  used  the  flash  is  very 
much  stronger  and  brighter,  I  have 
also  a  letter  from  Sir  Thomas  Symonds, 
Admiral  of  the  Fleet,  upon  the  subject, 
and  he  writes  in  exactly  the  same  way — 

"Having  had  experience  of  Admiral 
Colomb's  flashing  signals  twice fin  command  of 
fleet,  I  have  always'Jound  them  answer  most 
satisfactorily  without  a  hitch.  They  are  of 
the  utmost  possible  importance  towards  the 
safety  and  convenience  of  a  fleet.  They  turn 
night  into  day.  Admiral  ColomVhas  con- 
ferred upon  the  Navy  an  inestimable  benefit, 
more  particularly  during  war,  ^  by  his  motft 
talented  invention,  and  I  consider  him  deserving 
of  great  reward.  In  fact,  it  would  be  difficult  to 
find  an  adequate  .recompense. ,  Be,  has  been 
shockingly  treated;  hfe  preoption  has  been 
very  slow,  and  though  he  makes  our  Navy 
safe  by  night  and  in  fogs,  he  is  most  unhand- 
somely a  warded,,  only  £600,  while  hia  brother 
officer  in  the  Sister  Service  is  awarded  £36,000 
for  a  range-finder. ,  I  cannot  understand  his 
having  been  so  nteanly  treateoV'  . 

Then,  my  Lords,  the  noble  Lord'&beifttar, 
2  Q  2 
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who  has  unfortunately  been  prevented 
by  a  severe  accident  from  coming  down 
to  the  House  to-night  as  he  intended  to, 
most  heartily  supports  this  Motion.  He 
has,  however,  written  from  his  sick  bed 
most  strongly  in  favour  of  it.  He 
says — 

"There  is  no  man  now  in  existence  who  hai 
done  so  much  to  improve  the  'conducting* 
of  Her  Majesty's  ships  in  safety  as  Admiral 
Golomb  has  done  by  his  system  of  night  signals. 
They  have  now  been  adopted  by  nearly  every 
Maritime  Power  in  the  world,  with  modifi- 
cations it  is  true,  but  the  principle  on  which 
they  are  worked  remains  the  same,  and  this 
during  your  service  in  the  Royal  Navy  yon 
must  have  been  well  aware  of. 

41  His  invention  has  rescued  us  from  a  slough 
of  despond  in  which  we  had  found  ourselves 
from  the  days  of  Benbow,  when  the  sole  mode 
of  communicating  by  signal  by  night  was  by 
means  of  lanthorns,  the  lights  of  which  could 
not  be  relied  upon  for  remaining  unextin- 
guished in  gales  or  rainy  weather ;  whereas  at 
the  present  day  his  system  has  been  worked  by 
aid  of  the  electric  light,  when  necessary,  at 
distances  at  which  the  ancient  signals  could 
not  have  been  discerned. 

"And  for  this  valuable  invention  all  that 
Admiral  Colomb  has  received  is  £500,  and  out 
of  this  he  has  had  to  pay  £380  for  maintaining 
the  patent  rights.  Can  anything  be  more 
miserable  P  " 

My  Lords,  I  will  not  weary  you  with 

many  quotations,  but  I  have  here  another 

letter  from  Admiral  Sir  Geoffrey  Hornby. 

He  has  the  reputation  in  the  Navy  of 

being  one  of  the  best  of  our  Admirals  in 

Fleet  evolutions.      He  was  two    years 

at  the  Admiralty  and  is  well  up  in  the 

subject.       He    writes  in    very  similar 

terms.     After  referring  to  his  various 

commands  he  has  had  he  states — 

"In  the  year  1863  he  was  Flag  Captain 
to  the  late  Sir  Sydney  Dacres  when  that 
Officer  was  ordered  to  try  Colomb' s  system  of 
night  signals  " 

— this  was  when  Admiral  Colomb  had 

first,  as  he  believed,  made  this  satisfactory 

invention,  and  five  years  before  it  was 

finally  adopted  in  the  Service — 

'•  and  they  enabled  him  to  order  any  manoeuvre 
and  to  make  any  communication  to  his  ships  by 
night  as  the  same  could  be  done  by  day." 

Then  he  says — 

"  It  gave  the  Queen's  Navy  greater  pro- 
portional advantages  when  compared  with  the 
old  system  than  electric  telegraphy  gave  over  a 
system  of  semaphores,  because  under  the  old 
system  we  were  limited  at  night  to  some  104 
signals,  each  conveying  our  order  or  piece  of 
information,  $.g.t  'Tack,'  *  "Wear  stern  most,' 
*  Ships  first/  *  Have  struck  soundings,'  '  Stand- 
ing into  danger,'  ftc,  &c.  But  by  Colomb' s 
system  any  sentence  may  be  'signalled  and  any 
t  word  spelt. 
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"  Ijn  this  view  it  has  always  appeared  to  mo- 
that  it  was  a  professional  disgrace  that  an 
officer  who  gave  such  great  advantages  to 
our  Service  should  not  receive  an  adequate- 
reward." 

My  Lords,  I  will  read  only  one  more- 
letter.  It  is  from  Admiral  Sir  George 
Wellesley,  who  has  also  commanded  our 
Fleets.     He  says — 

"It  is  hardly  possible  to  overrate  its  im- 
portance, or  for  anyone  who  has  not  had 
personal  and  practical  experience  of  this  inven- 
tion to  estimate  its  full  value,  or  how  much  it 
has  conduced  to  the  safety  and  efficiency  of  Her 
Majesty's  Fleet. 

"  We  have  with  Colomb's  signals  the  power 
not  only  of  conveying  instantaneously  every 
signal  in  our  books  but  also  any  other  com- 
munication either  to  the  Fleet  in  general 
or  any  group  of  or  single  ship  with  perfect 
accuracy  and  rapidity.  And,  in  conclusion, 
I  would  state  that  it  is  no  less  a  curious  than 
a  true  fact  that  signalling  has  been  rendered 
more  easy  and  rapid  by  night  than  by  day, 
and  with  much  less  liability  to  mistake." 

I  will   not  weary  your  Lordships  with 
any  other  quotations.      It  is   perfectly 
clear,    from    the    testimony     of    these 
eminent  Naval  Officers,  that  this  system 
has  undoubted  advantages,  and  now,  my 
Lords,  let  us  see  what  reward  has  been 
given  to  its  inventor.     It  has  been  urged 
that  the  sum  which  was  given  in  the 
year  1868  was  given  as  a  reward  or  re- 
compense.    My  Lords,  it  was  given,  not 
as  a  recompense,  but  to  cover  expense& 
Admiral  Colomb's  expenses  were  very 
great.     He  had  to  pay  no  less  than  £380 
for  patent  fees  alone,  leaving  only  £120 
to  go  towards  other  expenses.     But,  my 
Lords,  that  point  is  too  trivial  to  discuss 
at    all,     and     I     hardly    think    it     is 
necessary  to    consider    it,     The    actual 
fact  is  that  Admiral  Golomb  has  suc- 
ceeded   in  inventing  a  system   which 
has  enabled  our  fleets  to  conduct  opera- 
tions at  night,  and  in  fogs,  without  any 
loss  or  risk  whatever,  and  in  doing  so  he 
has  done  a  great  service  which  I  think 
your  Lordships  will  agree  ought  to  be 
adequately  rewarded.      I  have  heard  for 
many  years  that    constant  communica- 
tions have  been  going  on  between  the 
Admiralty  and  the  Treasury  ;   but  they 
have  been  without  any  result  whatever,, 
and  I  hope,  when  I  have  concluded  my 
Motion,  that  my  noble  Friend  will  admit 
that  the  letters  and  documents  in  this, 
matter  may  with  advantage  be  laid  on 
the  Table.     For  some  time   it  has  been, 
urged,  and  I  believe  that  several  letters 
have    passed  to  that  effect,  that  when 
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Admiral  Colomb  perfected  a  land  system 
of  signalling  for  the  Army,  or  for  use  in 
the  Land  Services,  and  when  he  received 
£500  for  that,  he  thereby  gave  np  all 
claim  on  the  Treasury  in  respect  of  his 
invention  for  the  Navy.  But,  my 
Lords,  that  was  distinctly  not  the  case. 
My  noble  Friend  Lord  Northbrook,  who 
was  at  that  time  Under  Secretary  for 
War,  has  publicly  stated  that  when  the 
£500  was  given  Admiral  Colomb  made  a 
distinct  stipulation  that  he  only  accepted 
it  as  a  reward  for  the  small  service  he 
had  done  for  signalling  in  the  Army, 
and  that  it  was  on  no  ground  whatever  to 
be  supposed  that  he  was  prevented  from 
obtaining  proper  compensation  for  the 
invention  used  in  the  Navy.  Therefore,  I 
think,  my  Lords,  we  may  at  any  rate  drop 
that  argument.  But  as  several  questions 
have  arisen  at  different  times  as  to 
whether  Admiral  Colomb  had  given  up 
his  right  to  compensation,  he  very 
wisely  a  short  time  ago  placed  all  the 
documents  and  papers  before  a  great 
legal  authority,  Sir  Henry  James,  whose 
opinion  was  to  this  effect — "I  think 
that  Admiral  Colomb  did  not,  either  in 
letter  or  spirit,  accept  the  sums  received 
by  him  in  full  satisfaction  of  all  his 
claims,  and  that,  therefore,  Admiral 
Coiomb  is  not  precluded  from  pressing 
his  claims  for  full  and  complete  recom- 
pense for  the  services  he  has  rendered 
to  the  country."  I  think,  my  Lords 
that  disposes  entirely  of  that  matter. 
Last  year  a  deputation  waited  on  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  it  was 
a  very  important  deputation,  consisting  of 
six  Members  of  your  Lordships'  House 
and  six  Members  of  the  other  House.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  then  stated 
that  he  fully  appreciated  the  value  of 
this  invention ;  that  he  sincerely  hoped 
something  might  be  done,  and  indeed 
that  he  thought  the  invention  deserved 
a  proper  reward,  and  he  would  at  once 
communicate  to  the  Treasury,  and  he 
hoped  the  matter  would  soon  be  settled. 
Another  year  has  passed  and  nothing  has 
been  done.  This  matter  remains  in  the 
same  state,  a  slur  and  disgrace  upon  the 
Navy.  My  Lords,  I  cannot  believe  for 
one  moment  that  if  this  had  occurred  in 
the  Sister  Service — the  Army — such 
service  would  have-*  been  allowed  to 
remain  unrewarded.  I  feel  sure  that 
long  before  this  a  reward  of,  say, 
£20,000  or  £30,000  and  a  E.C.B.  would 


have  been  given  to  any  officer  in  the 
Army  who  had  made  such  an  invention. 
In  saying  this  I  do  not  speak  without 
book.  Some  short  time  ago  an  invention 
was  made  for  use  in  the  Sister  Service 
which  cannot  really,  I  think,  be  com- 
pared with  this  so  far  as  the  importance 
of  the  invention  and  its  great  advantages 
to  the  Navy  are  concerned,  though  that 
invention  will  be  of  great  use  no  doubt  for 
the  Land  Service.  I  am  speaking  of  tho 
range-finder;  and,  in  time  of  war,  certainly 
the  range-finder  will  be  of  enormous 
utility.  But  what  did  Major  Watkin,  the 
inventor,  receive  as  a  fitting  reward  for 
that  invention?  He  received  £25,000 
and  £1,000  for  10  years.  These  two 
inventions  ought  to  be  put  on  a  par* 
They  are  practically  of  the  same 
character.  Then,  my  Lords,  there  have 
been  other  inventions  paid  for  very 
largely.  For  instance,  only  two  years 
ago  the  enormous  sum  of  £110,000 
was  paid  for  the  Brennan  torpedo. 
One  argument  has  been  used  in 
this  matter  which  I  should  like  to 
meet,  and  that  is  that  the  invention 
was  made  so  long  ago  that  all  claim  has 
really  dropped  by  lapse  of  time,  that  as 
Admiral  Colomb  has  allowed  the  matter 
to  drift  for  25  years  he  has  no  claim  now. 
I  think  this  argument  can  hardly  stand 
good.  In  the  first  place,  Admiral  Colomb 
was,  up  to  a  very  short  time  ago,  on 
full  pay,  and  his  position  in  the  Navy 
prevented  him  from  pressing  his  claims. 
Until  hebecame  a  retired  officer  he  could 
not  bring  that  pressure  to  bear  which  he 
is  now  inclined  to  do,  and  to  bring  his 
claims  prominently  forward.  Surely, 
my  Lords,  this  is  a  case  in  which  we 
ought  to  act  in  a  large  and  generous 
spirit.  It  would  be  right,  in  the  true 
interests  of  the  Navy  that  such  a  view 
should  be  taken.  When  dealing  with  a 
profession  where  you  have  such  a 
splendid  body  of  officers  animated  with 
the  highest  principles  of  honour,  loyalty, 
and  zeal,  no  feeling  of  ill-use  or  bitter- 
ness Bhould  be  allowed  to  arise.  No 
doubt  the  Treasury,  as  guardians  of  the 
public  purse,  are  bound  to  see  that  no 
money  is  wasted,  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  the  Navy 
stands  in  a  very  peculiar  position.  It 
is  a  Service  in- which  great  hardships  and 
personal  discomforts  have  to  be  under- 
gone, and  it  deserves  the  utmost 
consideration.    Naval  officers  have  great 
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trials,  to  bear..  Our.shijttsaroatsea  on 
foreign  stations  for  many  years,'  and  our 
Naval  officers  are  away  from  their  homes 
for  Ienghtened  periods.  The  old  system 
of  pleasant  cruizes  in  the  days  of  sailing 
slips  no  longer  exist.  Constantly  officers 
have,  to  spend  months  and  years  oooped  np 
in  ships  which  are  practically  great  masses 
of  machinery  and  nothing  else,  and  they 
have  to  spend  weeksand  months  in  harbour; 
I  mention  these  things  to  show  that  there 
are  •  great  hardships  ta  be  borne  in  the 
Navy,  and  I  think  it  .would  be  a  great 
pity  if-  rewards  were  thought-  net  to  be 
properly  bestowed.  I  maintain  that, 
jnstead  of  being  ■•  over-critical,  the 
Government  should*  rather  go  out  of 
their,  way  to  see  how  far  they  could  add 
to  the  popularity  of  the  Navy,  and  to  let 
the'  officers  know  that  merit  and  zeal  will 
be  amply  rewarded,' :  Unfortunately,  for 
several  years  £ast  a  very  strong  feeling 
ha*  grown  up  in  the  Navy  that,  whilst  in 
the  Bister  Service  honours  and  rewards 
are  looked  after  with  the  .greatest  care, 
and  attention,  that  is  not  the  case  to  any* 
thing  like  the  same  extent  in  the  Navy. 
I  apprehend  that  is  a.  matter  deserving 
of  the  greatest  care  and  consideration  on 
the  part  of  those  in  authority,  lest  the 
feeling  -  should  spread  and  produce 
serious,  discontent.  I  make  this  state- 
ment With  considerable  i  diffidence;  I 
know  I  shall  be  told  that  it  is  wrong  to 
mention  it;  but  lam  certain  that  that 
feeling  exists  in  a  far  greater  degree  than 
the  Admiralty  themselves  are  at  all 
aware  of^  and  I  am  afraid  that  the  man- 
ner in  which  Admiral  Colomb's  invention 
has  been  treated. has  created,  a  feeling  of 
bitterness  of  the  extent  of  which  few  are 
aware.  I  will  not  .trouble  your  Lord- 
ships any  further.  I  will  only  say  this, 
in  conclusion  :  that  here  you  have  an 
instance  of  an  invention  which  has  been 
in  the  highest  degree  successful,  an 
enormous  saving  to  the  country  by 
preventing  loss  of  vessels  and  a  great 
boon  to  the  Navy  ;  you  have  an  officer  of 
high  distinction,  who  has  never  had  a 
single ,  thing  against  him, .  absolutely 
unrewarded ;  you  .  have  every  distin- 
guished officer  of  the-  Navy. of  whom 
inquiry  has  been  made  strongly  of 
opinion  that  the  invention  is  of  enormous 
benefit  to  the  Navy.  Every  officer  in 
the  Navy,  as  far  as  I  have  ever  heard, 
feels  most  acutely,  that  gross  •  injustice 
has  been  done,  and  that  a  alar  and  dia- 
Lord  Sudcley 


grace  has  been  cast  upon  his'pooiewois 
which  ought  to  be  removed.  My  Lords, 
I  sincerely  hope  that  my  noble-  and  gal- 
lant Friend  who  is  about  to  answer.'  4&B. 
question  on  behalf  of  the  Admiralty*  and 
who  of  all  men  is -well  aware  how:  strong* 
this  feeling  is  in  the  Navy,  will  be  •able 
to  tell  us  that  at  last  the  Treasury  have- 
given  way  to  the  Admiralty,  and  thai 
even  at  the  .eleventh  hour-  they  see  their 
way  to  giving  Admiral  Colomb  proper 
compensation,  due  meed  of  honour,  audi 
suitable  regard,  so  that  we  may  no  loage* 
have  before  us  this  great  disgrace  to  the 
Service*         *  « - 

Moved,  ' 

"That  there  be  laid  before  the  House  corres- 
pondence between  -  the  Treasury  and  the  Ad- 
miralty relating  to  the  claim  of  Admiral  Colomb 
for  reward  as  the  inventor  of  flashing  signals.'' 
—(L.SudeUy). 

The  Eabl  or  QLANWILUAM:  My 
Lords,  I  regret  very  much  the  absence 
of  Lord  Alcester,  whose  opinion  would 
have  great  weight  with  your  Lordships, 
for  he  would  have  given  us  his  own 
personal  experience  of  *  the  value  of  Ad- 
miral Colomb's  *  flashing*  signals.  I  can 
only  say  from  my  own  experience  that  X 
entirely  concur  in  all  that  has  fallen  fromf 
my  noble  Friend.  In  former  days,  as. 
he  has  described,  the  system  of  *  night 
signalling  was  by  lanterns, .  which  wew 
hoisted  up  in  various:  positions  ■  over  or 
alongside  each  *  other.  It  took  a  cou*- 
siderable  time  to  light  the  lanterns,  and 
sometimes  they  were  all  blown  out,  and 
had  to  be  taken  down  and  lit  again. 
Then,*  again,  the*  light'  thrown  by  the 
lanterns  could  not  be  seen,  except  in 
clear  weather,  and  in  fogs  they  -were  of 
no  use  whatever.  But  with  this  flashing 
system  you  can  signal  very  much  quicker 
at  night  to  either,  a  single  ship  or  to  a 
whole  fleet  than  you  can  with  flags  in 
the  daytime.  I  can  only  say,  according  to 
my  experience  in  holding  command,  that 
without  this  system  of  flashing  lights  it 
would  have  been  impossible  to  handle 
any  fleet  or  squadron  under  steam,  and 
I  think,  therefore,  that  the  invention 
ought  to  be  properly  recognised. 

•The  Eabl  of  N0RTHBR00K: 
After  what  has  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord  and  from  the  noble  and  gallant 
Officer  opposite,  I  should  not  for  a 
moment  trouble  your  Lordships  with, 
any  opinion  of  mine  even  if  I  could 
offer  one  that  had  the  slightest  preben- 
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sion  to  authority  upon  this  system  of 
flashing  signals,  which  is  the  subject  of 
Admiral'  Colombo  invention.  But  as 
my  name  has  been  referred  to  in  the 
matter/ 1  will  state  the  facts  which  hare 
come  under  my  cognizance.  I  simply 
wish  to  say  that  the  answer  which 
Admiral  Colomb  received  to  his  applica- 
tion for  a  reward  three  years  ago,  namely, 
that  having  received  previously  a  sum  of 
£1,000  in  two  portions,  he  had  accepted 
£500  of  that  in  bar  of  any  further' claim, 
for  a  reward  for  the  invention  of  flashing 
signals*  was  based  upon  an  entire  mis- 
apprehension of  the  facts  of  the  case'; 
I  happened  to  hold  the  office  of  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  at  the  time, 
and  I  was  the  person  who  had  to  arrange 
with  Admiral  Colomb  for  payment  to  him 
of  the  sum  of  £500.  That  sum  of  £500 
was  'paid  to  Admiral  Colomb  not  on 
account  of  his  general  system  of  flashing 
signals  for  the  Navy,  but  on  account  of 
the  assistance  he  had  given  in  the  de- 
velopment of  a  joint  system  of  'signals 
for *  the  Military  and  Naval  Services 
combined.  That  sum  was  given 
him  on  the  recommendation  of  two  very 
distinguished  officers,  neither  of  whom 
is  now  alive,  one  of  them  being  Admiral 
Sir  Cooper  Key.  What  I  have  to  say 
is  that  if  an  answer  was  sent  to  Admiral 
Colomb  basing  the  refusal  of  his  claim 
on  the  ground  that  he  had  accepted  that 
sum  in  bar  of  all  future  claims,  it  was 
not  a  correct  answer,  and  it  must  have 
been  sent  under  a  misapprehension. 
Having  gone  through  the  whole  df  the 
papers  connected  with  the  case  20  years 
ago,  and  having  had  the  advantage  in 
going  through  them  of  the  assistance  of 
a  most  competent  official  at  the  War 
Office,  1  am  quite  satisfied  that  Admiral 
Colomb  never  intended  to  relinquish 
his  claim  to  future  reward  when  he  gave 
his  receipt  for  the  £500. 

•The  Earl  of  RAVENSWORTH :  My 
Lords,  I  so  fully  concur  in  the  views 
which  have  been  so  clearly  put  before 
your  Lordships  that  I  shall  venture  to 
offer  very  few  remarks  indeed.  Rut 
having  known  Admiral  Colomb,  and 
having  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  more 
than  one  association  which  takes  an 
interest  in  these  matters,  I  should  be 
sorry  to  let  this  occasion  pass  without 
offering  a  few  observations  founded 
upon  my  own  personal  experience  in 
testimony    not   only  of  the   ability  of 


Admiral  Colomb,  but'  of  his  unwearying  * 
industry  "and  his  remarkable  talent  for 
clear  exposition  of '  difficult  problems 
on  matters  of  signalling  and  naval  tactics. 
Last,  but  certainly  not  least,  let  me 
speak  from  my  personal  knowledge  of 
his  zeal  in  placing  before  the  country  at 
a  time  of :  threatened  danger' the  absov 
lute  necessity  of  placing  our  shores" 
in  a  state  of  defence.  There  was  no 
worker  more  zealous  and  sincere  in  that 
great  cause  than  Admiral  Colomb.  I 
received  a  letter  yesterday  from  the  dis-  - 
tinguished  Admiral  who  is  now  in  com-  : 
mand  at  Devonport  (Sir  W.  M.  Ddwell), 
one  short  passage  from  which  I  will  read 

to  your  Lordships — 

i  •  .  .  .  ,j 

•;  *'I  have  been  in'  command   of  ships,  and, 

squadrons  for  the  last  18"  years,  and  my  opinion 

ought  to  be  of  some  value.    I  consider  these  * 

signals  fete  invaluabl?.*' 

i  •  >    »  - 

-t— mark    the    word,     my    Lords,    ".in- 
valuable * — 


*        • 


''  By*   them    squadrons  are  conducted  and  f , 
manoeuvred  in  safety  both  at  nigh.t  and  in 

Of  their  value  in  war,  my   Lords,  we 
have  not  had  experience,  happily  ;■  and  • 
we  can  only  imagine  how  great  their  - 
value  would  be.     I  would  appeal  with 
the  utmost  confidence    to   every  noble 
Lord  who  hears  me,  and  would  ask,  Is  - 
£120  an  adequate  compensation  for  an 
invention    of  such  great'  utility  to  the 
Naval  Service  ?  Because  that  sum  really  ' 
is  all  the  money  which,  so  far,  has-  gone  < 
into  the  pocket-  of  the  gallant  Admiral. - 
My  noble   Friend  who  has  just- spoken 
has  cleared  the    ground    of    the    sugj"1 
gestion  that  the  £500  from  the  "  War- 
Office  "  was  given  onk  account  of  any-  f 
thing  more  than  the  invention  for  use  " 
in  the  two-  Services  jointly,   and  that;* 
it  was  to  be  in  bar*  of  all  future  claims. 
It  had  no  connection  whatever  with  the 
compensation  for  the  naval  invention, 
for  which,  as  I  said  before,  deducting  the  •  • 
amount  paid  for  "  Patent  Fees  "  only,  the 
miserable  sum  of  J&120  has  been  paid  to  '. 
Admiral  Colomb.    Now,  my  Lords,  let ■« 
mo  say  one  word  with  reference  to  the 
action  of  the  Treasury, '  In  the  House   - 
of  Commons  we  were  taught,  and  I  hope  - 
that  we  have  always  retained  the  lessons 
we   learnt  there,   that  one  of  the  first 
duties  of  Members  of  the  Legislature 
was  to  support  the  Treasury,  and  protect   ' 
it  against  aggressive  inroads  upon  the' 
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public  purse.     That  is  a  principle  upon 

which  I  should  always  like  to  act.     But, 

my  Lords,  the  Treasury,  in  resisting  this 

appeal,  appear  to  me  to  hare  acted  either 

upon  some  misunderstanding  or  from  an 

entire  misconception  of  the  facts  of  the 

case .  which  have   been  so  clearly  and 

well  put  •  by  my  noble  Friend  opposite. 

11he  Treasury  are  not  infallible.     They 

;are  liable  to  act    wrongly    like    other 

people ;  and  as  it  appears  they  have  not 

-done  justice  in  this  matter,  it  is  worthy 

-of  your  Lordships'  grave  consideration, 

for  there  has  been  testimony  read  to 

jyour    Lordships  showing    that    in  the 

Navy  this  is    regarded,    and    I    think 

properly  regarded,  as  an  injustice  to  the 

•  Service.  It  may  be  a  wrong  opinion  that 
the  Navy  is  unfairly  treated  as  compared 
with  the  Sister  Service,  but  that  appears 
to  be  the  opinion  entertained  by  naval 
men;  and  if  that  is  their  opinion,  we 

-  should  endeavour  to  remove  it.  I  do 
not  base  anything  upon  that  fact  beyond 
surging  that  grave  consideration  should 
'be  given  to  this  case.  I  think  it  is  the 
'duty  of  every  Member  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  to  do  his  best  to  remove  that 
feeling  because  it  is  destructive  of  all 
confidence;  and  it  is  more  than  that, 
because,  by  discouraging  our  officers  in 
either  Service  from  applying  their 
natural  gifts  of  observation,  guided  by 
the  light  of  their  own  experience  and 
their  own  intellectual  powers,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Public  Service,  we  may  lose 
products  of  the  greatest  value.  Here 
we  have  had  utilised  in  the  Public  Service 

-  an  invention  which  has  been  proved  by 
20  years'  experience  to  be  the  very  best 

^system  that  has  ever  been  attempted  to 
be  used  in  the  Navy ;  and  I  say  that  by 

•  such  discouragement  you  are  doing  that 

>wkich  will  have  a  prejudicial  effect  upon 

*the  efforts  of  officers  who  are  desirous  of 

-doing  their  best  for  the  Service.     I  will 

-not  detain  your  Lordships  longer,  but  I 

<do  trust  that  the  answer  we  may  receive 

from  the  Admiralty,  which,  as  we  all 

know,  has  already  gone  fully  into  this 

matter,  will  now  be  satisfactory.     I  quite 

expect  to  hear  from  my  noble  Friend 

who  represents  the  Admiralty  a  fitting 

recognition  of  the  service  which  Admiral 

Colomb  has  rendered  to  the  Navy  by  the 

invention  of  these  "  flashing  "  signals..    I 

must  apologise  to  your  Lordships  for  the 

length  of  these  remarks,  but  I  feel  bound 

to  stand  by  a   man  who   has  had  no 

The  Earl  of  Ravenwoorth 


adequate  reward  for  conferring  a  great 
benefit  upon  the  Naval  Service. 

•Lord  ELPH1NSTONE :  My  Lords,  if 
success  depended  upon  powerful  advocacy, 
I  think  Admiral  Colomb  should  have 
every  reason  Jx>  be  satisfied  with  this 
evening's  discussion.  My  noble  and 
gallant  Friend  who  introduced  this 
matter  has  described  the  case  of  Admiral 
Colomb  with  perfect  accuracy,  with  great 
fairness,  and,  I  think,  with  great  modera- 
tion. In  bringing  the  matter  forward  he 
has  quoted  letters  from  several  naval 
officers  of  high  rank  and  position ;  men 
who  have  commanded  Fleets  at  sea,  who 
have  manoeuvred  Fleets,  and  whose  opinion 
is  entitled  to  the  greatest  respect.  He 
has  received  the  support  of  the  illus- 
trious Duke  who,  as  your  Lordships 
know,  has  lately  returned  from  command 
in  the  Mediterranean,  and  who,  had  he 
not  been  otherwise  engaged,  would  have 
been  here  to-night  to  take  part  in  the 
Debate  and  speak  to  the  great  value,  as 
he  considers,  of  this  invention.  My  noble 
Friend  has  also  been  supported  by 
numerous  noble  Lords  in  this  House,  all 
of  whom  have  given  consideration  to  the 
subject.  All  are  agreed  upon  it.  There 
is  a  consensus  of  opinion  as  to  the  value 
of  this  invention  of  Admiral  Colomb,  and 
I  am  not  here  to  dispute  that  value ;  on 
the  contrary,  I  fully  admit  it  We  fully 
admit  the  value  of  that  invention.  We 
fully  recognise  the  importance  of  this 
system  of  flashing  signals  in  the  Navy. 
No  fleet  or  single  ship  is  now  sent  to  sea 
without  them ;  and  if  we  may  test  the 
value  of  an  invention  by  the  opinion 
entertained  of  it  by  foreigners,  we  have 
the  very  best  testimony  in  this  case,  for 
I  think  I  am  right  in  saying  that  every 
foreign  Naval  Power  has  adopted  this 
invention.  By  it  we  are  able  to  send 
Fleets  to  sea  and  to  manoeuvre  them  at 
night,  and  in  fogs,  with  the  same  safety 
and  facility  as  we  can  in  clear  weather, 
or  daylight.  The  system  of  Admiral 
Colomb  was  first  officially  tried  in  1861, 
and  it  was  finally  adopted  in  the  Service 
in  1868,  when  the  inventor  received  a 
sum  of  £500  from  the  Admiralty.  That 
sum,  Admiral  Colomb  and  my  noble 
Friend  maintain,  was  in  no  way  intended 
as  a  reward  for  the  invention,  but  that 
it  was  rather  intended  as  a  recompense 
for  the  loss  of  time  he  had  incurred  in* 
perfecting  the  invention,  and  for  loss  of 
professional  service.    .  But  the  receipt 
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given  by  Admiral  Colomb  was  worded  as 
haying  been  received — 

"In  full  discharge  of  all  claims  for  the 
services  in  question  and  attendant  expenses.*' 

When  two  yeara  afterwards,  in  1870, 
the  gallant  Admiral  was  employed  by 
the  War  Office  as  has  been  described  by 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  in  establishing  a 
system  of  signal  communication,  not 
only  for  land  service,  but  for  joint  Naval 
and  Military  use,  he  received  for  the 
service  a  further  sum  of  £500,  £250  of 
which  was  paid  by  the  Admiralty,  and 
£250  by  the  War  Office.  On  that 
occasion  the  receipt  given  was — 

"  In  final  and  absolute  discharge  of  all  claims 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Government  on  account  of 
signal  arrangements  for  land  service,  and  in 
respect  of  joint  signals  for  naval  and  military 


use. 


My  Lords,  in  1876  the  claims  of  the 
gallant  Admiral  for  further  remunera- 
tion were  brought  by  the  Admiralty 
before  the  Treasury,  and  the  Treasury 
declined  to  entertain  the  claims,  on  the 
ground  that  by  the  wording  of  the 
receipt  given  to  the  War  Office  and  to 
the  Admiralty  in  1870,  Admiral  Colomb 
had  himself  barred  the  door  to  the  pay- 
ment of  further  remuneration.  And 
the  Treasury  also  felt  that  were  they  in 
the  circumstances  to  allow  this  case  to 
be  re-opened,  they  would  really  be 
paving  the  way  to  demands  for  the  re- 
consideration of  other  claims,  and 
inviting  other  inventors,  who  might 
think  their  claims  for  inventions  had 
received  inadequate  reward,  to  appeal 
to  the  Treasury  for  further  remunera- 
tion. The  Admiralty  looked  upon  that 
decision  of  the  Treasury  as  final,  and 
there  the  matter  rested.  In  1887,' as 
has  been  stated  by  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self, Admiral  Colomb  wrote  to  Lord 
Northbrook,  then  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  and  the  noble  LonTs 
reply  in  July,  1887, — pointed  out,  as 
he  has  already  explained,  that  Admiral 
Oolomb*s  position  in  regard  to  the  naval 
signals  was  in  no  way  affected  by  the 
payment  of  the  second  £500.  Your 
Lordships  will  remember  that  he  had  had 
one  £500  from  the  Admiralty  and  a 
second  £500  from  the  Admiralty  and 
War  Office  jointly.  Though  the  noble 
Lord  says  that  the  position  of  Admiral 
Colomb  as  to  the  naval  signals  was  in  no 
way  affected  by  the  payment  of  the 
second  £500,  he  declines  very  naturally 


to  express  any  opinion  as  to  the  claims  * 
against' the  Admiralty  in  respect  of  the 
first  £500  paid  for  the  flashing  naval 
signals.  That,  my  Lords,  left  that 
matter  entirely  open.  The  second  pay- 
ment of  £500  was  not  in  dispute. 
Admiral  Colomb  received  that  in  full' 
recompense ;  but  the  door  was  expressly 
left  open  for  further  claim  to  reward  for 
the  flashing  signals  for  naval  use.  That 
is  not  disputed  by  anybody  ;  but  as  the 
Treasury  had  based  their  refusal  to 
entertain  the  claim  for  remuneration  on 
the  ground  that  he  was  debarred  by  the 
last  receipt  which  he  had  given,  from 
raising  further  claims  against  the  Govern- 
ment, that  being  the  very  point  upon  which 
a  contradiction  was  given  by  the  noble 
Earl  Lord  Northbrook,  the  Admiralty  felt 
bound  to  reopen  the  whole  matter  and 
to  lay  the  case  again  before  the  Treasury. 
What  the  Admiralty  have  done  is,  they 
have  written  to  the  Treasury ;  they  have 
recapitulated  the  whole  matter,  and  have 
sent  them  copies  of  the  letters,  testi- 
monials, and  other  documents  which  the 
noble  Lords  have  referred  to.  Having 
done  this  they  feel  that  they  have  done 
all  that  lay  in  their  power  to  do.  The 
matter  now  rests  with  the  Treasury,  and 
is  now  ttnder  their  consideration.  I  see 
that  by  the  notice  my  noble  Friend 
moves  for  papers.  As  the  correspon- 
dence-between  the  Departments  on  the 
matter  is  not  yet  completed,  and  the 
documents  referred  to  are  now  before 
the  Treasury,  I  must  decline  for  the 
present  to  produce  any  papers. 

•Low)  SUDELET  :  Will  my  noble  and 
gallant  Friend  inform  the  House  how 
soon  he  thinks  it  would  be  possible  to 
obtain  an  answer  from  the  Treasury  ? 

•Lord  ELPHINSTONE  :  I  am  unable 
to  say. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

WIDENING  OF  PARLIAMENT  STREET. 
QUESTION — OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  NORTHBOURNE :  My  Lords, 
I  hold  in  my  hand  a  Bill  of  apparently 
very  small  importance,  and  not  of  any 
length,  and  it  is,  I  believe,  in  the  nature 
of  an  ordinary  Continuance  Bill.  It, 
however,  relates  to  a  matter  which  I 
think  your  Lordships  will  agree  with  me 
is  of  very  considerable  public  importance, 
and  one  in  which,  I  am  sure,  your  Lord- 


vm 


Widening  of 


{uosm\ 


Parliament  Street.        1080 


fljMpB '.will  (take*  wry  g»eat-  interest;  I 
mean  the  widening  of  Parliament  Street; 
and  of  the  approaches  to  jour  Lordships' 
House..'  '  When  the  .Bill  of  which-  this 
Bill  is  rin  continuance  was- brought  in*  I 
believe  the  noble  Marquess  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  insisted  that  that 
Bill,  should  not  .pass  without  a  large  sum 
of  -money,  £500,000,  I  believe,  being 
subscribed  by  the  shareholders  in  the 
company,  and  I  think  five  years  was  the 
time!  which  was  allowed  for :  that  pur* 
pose.  Three  years  of  that  time  have 
already  elapsed,:  and  now  we  have  a 
Continuance  Bill,  and  I  wish  to  ask  the' 
noble  Lord  whether  he  thinks  that  after 
the  lapse  of  five  years  there  will  be  any 
greater  chance  of  the.  company  being 
able  to  raise  that  sum,  or  whether  at  the 
end  of  seven  years  they  will  have  a 
bettor  chance  than  they  had  at  the  end 
of  five ;  and  also  whether,  if  the  money 
is  not  raised,. or  if  there  is  not  a  fairly 
good  prospect  of  its  being  raised,  any- 
thing will  be  done.  *  I  would  ask  whether 
if  the  noble  Lord  sees  that  there  is  not 
any  prospect  of  raising  the  money  he  is 
willing  to.  allow  this  matter  to  go  on — 
it  being; a  matter  of  considerable  im- 
portance as  affecting  greatly  the  appear- 
ance of  this  city,  and  involving,  ia  point 
of  fact,  a  very  considerable  metropolitan 
improvement— without  .taking  any  steps 
in  the  matter.  .  I  should  like,  if-  I'  may 
be  allowed  to  do  so,  to  state  in  a  very 
few  words,  for  I  will  not  trespass  long 
upon  your  Lordships',  time,  why  I  think 
this  Bill  ought  to  meet,  I  will  not >  say 
with  rejection,  but  >with  the  very 
strictest  supervision  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  am  myself,  to  a  certain 
extent,  interested  in  the  matter,  though 
that  interest  is  but  a  small  one,  and  my 
friends  and  neighbours  Messrs.  Driver, 
through  the  Government  Survey  Office, 
have  requested  me  to  ascertain  what  the 
intention  of  the  Government  is  with 
regard  to  the  Bill  which  now  stands  for 
reading  in  the  House  of  Commons  at  a 
rather  suspiciously  distant  date,  as  late  as 
the  5th  July.  Now,  I  am  sure .  your 
Lordships  will  agree  that  it  is  not  a  desir- 
able thing  that  privato  individuals 
should  have  their  land  taken  from  them 
by  compulsory  powers  indefinitely.'  I 
should  be  the  last  person  to  throw  any 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  a  public  improve- 
ment; but  I  think  we  ought  not  to  be;  if 
I  .may  say  so,  blown  upon  hot  andeoldin 
Lord  Iforihbourne 


this1  matter,  and  that1  we  *  ought  -  not 
to  have  compulsory  powers  exercised' 
over  us  for  an  indefinite  time/  My 
Lords,  the  difficulty  on  a  former  occasion- 
was  of  a  pressing  kind.  There  was  a 
great  difficulty  in  securing  money  for  this 
important  public  improvement,  and  the 
noble  Marquess,  being  naturally  anxious 
for  the  improvement  to  be  carried  out, 
gave  those  great  powers  to  a  private' 
company.  But  that  necessity,  my  Lords, 
no  longer  exists.  We  have  in  the  County 
Council  a  body  which  has  ample  powers 
for  raising  money,  and  ~  my  Opinion  is 
that  the  County  Council  would  be  Veil ' 
able  to  undertake  this  work.  Indeed,  I 
understand  that  the  matter  has  been 
before  the  County  Council,  and  that  the 
County  Council  were  not  unwilling  to 
consider  it ;  but  they  considered  that  as 
Parliament  has  given  large  powers  to 
this  company  it  would*  not*  be  wise  to 
interf  erenow  in  the  matter.  My  Lords,  the 
real  and  fatal  objection  I  think  to  thisv 
Bill  is,  that  we  do  not  know  what  the 
character  of  this  work  is  to  be.  When 
I  say  that,  I  do  not  mean  to  suggest 
that  the  Bill  ought  not  to  be  passed,  but  • 
to  state  what  my  great  objection  to  it  is. 
Here  is  a  Bill  for  a  great  public  improve- 
ment to  be  carried  out,  as  sanctioned,  by 
a  private  company ;  and  I  wish  to  know 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in 
regard  to  a  great  metropolitan  improve- 
ment of  this  kind  which  may  very  fairly 
be  compared  to  what  has  been  done  at 
Hyde  Park  Corner,  with  great  advantage 
to  the  public,  have  taken  care  to  have 
any  plans  laid  before  the  House  or  before 
the  country  in  order  that  we  may  judge 
of  the  character  of  the  buildings  along 
the  approach  to  this  magnificent  structure* 
I  should  like  to  know  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  what  course  they 
propose  to  take  with  regard  to  this  Bill, 
and  whether  they  are  likely  in  the  year 
1890  to  get  any  better  satisfaction  from 
the  promoters  of  this  private  company 
than  they  did  on  a  former  occasion  ? 

The  Earl  op  MORLEY :  My  Lords. 
I  do  not  know  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  propose  to  answer  the 
question  which  the  noble  Lord  has  put 
at  considerable  length ;  but  I  would 
venture  to  suggest  to  the  House  that  the 
question  is  one  of  the  most  irregular 
kind.  The  noble  Lord  lias  made  a  speech?  - 
against  a  private  Bill  which  has  not  yen 
appeared  before  your  Lordships9  House, 
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or  evm  bees  read ;  a. » second  <Wpxe  m  tha 
House,  of  Gouamona,  The  'precedent  is 
net  a  very  con  verdant  oue.iuji  regard  to 
parivateilegislatiouif  enable  Lord  is  ta  be 
allowed  to  make>  a  strong,  speech  against 
&  private  Bill  wbioh  is  not  i>njy  not  yet 
before  you*  Lordships,  but  /has  not  yet 
passed  the  House  ,o£  Commons**-  ., 
>*Lqrj>  HENNIK.ER :.  My  rLoris,  I  am 
perfectly  prepared  to  answer^  now  the 


that  was  raised  was  that  there  i*  hardly 
any  precedent  m  Parliament  for  dealing 
intthis  way  with  private  rights* 'but 
these  is  a  distinct. .precedent  in- Scotland 
itself,  as .  the  -  old  •  Scotch..  Parliament  m 
1695  dealt  with,  commonties,  or  commoa 
lands  held*  by,  two  or  -three,  proprietors 
jointly  in .  an,  Act  which  goes  exactly 
upon  these  lines,*.,  The  apparent  differ* 
ence>  between  the  two  cases  of  commonties. 


question,  which 'has  been  put,;  but  I  .quite  and  servitude  rights  isivery  small,  and 
agree  that  it,  is.  not  a  question  which  in  practice  there  is  really,  no  difference 
ought  to  be*  put  in  this  Houses  At-  pre-  at  ajl,  as  in  .the  case  with .  which  this 
sent  the  Bill  -is .-before  the,  r  House  of  Bill  deals,,  there  is  a  joint  ownership, 
Commons,  and  certainly  a»y  question 
upon  it  ought  to  be  asked  in,  the  House 
of  Oommons.  When  the  Bill  comes. up 
lj^re  I  shaty  fje  prepared  to  answer  the 
noble  Lord  any  question  he  fishes  to  ask. 
Under  those  circumstances,  I  must  re- 
spectfully say  that  I  cannot  answer  the 
question.  «.   .  » 

Lord  NORTHBOtJBETE :  tinder,  ike 
circumstances,  my  Lords,  I  will  at  once 
withdraw  the  question;  but -my  feeling- 
-was,  as  I  hope  the  noble:  Marquess, 
whom  we  are  all  very  glad* to  see  in  bis 
place  again,  .will  also  consider^  that  in 
this  case  the  circumstances,  are  of  an 
exceptional  character,  because  I  believe 

it  was  always  understood —-.« ["Order, 

order  J'!}- 


.  r 


..i 
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LAND)  BILL.— (No.  16.) 

second'  beading. 

b  Orcjer  of  the  JDay  vfor  *he,  Second  Read- 
ing read.        .     ,         .    .    .    t .  .. 

*Thk  Mabqugbs  of  HUNTLY  :  My 
Lords,. the  Bill  of  which  I « move  the 
Second  Beading  is  the  same  /Bill  as  I 
introduced  into,  your  Lordships'  House 
at  the  end  of  last  Session.  \  At  that  time 
it  was  very  favourably  received  on  both 
sides  of  the  House-;  but  at  the  request  of 
my  noble  Friend  <  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
laud  I  withdrew  the  measure,. with  the 
view  of  letting  it  be  considered  in 
Scotland,  and  ascertaining  the *  public 
opinion  upon  it  in  that  country.  I  do  not, 
therefore,  think  it  necessary  4o  go  again 
into  all  the  details  oS  the  measure,  but 
rather  to  comment  upon  the  opinions 
which  appear  to  have  been  expressed 
with  regard  to.  it.  From  all  I  have 
learned  upon  the  matter ,<  opinion  is 
distinctly  favourable  te  legislation  upon: 
this' vexed  question*     The  first  objection 


is 

where  one  person  ia  the  .owner  of  the 
laud  and  others.. have  rights  of  pasture,, 
shooting,  4kc*,  over  it.    A  commonty  is  a- 
joint  ownership   ip  land;    a  servitude 
right  is  where  one  person  holds  the. land, 
and  there  may  be  two,,  three,  or.  four 
owners  of  servitudes  fou  the  different 
rights  described  in  this  Bill-^forestry, 
shooting,   pasturage,  and  other  rights — 
over  that  laud  and  over  tfce  right  of  its 
owner; .   My  Lords, .  it  seems  to  me  that 
if  a  joint    proprietor   in   a  commonty 
can    demand    a    division   of    the.  land, 
the^  owner    of    land     burdened  >*  with 
a  •  servitude    right    should   be  equally- 
entitled  to  have  a  division  with,  those 
^  who  exercise  jointly '  with  him  the,  right 
of  using  the  laid.    I  can  see  no  difference 
betweeu  the  two,  or  what  reason  nthere 
(caurbe&ri  the  owner  of  a  servitude  right 
not  bei^g  allowed  to  claim, jsuch^a  division 
iof  the  right    as  .one  who  has,, a  claim 
to   a  part    of.  ,rthe   laud   can  demand* 
fin.  •  Scotland,   where    such  ,-  lands    have 
been    held  in  .common ,  they  hare    all 
'been   divided}  <and  I  think   it  ,  would 
be  very  largely  to  the  public  advantage, 
if  this. dual  ownership  which  exists  in 
regard  to  these  servitude   rights  were 
done  away  with*    I  have  heard  it  said 
also  that    some    rights    of    the .  public 
►would  be  interfered  with  by  this  Bill, 
but.  that  is  not  so.     The  Bill  does  not 
propose  to  touch  any  public  right  what? 
ever ;  it  merely  deals  witb  tho   private 
rights  of  proprietors  and  those  who  have 
servitude  rights  over  land.    Then,  again, . 
1  have  been  asked  what  interest  has  the  < 
public  in  a  measure  of  this  sort,  and 
(what  precedent  there  is  for  dealing  in  a 
general  Bill  with  these  relations  between 
owners  of  private  property.  •  There  are 
precedents  for  such  interference.  ••■•  For 
instance,  Parliament  interfered  with  tha 
entails  of  land,  and  decided  when  entails, , 
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should  cease.  What  greater  instance  of 
dealing  with  private  interests  could  there 
be  than  that?  1  have  mentioned  the 
precedent  of  Parliament  dealing  with 
commonties  in  the  Act  of  1695,  and 
there  are  a  number  of  other  precedents 
where  private  rights  have  been  dealt 
with.  For  instance,  an  owner  of  real 
estate  can  compel  his  neighbour  to 
join  in  building  boundary  fences, 
to  deepen  water  courses  in  order 
to  let  water  off  his  land,  and  to 
improve  the  drainage  in  connection  with 
his  property.  Bnt  there  is  a  much 
stronger  case  than  any  I  have  quoted  in 
connection  with  dealing  with  private 
rights  in  the  Old  Roads  and  Bridges 
Act  in  Scotland,  by  which  the  Trustees 
who  hold  the  roads  have  a  right  to  go 
under  any  person's  land  and  dig  for 
materials  for  the  maintenance  of  that 
road  over  the  land,  only  paying  where 
the  land,  is  enclosed,  surface  damage, 
and  where  it  is  unenclosed  they  deal  with 
it  as  if  it  was  their  own  property.  I 
mention  those  as  precedents  to  show  that 
private  interests  have  in  other  direc- 
tions been  touched  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. Now,  as  long  as  these 
joint  or  servitude  rights  remain  the 
land  is  practically  of  little  value  to  any- 
body. I  have  not  the  evidence  of  pubfio 
opinion  as  represented  by  Petitions  from 
Scotland  in  favour  of  this  measure,  but 
the  reason  of  that  is  that  the  old  bodies 
of  Commissioners  of  Supply  are  defunct, 
and  as  the  County  Councils  have  not 
come  into  working  order  yet,  they  have 
been  unable  to  report  upon  this  matter ; 
but  as  regards  tbe  opinion  of  those  who 
own  lands  which  are  subject  to  these 
servitudes  and  to  those  who  exercise 
rights  over  their  ownership,  I  have 
received  letters  which  are  most  favourable. 
With  your  Lordships'  permission  I  will 
read  one  from  a  gentleman  who  has 
succeeded  recently  to  his  estate,  Sir 
John  Gladstone,  of  Fasque.  He  writes  to 
me — 

"  I  have  been  studying  your  Bill  carefully, 
and  it  appears  to  me  to  cover  all  the  ground 
required.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  power 
to  get  rid  of  servitudes  will  be  a  boon  all  round 
and  would  in  many  cases  lead  to  the  improve- 
ment of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres,  by 
dividing  wbich  under  existing  circumstances 
must  remain  in  a  state  of  nature  for  ever.  — 

Yours  sincerely,  John  Gladstone." 

Although  some  of  the  owners  of  rights 
over  the  solum  which  has  the  servitude 
The  Marquees  of  Uuntly 


over  it  may  be  willing,  and  I  know  one 
case  where  three  out  of  four  owners  of 
these  servitude  rights  are  perfectly 
agreeable  to  allow  them  to  be  divided, 
yet  one  of  the  owners  of  the  servitude 
rights,  being  an  entailed  proprietor,  they 
cannot  move  in  the  matter.  If  you  have 
dealt  with  entails  in  the  way  you  have 
done  by  legislation,  surely  you  can  deal 
with  a  matter  of  such  great  public 
advantage  as  this,  which  is  hindered 
from  being  carried  out  by  the  existence  of 
the  old  entails.  My  Lords,  I  do  not  think 
there  can  be  any  real  objection  to  this 
measure.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
the  public  will  be  largely  the  gainers  by 
legislation  of  this  kind.  I  would  remind 
you  that  a  large  number  of  these  rights 
are  connected  with  hill  grazings,  and 
one  great  benefit  of  this  measure 
will  be  the  improvement  of  those 
grazings  by  draining  so  that  the  land 
will  carry  more  sheep.  If  this  measure 
is  not  carried  it  will  still  be  to  nobody's 
interest  to  improve  those  grazings,  and 
practically  those  enormous  grazing  lands 
will  remain  of  little  value  to  anyone.  I 
mentioned  last  year  the  several  disad 
vantages  under  which  proprietors  labour 
from  the  existence  of  these  servi- 
tude rights.  I  will  not  go  into 
them  again,  but  will  only  mention  one 
instance  of  divoting  which  occurred  in 
my  own  case.  A  neighbouring  proprietor 
has  the  right  of  cutting  turfs  in  a 
forest  whioh  belongs  to  me.  Two  of  his 
tenants  went  to  get  the  turf.  They  lit 
the  heather  to  enable  them  to  cut  the  turf 
easier,  but  the  fire  got  the  better  of 
them,  and  the  whole  hillside  was  burnt. 
In  that  way  the  hillside  grazing  and 
the  shooting  also  have  been  damaged 
for  years  to  come,  simply  through  the 
carelessness  of  a  neighbouring  pro- 
prietor. There  is  no  remedy  for  this 
state  of  things  except  by  doing  away 
with  these  rights,  as  I  propose.  My 
Lords,  it  is  objected  that  there  is  to  be  a 
summary  process  of  going  before  the 
Sheriff.  There  was  an  extension  of 
the  Act  of  1695  which  enabled  the 
parties  concerned  to  go  before  the 
Sheriff  with  regard  to  commonties,  and 
I  have  proceeded  here  entirely  upon  the 
lines  of  the  legislation  with  regard  to 
commonties.  My  noble  Friend  Lord 
Watson  called  attention  last  Session  to 
the  case  of  those  feuars  who  may  have 
become  owners  of  rights  by  reason  of  having 
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made  contracts  with  the  superior  owner, 
I  own  that  there  is  a  grievance  in  those 
cases,  and  I  should  be  quite  prepared  to 
meet  it  by  the  insertion  of  a  special 
clause  providing  that — 

14  This  Act  shall  not  apply  to  rights  of  pastur- 
age or  of  common  pasturage  where  the  same  are 
constituted  by  deed  or  written  contract,  except 
by  the  consent  of  the  party  having  the  right  to 
the  said  servitude." 

My  Lords,  the  only  public  expression  of 
opinion  I  have  seen  against  the  Bill  is  a 
document  which  has  been  circulated 
among  your  Lordships  by  solicitors  of 
the  Supreme  Court  in  Edinburgh,  but 
the  reasons  given  for  objecting  to  the 
Bill  are  not  very  clear  from  that  document. 
It  appears  not  an  unfair  deduction  that 
those  gentlemen  object  to  what  is  rather 
a  fruitful  source  of  litigation  between 
owners  in  regard  to  these  servitude 
rights  being  extinguished  as  the  source 
which  probably  brings  considerable 
grist  to  their  mill.  I  regret  the  absence 
of  the  noble  Duke,  the  Duke  of  Argyll, 
from  ill-health.  He  intended  to  come 
down  to-night  to  speak  upon  this  matter, 
and  he  writes  to  me  saying  he  is  unfor- 
tunately prevented  from  attending  the 
House.   He  goes  on  to  say — 

'*  I  think  all  these  servitudes  are  bad  things  ; 
but  they  must  be  dealt  with  most  cautiously, 
especially  when  they  include  rights  of  grazing 
belonging  to  poor  people.  I  think  that  a 
matter  of  this  kind  should  be  dealt  with  by 
Government  and  not  by  private  Members." 

I  quite  admit  the  force  of  that,  and  I 
think  the  noble  Duke  is  right.  Though 
I  have  brought  forward  this  Bill,  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  do  not  in  the  least  desire  to 
press  it  forward  as  a  private  Member  if 
the  Government  will  give  any  assist- 
ance in  the  matter.  I  should  much 
rather  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Scotland  would  undertake  to 
deal  with  it,  or  else  that  the  Government 
would  allow  the  matter  to  be  referred  to 
a  Committee.  I  can  assure  him  that 
the  measure  is  regarded  as  one  of  pressing 
importance  to  Scotland,  and  that  it  would 
be  a  very  great  boon  to  proprietors  to 
have  the  question  settled.  I  beg  to  move 
the  Second  Beading. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  read  2»." 

•Lord  WATSON :  My  Lords,  whilst  not 
hostile  to  the  object  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess has  in  view,  1  have  not  been  relieved 
of  the  difficulties  which  I  expressed 
last  year  in  regard  to  the  method  which 


he  has  resorted  to  in  order  to  accomplish 
his  ends.  The  great  obstacle  in  the 
way  of  this  measure  is  that  it  is 
very  difficult  to  define  the  sub- 
jects to  which  it  is  intended  to  apply. 
I  do  know  a  great  many  subjects 
which  are  comprehended  in  this  Bill,  to 
which  its  principles  ought  certainly  (as  I 
have  had  occasion  to  say  before)  not  to 
apply.  In  the  case  of  commonties,  to 
which  the  noble  Marquess  has  referred, 
I  may  explain  that  they  constituted  a 
species  of  property  which  had  existed 
in  Scotland  from  time  immemorial. 
The  property  was  well-known  and  ear- 
marked, and  when  the  Legislature  dealt 
with  it  under  that  name  ;  there  could  be 
no  mistake  whatever  as  to  the  sub- 
jects included  in  their  legislation- 
But  when  I  come  to  the  $iU  of  my 
noble  Friend,  I  find  a  very  great 
difference.  He  desires  to  assimilate 
the  subjects,  which  he  intends  to  bring 
within  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  to  commonties, 
and  I  can  quite  conceive  that  in  the 
cases  which  he  has  specially  described,, 
such  as  that  of  large  tracts  of  moorland 
in  the  North  of  Scotland,  the  resemblance 
of  one  kind  of  property  to  the  other  is 
very  close  indeed.  But  this  Bill  is  not 
confined  to  subjects  of  the  class  which 
the  noble  Marquess  described ;  and  I 
find  '  myself  at  a  loss,  without  some 
definite  information  on  the  subject,  to 
formulate  a  definition  which  will  con- 
fine its  application  to  property  of  that 
description.  My  Lords,  as  the  Bill  is 
drawn,  there  is  not  the  most  in* 
significant  patch  of  land  in  Scotland 
over  which  the  proprietor  has  given  a 
servitude  right  of  this  kind  that  is  not 
within  the  scope  of  the  measure,  and  I 
venture  to  say,  as  far  as  my  knowledge 
extends,  there  is  not  an  estate  to  the  south 
of  the  Forth  to  which  any  provision 
such  as  is  made  by  this  Bill  ought  to 
apply.  It  would  break  contracts  on 
the  faith  of  which  persons  have 
built  houses  and  acquired  property 
down  to  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
the  Bill.  I  do  not  think  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  noble  Marquess  to  bring 
in  all  those  cases.  The  measure  is  not 
confined  to  feuars  merely.  I  venture  also 
to  say  this :  that  having  spoken  of  the 
south  of  the  Forth,  I  believe  that  to  the 
north  of  the  same  line  there  are  com- 
paratively few  instances  in  which  there 
ought   to   be    any   application   of    this 
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measure.  I  do  not  think  -that  referring 
this  Bill  to  the  Law  Committee  would  be 
of  any  use.  They,  perhaps,  could  say  what 
ought  to  be  the  rights  of  the  servitude 
owner  and  the  proprietor  inter  se,  if 
they  knew  the  parties  they  were 
dealing  with ;  but  to  pass  the  Bill 
as  it  Stands  would  be  to  pass  it  in 
the  dark,  and  to  send  it  to  a  Com- 
mittee as  the  noble  Marquess  suggests 
would  be  simply  sending  it  to  a  body 
which  has  not  the  means  of  defining  the 
subjects  of  the  measure. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
SCOTLAND  (The  Marquess  of  Lothian)  : 
My  Lords,  I  think;  after  the  remarks 
which  have  fallen  from  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  it  is  scarcely  necessary 
for  nae'to  say  much  in  doing  that  which 
I  regret  being  compelled  to  do,  namely, 
state  that  I  cannot,,  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  accede'  to  the  measure 
which  is  proposed  by  the  noble  Marquess! 
The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  provide  for 
the  compulsory  extinction  of  certain 
lights  of  servitude  which  have  been 
enumerated  by  the  noble  Marquess,  with- 
out ariy  ''option'  whatever  on  the 
part  of  the  owners  of  those  rights' 
to  refuse  or  object  to'  such  extinction". 
The  Bill  gives  power  \o  extinguish  such 
rights  compulsorily,  whether  acquired 
by  prescription  or  by  deed ;  in  other 
words,  it  gives  'power  to  set  aside 
contracts  against  the  wish  of  one  of  the 

Erties  interested.  The  noble  Marquess 
s  stated  that  this  Bill  is  the  same  as 
fhat  which  .he,  introduced  last  year;  and 
that  is  no  doubt  the  fact.  He  has  also 
stated  that  at  the  time  be  introduced  it 
last  year,  1  appealed  to  him  to  withdraw 
it ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  asked  him  to 
elicit  the  views  of  the  people  in  Scotland 
upon  the  subject,  and  as  to  whether  thfey 
desired  that  such  a  measure  should  pass. 
The  noble  Marquess,  has  mow  read  one  or 
two  letters,  the  writer*  of'  which  appear 
to  desire  that  this  measure'  should  pass ; 
but.  on  the  other  hand,  I  desire  to  say 
that  I,  as  Secretary  for  Scotland*  have 
hot  received  one  single  request  or  com- 
munication on  the  subject  from  any  part 
of  Scotland.  Ifcann6t,  therefore,  think  that 
there  is  any7 great  desire  that  this  measure 
should  pass.:  J -WDuld" venture  to  call 
attention'  to  .this  faci  that  the  noble 
Marau^ss^  fir"'  'stating  that  as  far  as;he 
knows*  a  certain  amount  of  interest  vm 
the  Bfll  hfl^1  ^hi  trianifdsted,  has  srmpty 
Lord  Waieon 


shown  that  the  interest  is  on  one  side 
only  ;  he  has  hot  shown  that  .those  who 
have  rights   of  pasturage  or  rights  of 
divot,  which  are,  I  think,  the  two  most 
important  rights,  have  any    wish  that 
their  rights  should  be  compulsorily  taken 
away  from  them,  or  have  any  desire  to 
alter    the    existing    state    of    matters, 
Last  year    I  pointed  out  that  the  Bill 
might  operate  very  injuriously  against 
those  who  possess  rights  of  pasturage 
and  turbary,  and  I  adhere  to  that  opinion 
still.    I .  thinlc  it  would  be  veryv  in jurious 
if  power  were  given  to  the  owner  of  the 
solum  to  take  away  those  rights.      But 
not  only  is  ttere  that  £ifljculty ;  there 
is  also  this  further  objection  :  i^,  seems  to 
me  that  this  Bill  is  purely  onesided.    It 
gives    to    the   proprietor  .of,  the  solum 
by  application!  to  the  Court  of  Session 
or  to  the  Sheriff  the  right  ;to,  demand  or 
exact  that  the    lands    over  (  which  the 
rights-   of  ■  servitude     exist    should   be 
divided  on  payment  of   compensation; 
but,  on  the  other,  hand,  it  gives,  no  right 
to  the  owners  pi  the   seryitudEe  oi;  solum 
should  they  desire  to  make  an  exchange 
to  enfprce  it. ,'.  There fpre,  while  it  .seems 
to  me  that   the    Bill  .might,  in  certain 
cases,  do    considerable  injustice  to  the 
owners  of  the  servitudes,  it  does  not,  on 
the  other  haud,    give    a    corresponding 
power  to  them  to  exact  from  the  land- 
lords an  exchange  such "  as  might  be  de- 
sired by  the  landlords  themselves.     It 
appears  to  me  also  that  such  a  power 
as  this  is,  as  a  general  rule;  absolutely 
unnecessary,    sphere  are  certitmly  to  my 
knowledge  cases  which  have-  arisen  in 
reference'    to   the    power    of    purchase 
where  there  would  be  no  •  reason  what- 
ever  to*  interfere  compulsorily 'with  sack 
rights  as  have  .arisen  either  by  Lpurchaee 
Or  exchange';  andtheVer^  object  which 
the;  noblft  Marquess  wishes  to  carry  into 
effect '  might/  be '  attained'  without  any 
further    intervention   of    the    law.     It 
appears  to  me ,  that    there   are  means 
sufficient  to  meet  the  object  which  the 
noble    Marquess,    has    in    vievf .     With 
regard  toi&e  question  of  entails,  that  ia 
a  very  complicated  question  /-  but  I  do 
not*  think  that  i®  jk  ;  p^eoedei^;  which 
would    justify    th$    passing  pf  such,  a 
ttrea$ureas  hd  prppoBes. '  Tng  hotye  and 
IeaTned  Loro^  Watson!  baS  gdne^o  futtV 
into  the  legal  aspect  of  the  ^ttir '  thall 
neediicrfc  &  t^er'iniS^b&lrto 


1089 


Postal  and 


{May  16,  1890}         Telegraph' Kefb™*.        1090 


views  he  has  expressed.  On  the  two 
grounds  that  I  have  explained,,  namely, 
that  the  Bill  appears  to  be  purely  one- 
sided, and  that  on  the  other  hand  incon- 
venience, if  not  loss,  might  be  occasioned 
to  the  owners  of  servitudes  I  should 
ask  your  Lordships  not  to  give  a  Second 
Reading  to  it.  I  may  say,  in  conclusion, 
that  t  entirely  concur  with  the  expres- 
sion of  opinion  in  the  letter  of  the  Duke 
of  Argyll  that  these  servitude  rights  are 
inconvenient  in  themselves;  but  I  do  not, 
at  the  same  time/  think  that  sufficient 
ground  has  been  shown  for  passing  this 
measure.  My  Lords,  ,1  beg  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this  day 
six  months. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  the  words  "this day  six  months." 
(The  Lord  Ker  [Jf.  Lotkdan].) 

•The  Mabquess  of  HtTNTLT :  I  have 
no  wish  to  press  this  matter  farther 
after  what  has  taken  place,  but  I  should 
like  to  remind  your.  Lordships  that  the 
Bill  provides  either  that  the  owner  of 
the  servitude  can  take  its  value  in 
money  or  that  the  Sheriff  can  allocate  to 
hint  land.  I  quite  admit  that  if  the 
parties  were  all  free  they  could  agree 
if  they  chose  among  themselves  ;  but 
the  difficulty  is  that  there  are  these 
entails  existing  which  prevent  proprie- 
tors dealing  with  each  other;  and  as  you 
have  already  dealt  with'  them  by  enact- 
ment, I  cannot  see  why  you  should  be 
unable  to  deal  with  servitude  rights.  I 
will  only  add  that  I  would  appeal  to  the 
Government  in  this,  which  is .  a  similar 
case,  to  take  up  the  subject  in  a  Bill  of 
tfyeir  own. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn:  then  .the  original  Motion 
and  Bill  (by  leave>of  {the  House)  with- 
drawn.  :  . 

FACTORS   (SCOTLAND)  BILL,^(No.  83.) 

Order  of  the<  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, fread,  and  discharged. 

;   POftTAL;  AND  TBLBGRAPH  REFORMS. 
f  QUpm05^M)BSlilVA!riOKS. 

Lord  LiMIKGTON  :  My  Lqrds,  in 
asking  Iter  Majesty's  Government 
"whether"  they  will  consider  the  adop- 
tion of  certain  desirable '  refprmi  in  the 
Postal  and'  Telegraphic  Departments  xtf 


this,  country;  namely,  Allowing  the  public 
to  affix  halfpenny  stamps  to  cards  for 
transmission  by  post,  such  cards  con- 
forming in  all  respects  to  Post'  Office 
Regulations;  the  stamping  in  plain 
figures  the  hour  of  collection  as  well  as 
the  date  on  letters  ;  a  reduction  in  the 
present  high  rate  of  porterage  for  tele- 
grams/' I  trust  I  shall  not  be  considered 
venturesome  on  this  my  first  occasion  of 
addressing  your  Lordships'  House,  but 
I  do  so  relying  entirely  on  your 
forbearance.  I  felt  some  hesitation 
in  putting  this  question  of  apparently 
trivial  importance  on  the  Paper ;  but  my 
excuse  is  that  it  is  a  matter  of  public 
concern,  and  was  so  considered  whejk 
I  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  another 
place.  I  was  also  further  encouraged  by 
the  success  which  attended  certain  en- 
deavours of  Mr.  Henniker  Heaton  to 
obtain  a  substantial  reduction' in  our 
Indian  and  Colonial  Postage  system1. 
The  first  question  I  ask  is  relative  to  the 
public  being  themselves  allowed  to  affix 
adhesive  halfpenny  stamps  upon  any 
ordinary  oards.  It  is  evident  that  there 
are  the  same  i-easons  of  convenience  in 
their  being  allowed  to  do  so  as  there  is 
in  the  case  of  ordinary  letters.  It  would 
be  a  great  convenience  as  compared  either 
with  having  always  to  obtain  the  stamped 
cards  or  to  send  them  to  the  Post  Office 
to  be  stamped.  I  was  told  that1  there 
would  be  considerable  friction  betweejl 
the  Postal  Department  and  the  public 
who  availed  themselves  of  such  a  system  ; 
and  the  Postmaster  General  said  tfye 
public  would  be  unwilling  U>  abide  by 
the  regulations  which  would  have  to  be 
made  with  regard  to  the  size,  weight^ 
and  shripe  bf  the  cards  to  be'  .used.  1 
cannot  see  that  there  would  be  likely  to 
be  any  greater  friction  in  that  case'  than 
in  the  case  of  overweight  letters,  and  the 
remedy  would .  be  i!he  same  as  in*  that 
case',  namely,  that  the  addressee  or  re- 
ceiver of  the  card  would  have ;  to  paj 
double 'postal  rate.  '  But  that  is  not  the 
only  point.  I  have  inJ  my  hand  certain 
cards  which  have  been  allowed  fto  hav5 
adhesive  halfpenny  stamps 'placed  upon 
them  when  the  Postmaster  has  befc£ 
satisfied  ihat  the  matter  written  on 
the  different  postcards  is  identical,  as  in 
the  case  of  circulars.  The  only  difference, 
therefore,  would  be. that ;tW  Postal^  AtU 
thorjties,  instead  of  'having  the  troubli 
of  <  reading  -the  -mottbr  tvp(m  <h©  yoards^ 
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would    merely    have    to  see   that  the 
cards    conformed    to    the     regulations 
as  to  size  and    so    on.      If    you    send 
half  a  dozen  cards  with  the  matter  iden- 
tical on  each,  the  Postal  Authorities  will 
receive    the    cards    with    an    ordinary 
adhesive  stamp.     And  not  only  so,  but  all 
the  ordinary  regulations  concerning  size 
and  weight  are  dropped,  apparently,  for 
it  is  possible  to  send  an  invitation  card 
to  a  City  banquet  for  a   £d. ;    so  that 
all  regulations  as  to  size  are  apparently 
dropped  as  long  as  the  Postal  Authorities 
know    that    the    cards    are    practically 
circulars.     It  seems  an  absolute  anomaly 
that  in  the  one  case  the  public  are  not 
allowed  to  use  adhesive  stamps  if  it  is 
desired  to  write  a  message  on  an  ordinary 
card ;  but  that,  in  the  other  case,  if  cards 
are  sent  out  as  circulars,  the  public  may 
affix  their  own  stamps.     Then  another 
point  upon  which  objection  is  made  to 
this  system  is  that  of    cost.     At  the 
present  time  the  Post  Office  has  to  pay 
£283   per    1,000,000  cards  to    Messrs. 
De    la    Rue,  and    as    they  use    about 
200,000,000  a  year,  that  represents  a 
sum  of  nearly  £60,000  a  year.     In  addi- 
tion to  that,  there  is  a  great  difference 
also  in  regard  to  the  cost  of  distribution 
and  making  up  into  packets,  which  is 
also  large;  whereas  to  issue  1,000,000 
£d.   stamps  only  costs  the   Post  Office 
£16    7b.   6d.,  as    compared    with    this 
sum  of  £283  which  they  have  to  pay 
for  the   cards.     I  am   aware   that  the 
Post  Office  claim  to  make  good  the  loss 
they  sustain  in  the  amount  spent  upon 
these  cards  by  the  charge  which  they 
make  of   |d.  in  the   place  of   £d.  per 
single  card.     But  my  contention  is,  that 
if  there  be  any  loss  upon  this  postal  card 
system,  the  public  are  willing,  to  a  great 
extent,   to    take    upon    themselves    to 
supply  their  own  cards.     If,  on  the  other 
hand,   the    Post    Office  are    making  a 
profit    on     the    sale     of    these    cards, 
they  are    not  entitled    to    do    so.      I 
do    not     think     there     is    any    Act 
of  Parliament  entitling  the  Post  Office 
to  carry  on  a  profit-making  Stationery 
Department.     All  I  wish  to  say  is  that 
as  long  as  we  have  the  postcard  system 
the  public  are  entitled  to  have  it  carried 
on  as  economically  and  as  conveniently  as 
possible,  and  in  both  Belgium  and  Ger- 
many they  have  this  system.    The  next 
point  to  which  I  desire  to  call  attention 
ib  stamping  the  hour  of  collection  upon 
*        Lord  Lamington 


letters.  All  correspondence  in  addition  to 
havingthe  name  of  the  post  office  and  date 
stamped  upon  them  should  also  show  the 
hour  of  collection.     This  applies  more 
particularly  to  the  Metropolis,  where  it 
would  afford  a  very  urgently  required 
check.     There  are  continual  complaints 
made  of  the  irregularities  of  the  postal 
system,  and  no  dependence  can  be  placed 
upon  the  time  when  a  letter  posted  in 
one  district  will  be  delivered  at  another 
part  of  the  Metropolis.     Other  countries 
have  adopted  such  a  system,  and  I  have 
here   papers  showing  that  in  America, 
Australia,  and  Canada,  they  have  adopted 
the  plan  of  stamping  the  hour  of  collec- 
tion as  well  as  the  date,  and  that  by  that 
means  they  ensure  much  greater  regu- 
larity in  regard  to  the  despatch  and  de- 
livery of  letters,  in  consequence  of  the 
great  check  thereby  afforded  upon  the 
post  offices.     My  last  question  is  with 
regard  to  the  charges  for  porterage  of 
telegrams.     This  applies,  of  course,   to 
rural  districts.    When  the  sixpenny  tele- 
gram system    was    introduced    it    was 
intended  to  be  for  the  good  of  the  whole 
community,  but  practically  rural  districts 
do  not  share  in  that  benefit.     Though 
the  telegraph    system    was,   of    course* 
established  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole 
country,  rural  districts  are  left  out  in  the 
cold  entirely  in  regard  to  offices  and 
messengers  with  which  urban  districts 
are  plentifully  supplied.     That  has  the 
effect  of  preventing  persons   who   live 
more  than  a  mile  from  a  post  office  en- 
joying the  great  boon  of  the  sixpenny  tele- 
gram.    One  great  obstacle  is  that  the 
public  cannot  get  a  post   office   estab- 
lished without  a  very   large   guarantee 
being    provided ;     and     this    difficulty 
would  be  met  if  the  Post  Office  Autho-  , 
ritices    would   consent    to   a   reduction 
of  the  guarantee  upon  the  establishment 
of    new  postal  telegraph  offices.     The y 
did  so  last  year  in  regard  to  establishing  , 
telegraph  offices  at  fishing  stations  in  I 
Scotland,  and  I  think  they  might  extend  I 
the  system  in  that  way  to  a  much  greater! 
degree  throughout  the  country.    I  do  not- 1 
propose   the  abolition  of  all   porterage  1 
fees,  but  I  think  the  scale  of  charges  1 
might  be  altered.     Any  surplus  arising*  1 
from  year  to  year  should,  I  think,  be    1 
devoted  to  lessening  the  amounts  paid     \ 
for  porterage.     At  present,   the  whole 
country  does  not  enjoy  the  benefit  of  the 
lowered  telegraph  tariff  as  long  as  heavy 
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porterage  charges  are  imposed  which 
are  practically  prohibitive  to  the  poorer 
people  who  may  have  to  pay  what  is, 
perhaps,  the  very  considerable  sum  of  Is. 
or  Is.  6d.  for  a  telegram.  My  Lords, 
those  are  the  three  points  which  I  wish 
to  bring  before  the  notice  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  know  that  the  noble 
Lord,  who  will  answer  me,  is  not  in 
direct  connection  with  the  Post  Office, 
and,  therefore,  I  cannot  expect  from  him 
a  very  copious  answer ;  but  I  trust  he 
will  make  the  necessary  representations 
to  the  Post  Office,  and  endeavour  to 
induce  them  to  undertake  some  reform 
in  the  directions  I  have  pointed  out. 

The  Eabl  of  MEATH  :  My  Lords, 
there  is  a  fourth  reform  which  would  be 
very  desirable,  though  it  has  not  been 
mentioned  by  the  noble  Lord,  upon 
which  I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words, 
and  that  is  the  carte-lettre  which,  in 
France,  I  have  found  of  the  greatest 
possible  value.  By  means  of  that  con- 
trivance, the  contents  of  a  post  card  can 
be  kept  private,  and  the  system  saves  a 
great  deal  of  trouble,  there  being  no 
envelope  and  no  necessity  of  folding  the 
letter. 

♦The  Eael  of  JERSEY :  My  Lords,  I 
am  sure  your  Lordships  will  welcome  the 
participation  of  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
discussions  of  this  House,  but  I  am 
afraid  that  my  answer  will  not  meet  all 
his  wishes.  With  regard  to  the  first 
point  I  have  to  reply  that  the  question  of 
sending  private  cards  with  adhesive 
stamps  through  the  post  is  at  the  present 
moment  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Postmaster  General.  In  reference  to  the 
second  proposition  that  the  hours  of 
collection  should  be  stamped  upon 
letters,  as  well  as  the  date,  I  have  to 
point  out  that  letters  which  have  been 
posted  have  sometimes  to  be  collected 
from  a  great  distance  before  they  can 
reach  the  office  from  which  they  are 
taken  away,  and  where  they  are  stamped ; 
so  that  under  no  system  would  it  be 
possible  to  do  more  than  give  approxi- 
mately the  time  of  collection,  and  I 
do  not  think  there  would  be  much 
advantage  to  be  derived  from  that  being 
done.  I  am  informed  by  the  Post  Office 
Authorities  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  enable  the  public  to  trace  their  corre- 
spondence without  reference  to  the 
Department,  which  has  already  a  sufficient 
check  upon  their  officers.    Therefore,  the 
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Postmaster  General  does  not  think  that 
any  public  advantage  would  be  gained  by 
adopting  my  noble  Friend's  second  pro- 
position. As  regards  the  question  of 
porterage  for  telegrams,  I  may  say  that 
the  charge  is  only  6d.  up  to  two  miles 
distance  from  the  delivery  office,  and  6d. 
per  mile  beyond.  That  is  to  say,  a 
telegram  will  be  delivered  within  three 
miles  for  Is.  Above  that  distance  the 
charge  is  Is.  a  mile  for  a  messsenger  on 
horseback.  The  Postmaster  General  does 
not  think  that  is  too  high  a  rate,  and  he 
can  hold  out  no  hope  of  any  reductions 
in  that  direction.  But  I  am  authorised 
to  state  that  wherever  telegrams  can  be 
carried  at  a  lower  rate  than  I  have  men- 
tioned, the  public  get  the  benefit  of  that 
lower  rate ;  and  also  that,  owing 
to  the  increased  number  of  tele- 
graph offices  in  the  country,  the  de- 
livery distances  are  gradually  growing 
less  and  the  charges  accordingly  reduced. 
During  the  last  five  years  about  1,245 
new  telegraph  stations  have  been  opened. 
Of  course,  they  have  not  all  been  in 
country  districts ;  some  of  them  are  in 
the  towns,  but  the  Postmaster  General 
is  always  anxious  to  give  every  facility 
for  the  opening  of  new  telegraph  offices, 
and  the  arrangements  have  been  altered 
as  to  guarantees  subscribed  for  by  the 
public  in  districts  to  meet  any  deficiency 
which  may  arise  in  the  Revenue.  Those 
guarantees  are  now  not  asked  for  until 
the  close  of  the  year,  and  not,  as 
formerly,  required  to  be  paid  at  the 
commencement.  With  regard  to  the 
fourth  question,  I  am  afraid  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  answer  it,  but  I  will 
communicate  it  to  the  Postmaster 
General. 

PORTUGAL  AND  EAST  AFRICA. 
QUESTION — OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Eael  of  HARROWBY,  in  rising 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  a  settlement  has  now 
been  arrived  at  with  Portugal  as  to 
affairs  in  East  Africa ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  can  lay  Papers  upon  the 
Table  showing  the  boundaries  of  the 
territories  which  will  be  hereafter 
within  the  respective  spheres  of  influence 
of  Great  Britain  and  Portugal,  said :  My 
Lords,  before  I  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
the  question  which  I  have  put  down 
on  the  Notice  Paper,  perhaps  your 
Lordships  will  allow  me  to  make  a  few 
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remarks  upon  this  very  important  subject 
of  our  relations  with  Portugal:  in  East- 
Central  Africa,  and  J 1 do  so  because  I  de- 
sire it  to  be  known  elsewhere  that  great 
anxiety  prevails  in  cultivated    English 
society    that   a   settlement    should    be 
arrived  at.     This  question  has  aroused 
immense  interest;  as,  upon  the  settlement 
of  it,  which  we  hope-  may  be  effected, 
may  rest  the  future  destiny  of  Bast- 
Central  Africa.     As  fart  as  Portugal  is 
concerned,  regarding  the   events  of  last 
winter,  I  imagine  that  every  Englishman 
felt  great  regret  thai  there  should  have 
•been  even  a  passing  disagreement  with  an 
old  and  tried-  ally,  and  that  our  desire 
was  to  keep  on  the  best  relations  with  a 
country  with  which  we  have  had  his» 
toxical  relations  in  the  past ;  but  I  think 
no  one  can  help  being  struck  with  the 
unanimity  of  opinion  among  all  parties 
in  the  country  upon  the  course  which 
was  taken  by  the  Prime  Minister  with 
regard  to  Portugal  upon  the  question  of 
her  procedure  in-  East  Africa.    I  seldom 
remember  any  such  unanimous  expression 
of  opinion ;  and  I  go  further,  and  say  that 
there  has  seldom  been  an  instance  in 
which  the  general    opinion  of  all   the 
great  countries  in  Europe  has  been  more 
decidedly  in  favour  of  the  policy  adopted 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,     That,  I 
think,   is    one  of    the  most  gratifying 
circumstances  that  has  occurred  for  a 
long  period.      But,  above  all, 'the  great 
issue- at  stake  in  this  maitteris  the  future 
of  the  vast  tracts  lying  along  the  great 
waterways  of  East  Central  Africa.  I  trust 
nobody  outside  will  mistake  the  feeling 
of  England  in  this  matter.      I  suppose 
no  feeling  has    ever    grown  up  more 
rapidly  than  that  with  regard  to  the 
position  of  affairs  in  this  part  of  Africa, 
within  the  last  few'  years.      I  do  not 
exaggerate  when  I  say  that  the  impor- 
tance of  our  interest  there  has  been  can- 
vassed    in     every    cultivated     centre 
throughout  the   United  Kingdom,      It 
is    a  very    great   interest    that    is    at 
stake  now — whether  British  trade  and 
commerce,  as  well  as '  British  influences, 
are    to    have  free'    course    and    access 
from    the    South    to   the     North    of 
Africa.      There  are  other  nations,  too, 
who  are  interested  in  this  matter,  looking 
with  the  greatest  atnxiety  to  Bee  how 
the  negotiations  with  Germany  are  to 
end  in  reference  to  this  large  subject. 
We  have  a  right  to  be  deeply  interested 
The  Earl  of  Harrowby 


in  thisi  qnas turn  <c£ » the  future  oft  a  this 
vast     tracir    of .  r Africa*     far    it,    was. 
discovered,  and  explored  by  our  devoted 
fellow-countrymen,    who.  first    reached 
those     great     lakes,   .  Vk*oria*Nyanza> 
Nyassa,  and    Tanganyika,    that    great 
chain  of  communication  which  must,  at 
some  futuue  date,   be   the.  highway-  of 
Central  Africa.     Beyond  that,  when  we 
think  of  the  noble  lives  which  have  been 
lost  in  those  tropical  regions,  the  Chris*- 
tian  devotion  to  duty-  which  has  been 
shown  by  our  fellow- oountrymen,  English- 
men   and    Scotchment-^and;    especially 
Scotchmen — we   have  every,  season,  to 
feel  the  deepest  interest  in  the  future  of 
that    country.      If    discovery    and    the 
introduction  of  commerce  ancL  trade  into 
a  country  can  give  any  such  right,  then 
England  has  that  right     My  Lords,  it 
is  impossible  for  us  to  shut  our  eyes  to 
the  fact  that  other  nations  have  been 
trying  in  various  ways  to    sever   our 
communications  between .  British  South 
Africa  and. the  great  countries  bordering 
on  the  Mediterranean.     Yonr  Lordships 
may  remember  thai  there  wera  treaties* 
made  by  France    and    Germany    with 
Portugal ;  and  we  went  out  of  our  way, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  to  say  that  Portugal 
was  free  to  send  her  traders  from  ocean 
to  ocean,  from  Angola  to-  Mozambique* 
I  have  always  thought  that  it  was  rather 
dubious  policy  to  show  friendliness  by 
putting  a  statement  of  that  kind  into  a 
diplomatic*  document,  when  it  was  evi- 
dent that  British  interests  had  a  prior 
claim.     I  think  it  was  a  very  big  venture 
for  a  little  country  to  make,  first  claiming 
those  enormous  powers,  and  then  asking 
us  to  give  a  sort  of  consent  to  those' 
claims.     My    Lords,    you    will    hardly 
imagine  that  I  overlook  the  met  that 
that  was  done  in  order  to  allow  Portugal 
to,  as  it  was  called,  "  extend  her  civilising 
influence  "  over  a  territory  2,000  miles, 
in  extent,  from  Angola  to  Mozambique. 
That,I  think,  wasa  very  large  bid  for  Portu- 
gal to  make.     With  regard  to  the  great 
district  from  east   to  west  which,   up 
to  within  a  few  years  ago,  I  will  caU. 
"  no  man's  land,"  if  there  were  any  real* 
rights  of  Portugal  which  would  prevent' 
our  claiming  advantage  ibmn,  everybody 
would  feel,  however  disagreeable  it  mights 
be,  that  we  must  give  way;  but  in  the 
very  interesting  Blue  Book  presented  to> 
the  House   on  .this,  matter,.,  my  noble. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister  has  defined 
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very  clearly  what  the  rights  of  Portugal 
in  this-distriot  are.  He  says*  with  regard 
to  this  claim  to  an  extent  of  country 
2,000  miles  across,  there  is  no  claim 
whatever  on  the  part  of  Portugal ;  that 
there  is  no  claim  whatever  on  the  part 
of  Portugal  in  all  that  district,  except 
as  to  the  sea  coast  and  portions  of  the 
Zambesi  river.  Then,  with  regard  to 
Lake  Nyassa  and  Shire\  he  says  that  no 
part  of  either  was  ever  occupied  by 
Portugal,  nor  any  place  beyond'  the  con- 
fluence of  the  Zambesi  and  Shire*.  As  to 
the  Upper  Zambesi,  there  was  a  recogni- 
tion of  the  occupation  of  two  places,  Tote* 
and  Zumbo,  but  of  no  other  place  or  dis- 
trict on  the  river.  So  that  we  may  con- 
sider that  the  whole  of  that  district, 
except  those  points,  is  entirely  open  to 
Great  Britain.  As  far  as  Tete*  goes,  that 
is  the  case ;  but,  except  there,  I  do  not 
think  we  need  trouble  ourselves  very 
much  about  any  preceding  right.  There 
are  on  the  one  sideSofala  and  Mozambique, 
on  the  other  Angola  and  those  places  on 
the  Upper  Zambesi.  I  think  that  anyone 
rising  from  the  study  of-  that  Blue  Book 
must  feel  that  the  Prime  Minister  has 
been  most  long-suffering,  indulgent,  and 
patient  in  all  his  dealings  with  Portugal 
in  this  matter.  He  gave  her  ample  time 
to  escape  from  a  difficult  position,  and  I 
think  it  is  a  most  remarkable  case  of  the 
avoidance  of  any  tone  calculated  to  produce 
irritation,  and  of  endeavours  being  made 
in  every  possible  way  to  avoid  hurting, 
in  the  slightest  degree,  the  amour  propre 
of  an  old  ally.  I  should  like  to  substantiate 
that  statement  for  a  few  moments,  if  I 
am  not  detaining  your  Lordships  too  long 
at  this  hour  of  the  night ;  but  my  excuse 
is  that  this  is  an  important  subject, 
and  one  of  great  interest  to  many. 
In  the  first  place,  I  would  remind  the 
House  of  what  Portugal  was  about 
during  those  three  years  after  the  Treaty 
with  France  and  Germany  was  made  as 
to  this  great  tract  of  2,000  miles.  The 
moment  the  maps  were  published  and 
the  Portuguese  Government  claimed  this 
territory  the  Prime  Minister  entered  a 
protest  at  once,  and  declared  that  England 
would  recognise  in  no  way  whatever  such 
a  vast  and  shadowy  claim.  That  protest 
was  the  beginning  of  what  may  be  called 
this  special  transaction.  Then  how  did 
Portugal  act?  Knowing  that  Great 
Britain  declined  to  accept  her  claims  in 
any  way  to  these  vast  territories,  the 


"first,  thing  that  happened  almost  imme- 
diately afterwards  was  that  Portugal 
virtually  closed  the  Zambesi  (the  naviga- 
tion of  which  had  been  free  for  the  last 
10  years)  owing  to  the  imposition  of 
very  high  duties.  One  of  our  steamers 
which  had  plied  there  for-  years  was 
seized,  and'  it  was  intimated  that  there- 
after all  vessels  on  the  Zambesi  would 
have  to  sail  under  the  Portuguese  flajj, 
At  that  time  England  had  announced  a 
protectorate  over  Matabeleland.  Portugal 
immediately  put  in  a  claim  there  without, 
as  was  proved  to  her  beyond  all  doubt,  a 
shadow  of  legal  right;  The  officers  of 
the  British  South  African  Company  and 
the  missionaries  on  the  Nyassa  were  in  & 
terrible  position.  The  struggle  going  on 
there  with  tfie  Arab  slave  traders  was  a 
fearful  one,  and  gave  rise  to.  one  of,  the, 
most  heroic  defences  recorded;  in  ourr 
annals — three  men  defending  themselyes 
against  a  horde  of  the  fiercest  Arab 
,  traders.  Portugal  at  once  took  the  oppor- 
tunity to  stop  the  supply  of  ammunition/ 
to  beleagured  English  subjects  until  she 
was  pressed  by  the  English  Government. 
The  Portuguese  haggled  for  six  weeks, 
and  it  was  with  infinite  difficulty,  that  at 
last  those  men  were  allowed  to  have  the 
ammunition  to  save  their  lives.  Later 
on  the  peril  became  greater,  and  though 
every  sort  of  diplomatic-  communication 
took  place,  it  took  something  like  three 
months  to  get  ammunition  and  guns 
passed  up  to  those  men  beleaguered  by  the 
Arabs.  Then,  just  at  the  time  when  the 
question  of  the  settlement  of  the  boun- 
daries between  the  two  countries  was 
about  to  be  discussed  amicably,  it  was 
rumoured  that  Portugal  was  going,  tp 
send  an  armed  expedition  into  the 
country  which  England  had  declared  to 
be  within  the  sphere  of  our  influence 
and  under  our  protection — to  the  Nyas,sa. 
settlements.  However,  that  seemed  to 
wait  for  a  time,  and  our  Minister  at 
Lisbon  opened  formal  communications 
with  the  Minister  there  as  to  the  adjust- 
ment with  Portugal  of  our  claims,  and 
as  to  the  intercolonial  relations  of  the 
two  countries.  The  communications 
were  most  conciliatory,  and  our  Minister 
had*  long  interviews  with  the  Portu- 
guese Foreign  Secretary  at  Lisbon  ;  but 
in  the  middle  of  these  supposed* 
friendly  negotiations  news  came  that 
1,200  armed  men  had  been  sent  off  ' 
quite  secretly  from  Quillimanq  to  the*  *' 
2  R  2 
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very    district-  in    which     the    English 
missionary  and  commercial    settlements 
were,  which    the    Prime    Minister  had 
stated     he     could     not    allow    to     be 
approached    by  Portugal.     The    Portu- 
guese  Minister  declined   to  say  where 
they  wefe  going,or  what  they  were  going 
to  do,  and  our  Minister  refused  to  con- 
tinue the  negotiations  for  demarcation, 
as,  he  said,  they,  had  become  a    farce. 
Then  in  January  of  the  next  year,  1889, 
the  position  of  our  fellow-citizens  on  the 
lakes  was  still  one  of  great  peril,  and  a 
mitrailleuse  was  much  needed,  but  the 
transport  of  weapons  were  again,  stopped 
for  a  time,  and  it  was  only  after  very 
serious    remonstrances    that  means    of 
defence  were  allowed  to  go  on.     Then 
again,  notwithstanding  the  proclamation 
of  British  Sovereignty  or  Protectorate 
in  Mashonaland,  news  came  of  inroads 
by  the  Portuguese  into  territory  which 
had  been  formally  declared  to  be  under 
British  protection,  and  cannon  were  sup- 
plied to  the  hostile  Arab  slavers  in  the 
disturbed  district  at  a  time  when  they 
were  doing  all  they  could  to  annihilate 
our  heroic  men.     It  might  almost  have 
been  supposed  that  we  were  at  war  with 
Portugal  from  all  those  signs  of  ill-will. 
The    next    thing  was    the    arrest    and 
imprisonment  of  the  English  Vice  Con- 
sul at  Quillimane,  J  think,   upon  some 
excuse  or  other,  but  apparently  simply 
because  he  asked  leave  to    have    arms 
passed  up.     It  was  alleged  that  he  was 
distributing  weapons  to  the  danger  of 
the  Portuguese,  whereas   he   was    only 
trying  to  send  up  arms  to  our  fellow- 
countrymen.    .Then  a  short  time  atter- 
wards   we    find    that    1,000   guns    and 
12,000  lb.  of    powder  were    passed  up 
from  Quillimane,  contrary  to  the  blockade  ; 
And  then  came  the  mora  serious  advance 
of  Serpa  Pinto   into  the  country  of  the 
Makololo,  over  which  a  British  Protec- 
torate  had   been  announced,  with  some- 
thing like  6,000  men,  a  number  of  guns, 
and  two  steamers.     Then  we  find  Serpa 
Pinto  doing  everything  he  can  to  excite 
*  hostile  feeling  among  our  faithful  allies, 
the  Makololo ;    he   provokes  a  struggle 
with  them,  loss  of   life  ensues,  and  not- 
withstanding the   most  serious  warning 
he  remains  with  his  armed   band  in  the 
country  which   is  under  British  protec- 
tion.    Next  a  demand   is  made  that  all 
British  subjects  must  obtain  pass-ports, 
creating  a  fresh  check  to  all  communica- 
The  Earl  of  Harroivby 


tion  between  the  English  commercial  and 
missionary  settlements.  Shortly  after  that 
two  Englishmen,  Messrs.  Colquhoun  and 
Wilkinson,  were  imprisoned  at  one  of 
the  Portuguese  stations,  and  were  only 
released  after  the  earnest  remonstrances 
of    the    Prime    Minister.       Then    two 
British  flags  were   taken  from  friendly 
natives  and  insulted,   and*  an   English 
steamer  was  stopped  and  compelled  to 
haul  down  the   British  ensign.      Then 
our  allies,  the  Makololo,  are  attacked 
again,  and  at  this  moment  a  new  Portu- 
guese  district  is  announced  as  having 
been  formed  at  Zumbo,  one  of  the  places 
which  I  have  mentioned  on  the  Zambesi, 
and  they  have  included  in  that  a  vast 
territory  which  the  Prime  Minister  has 
declared  to  be  under  the  sphere  of  British 
influence  and  not  under  that  of  Portugal. 
My  Lords,  surely  you  will  agree  that 
that  is  a  terrible  list  of  unfriendly  acts 
for  a  State  to  commit  against  its  ancient 
ally.  Considering  the  constant  endeavour 
on  the  part  of  Portugal  to  do  what  was 
unfriendly  towards  England  and  hostile 
to  English  interests,   the  patience  and 
long-suffering  the  Prime  Minister  showed 
were  marvellous,  and  I  think  that  every- 
body will  admit  that  my  noble  Friend 
could    not   have   waited  a  day   longer 
before  taking  action.     I  venture  to  press 
this  matter  rather  strongly  on  the  House, 
lest  the  Prime  Minister  may  show  an 
over-tenderness  towards  Portugal  in  the 
final  settlement  of  the  matter.     There 
naturally  is  a  chivalrous  desire  not  to 
diminish  the  power  of  an  old  ally  who  is 
not  exactly  in  the  same  position  amongst 
nations  as   ourselves ;  but,  after  all,  is 
Portugal     so    badly    off    for    colonies  1 
She  already  has  enormous  possessions. 
Look  at  her  territory  extending  from 
the  Zambesi,  1,200  miles  from  side   to 
side.     Is  it  to  be  supposed  that  she  will 
become  a  more  prosperous  or  powerful 
nation  by  the  addition  of  these  districts 
in  the  interior  ?    It  is  very  dubious  even 
from  her  own  point  of  view.  After  all,  you 
must  look  a  little  at  what  the  antece- 
dents of  Portugal  has  been   in  colonial 
matters.     We  are  justified  in  considering 
this  question,  not  merely  from  a  British 
point  of  view.     We  have  an  enormous 
responsibility  towards  the  native  races, 
and    recognising  that  responsibility   we 
must  have   regard  to  the  antecedents  of 
Portugal.     She  has  been  in  possession  of 
these  great  colonies  for  several  hundred 
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years,  and  what  has  been  her  treatment 
of  the  natives  1    I  do  not  wish  to  say  any- 
thing that  may  seem  unfriendly  of  her  ; 
bat,    in    truth,   a  great    deal     of    the 
misery  of  that  country  has  been  caused 
by  the  Portuguese  Government  flooding 
her  colonies  with  convicts  unreclaimed, 
and  of  the  worst  kind.     They  have  been 
.  scattered  broadcast  all  along  that  coast, 
and  the  result  has  been  the  creation  of 
a  half-caste    population  which    is    the 
scourge  of  those  districts.     Then  as  to 
her  encouragement  of  slavery,  you  have 
the    evidence    of    Livingstone  only  30 
years    ago,     that    unfortunately  every 
Governor  he   had  met  was  engaged  in 
the  Slave  Trade,  up   to  the  Governors 
General  themselves.     That  was  what  he 
said  at  that  time,  and  towards   the   end 
he  became  even  more  melancholy  on  the 
subject,  and  said  that  he  had  given  up 
all  hope  of  'Portugal  being  of  any  use  to 
the    African     races.     I    wish    to    give 
her  all  credit  for  wishing  to  throw  off 
slavery ;  but  when  the  whole  Portuguese 
population  has  been  imbued  with   the 
spirit  of  slave  trading,  it  is  unwise  to 
expect  that  they  will  turn  round  and 
become     civilising    agents    among    the 
native  races,  or  do  them  any  good.     Con- 
sidering Portugal's  antecedents,  I  doubt 
greatly  whether  we  should  hand  over  to 
her  more   territory  than  is   her  right. 
What  progress  has   she    made  ?      Her 
colonies  are  the  most  backward  of    all 
the   settlements,  and  1  cannot  see  any 
sign  of  impending  change.     We  see  by 
this  expedition  of  Serpa  Pinto  that  when 
the    Portuguese  get  among  the  native 
tribes  they  are  received  with  eagerness, 
because  the  natives  can  get  arms*  and 
drink  from  them  free  which  the  English 
judiciously  refuse  to  let  them  have.-   I 
think     that    people    who      thus     give 
arms  and  drink  to  the  natives  are  not 
people    to  be    trusted    with    enormous 
territories  to  which  they  have  no  claim. 
Only    recently    I   find    that    a  certain 
Ferreio,  one  of  the  most  brutal  of  the 
race  I  have  just  now  referred  to,  a  man 
notorious  for  his  cruelty  and  vices,  has 
been  sent  to  govern  a  district  close  to  the 
Makololo  territory.     It  seems  as  if  there 
was  a  want  of  those  civilising  qualities 
which  would  fit  them  for  the  great  task 
which  they  aspire  to  undertake.     Now, 
my  Lords,  when  we  compare  the  course 
taken  by  the  Portugues3  in  Africa  with 


the  instructions  which  Lord  Clarendon 
gave  to  Livingstone  when  he  sent  him 
out  there,  telling  him  how  he  was  to 
avoid  anything  like  unkindness  to  the 
natives,  how  his  whole  strength  was  to 
be  given  to  raising  them  in  the  scale, 
both  from  the  religious  and  the 
social  point  of  view,  and  to  avoid 
exciting  anything  like  contests  or 
ill-will;  when  we  compare  the  con- 
duct of  the  Portuguese  with  the  work  of 
our  Church  Missions,  University  Missions, 
and  Scotch  Missions,  our  Buchanans  and 
our  African  Companies,  can  we  for  one 
moment  doubt  on  which  side  the  happi- 
ness of  the  native  races  would  rest! 
Every  inquiry  shows'  that  they  desire  to 
become  subject  to  England  if  to  anyone. 
We  sometimes  confuse  the  Arab  slave 
traders  with  the  native  populations,  al- 
though they  are  quite  different,  and  no 
doubt  those  Arabs  are  no  friends  of  ours; 
but  every  testimony  shows  that  the 
native  races  are  decidedly  in  favour  of 
being  subject  to  England  rather  than  to 
Portugal.  I  would  ask  your  Lordships 
has  this  country  any  right  before  God  or 
man,  either  from  regard  for  old  associations 
or  for  the  susceptibilities  of  European 
nations,  to  make  agreements  by  which 
these  vast  territories  would  be  intrusted 
to  a  Power  which,  I  venture  to  say,  even 
though  it  has  good  intentions,  is  unfit,  as 
compared  with  ourselves,  to  carry  for- 
ward a  great  civilising  and  Christianising 
Mission  in  Africa  1  I  thank  your  Lord* 
ships  for  listening  to  me  so  long,  and  1 
now  beg  to  ask  the  question  of  which  I 
have  given  notice. 

•The  Mabqukss  op  SALISBURY  : 
My  noble  Friend  has  made  a  most  in- 
teresting speech  on  a  subject  with  which 
he  is  well  acquainted,  and  in  regard  to 
which  long  study  and  deep  feeling 
singularly  fit  him  to  speak  with  authority 
to  your  Lordships'  House.  There  is 
little  or  nothing  in  his  speech  to  which  I 

can  take  exception,  and  I  wish  it  were 
in  my  power  to  imitate  my  noble  Friend 
in  the  fulness  of  his  treatment  of  the 
subject  or  the  frankness  of  his  expres- 
sions. More  than,  perhaps,  on  any  pre* 
vious  occasion  do  I  regret  that  the  insti- 
tutions of  this  country  do  not  afford  an 
opportunity  to  those  who  represent  the 
foreign  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
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,-mant.of  speaking  to  the  legislative  power 
,ol  t^ft  .country  without  at.  the  same,  time 
t&king    into    their  confidence  all  other 
,  persona  in  the  world.     I  should  bo  very 
glad  i£  it  were  m  my  power  to  apeak 
frankly  ,to  a  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions sitting  in  secret  session,  for  I  feel 
that  I  oould  make  a  very  long  speech  if 
.  I  had. that  opportunity.      There  is  a 
.  great,  deal  I  should  like  to  say,  but  your 
;Jjordship8  will  sympathise  with  me  if  I 
observe  -  only  very  modest  proportions 
in.  the  extent  of  mynheer  rations  to  you 
to-night.     We  are  in  the  midst  of  nego- 
tiations— negotiations    not    only    with 
.  Portugal,  but  with  other  countries^-and, 
,of    course,    any    observations    which  I 
,  might  make   upon  this  question  from 
almost  any  point  of  view  could  not  be 
.  .without  their  effect  upon  the  progress .  of 
.  those  negotiations.     I  think,  therefore} 
that  I  shall  best  perform  my  duty  and 
fulfil  the  wishes  of  my  noble  Friend — 
.  whilst  expressing  the  deepest  sympathy 
<  with  the  feelings,  to  which  he  has  given 
,  utterance — if  I  say  that  our  disoussidns 
•  with  Portugal  are. still  going  on;  that  we 
instill    decline  to  recognise  as  adequate 
j  foundation  for  territorial  claim  distant 
.  historical  traditions ;  that,  on  the  other 
hand,,  we  have  no  wish  to.  oppose  any 
obstacle  to  the  exercise  on  the  part  of 
-  Portugal  of  the  right  which  we  desire  to 
,  exercise  ourselves,  namely,  to  find  a  fit 
opening  for  the  energies  of  our  popula- 
tion and  the  progress  of  our  trade,  and 
still  less  any  obstacle  to  the  development 
of  those  philanthropic  feelings  and  the 
fulfilment  of  those  high  duties  to  which 
my    noble    Friend    has    so    eloquently 
called  attention.      How  soon  the  nego- 
tiations will  come  to  a  conclusion  it  is 
not  in.  my  power  to  say.     I  recognise  the 
desirability  of  early  progress ;  but  I  also 
.recognise,  as   your  Lordships  will  also 
do,  the  unwisdom  of  sacrificing  any  sub- 
stantial end  to  mere  rapidity  of  conclusion. 
Thercis  only  one  point  upon  which  I  wish 
to.  speak  with  somewhat  more  openness 
than  I  have  done  with  regard  to  this 
question.  My,  noble .  Friend  made  allusion 
to.  the  Zambesi  and  the  Shire\-  and  to  the 
action  of   Portugal  in  stopping  vessels 
.upon  that  highway.  .  That,  I  wish  to  say, 
is  not  a  matter  of  negotiation  ;  it  is  not 
,a  matter  upon  which  we  will  negotiate 
at  all.    We  consider  these  rivers  to  be 
international  highways.    We  ask  that 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


they  shall  be  open,  not  to  ourselves  only, 
but  to  everybody  else ;  and  if  anybody 
hinders  the  freedom  of  traffic  along  those 
highways,  the  responsibility  must,  rest 
with  those  who  do  so*  and  I  wish  to  say 
that  because  it  must  not  be  supposed  that 
is  any  part  of  the  negotiations  we  are 
carrying  on.  As  to  the  territorial 
question,  it  is  one  of  exceeding,  difficulty. 
Feeling  is  running  high  in  this  country 
just  at  this  moment  in  one  particular 
direction.  I  am  not  sure  whether  that 
feeling  is  always  restrained  within'  the 
limits  of  wisdom  and  discretion.  I  am 
not  sure  that  people  always  remember 
that  dominion  is  not  an  unmitigated 
luxury,  but  that  it  carries  with  it  duties, 
burdens,  obligations,  dangers.  My  noble 
Friend  eloquently  pointed  out  the  want  of 
wisdom  of  the  rulers  of  Portugal  when 
they  wished  to  stretch  their  territory 
from  the  shore  of  the  Atlantic  to  the 
shore  of  the  Indian  Ocean,  and  asked 
whether  that  was  indeed  a  measure 
which  would  increase  the  strength  01 
the  happiness  of  Portugal  .  I  would  ask 
my  noble  Friend,  when  he  is  giving  his 
support  to  what  I  may  call  the  idea 
of  Cairo  to  Cape  Town,  whether  some 
such  criticism  might  not  be  passed 
with  respect  to  a  Kingdom  much  more 
powerful  than  Portugal,  but  which  yet 
has  a  limit  to  its  power.  "Mutato  nomine 
de  te  fabula  narratur"  Iu conclusion, 
I  have  to  say  that  I  hope  we  shall  exact 
that  which  is  the  right  of  this  country, 
and  that  which  is  for  its  honour  and  its 
strength,  but  I  hope  we  shall  not  be 
seduced  into  undertaking  obligations 
which  are  beyond  our  strength  to  perform 
consistently  with  the  other  duties  which 
we  have  both  at  home  and  in  every 
quarter  of  the  globe. 

■ 

OPEN  SPACES  BILL.— (No.  76.) 

Bead  3*  (according    to    order),  .  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Seven 

o'olock,  to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 
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IREI^Alt^T-^BaKS  OF  WORKS. 

Bb.  •  T&NNSR*  (Cork   Co.,     Mid)  : 
I    beg    to   tflHrr.'tie   Secretary    to    the 
Treasury*  if^>'i^^i$  (correct   that  clerks 
•of-  works  tin^Ittidahid  are  dismissed  at 
the  <  finishing*  of ■>  any    contract    upon. 
the '.donstractfolir  of   whteh  they    hare 
been  employed}  'and  whether  their  rate 
of   payment  -fa    upon  the<  same   Bcale 
^s  t  he  <5orr3spoading  classes  in  the  em- 
ployment of  the  English  Office  of 'Works, 
^nd,  if  not,  by  how  much,  and  in  what 
manner    is    the    difference    made;  and 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Board 
to  make  the  same  rate  of  payment  to  the 
Irish  and  English  cterks  ?  * 

*Thp  SECRETARY*  to  the  TREA- 
SURE (Mr:  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  1  am' 
'informed  that  the  practices  both  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  is   uniform,   and  that 

•        *        -  •  * 

the  engagement  of  a  clerk  of  the  works 
is  a  niatter  of  contract.     The  rate  of  pay' 
varies  according  to  the  importance  of  the 
work. 

.  Dr,  TANNER  j  Is  it  not  the  ,fact  that, 
-clerks  ;pf  works  are  jnuclj.  better  paid;  in 
England  than  Ireland  ? 

•Mb.  JACKSON :  I  can   only  say  that 
it  depends  upon  <  the  importance  of  the, 
work.     There  are  varying,  rate*  both  in 
'.England  and  Ireland. 

Dr.  TANNER :  •  What  is  the  standard  I 

•Mb.  JACKSON: :  I  cannot  Say  that» 
there  is  any  standard. '  It  depends  on 
the  class,  ot  work,  unless  a  contract  has1 
been  entered  into. 

Dr.  TANNER :  The  salaries  of  Eng- 
lish clerks  of  wprks  as  set  forth  in  ,  the 
.Estimates  are  Higher  than  in  Ireland,  and 
Irish  men  come  over  here  to  improve 
their  position. 

•Mb.  JACKSON  :  The  emigration  from 
Ireland  tp  England  in  such  cases  is,  I, 
believe,  an  usual  process, 

.  .  Dr,  TANNER:  Yea;. in.  conseqnence 
of  the  coercion  which  exista  in  Ireland;* 


CORK  TOWN  OOtJNOIL, 

.  Mb.  FLYNN"  (Corki  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief, Secretary,  tp  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant  of  Ireland  .whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Cork  Town  Council  have  declined 
to  pay  the  amount  applied  for  by,  tfee 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Cork-  District 
Lunatic  .Asylum,  on.  the  ground  that 
their  body  and  the  citizens.; have  no 
direct  representation  on  the  Asyjum 
Board :  whether  he  can  state  what 
representation  on  that  Board  is  the  .Corjc 
Corporation  entitled  to ;  and  why  such 
representation  is  denied  to  the.  Municipal 
Authorities  in,  Cork « 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob.  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester 
E.)  :  The  facta  are  as  stated  in  the  first 
paragraph..  Under  the  recent  scheme 
adopted  by  the  Irish  Government,  with 
a  view  to  giving  .direct  representation  op 
District  Lunatic  ^sylum  Boards  to  the 
several  presenting  bodies,,  four,  represen- 
tatives were  to  be  chosen  by  the  Lorfi 
Lieutenant  from  nominees  of  the  Cork 
Corporation.  The  Corporation,  however, 
nominated  for  the.  four,  places  four  of 
their  members  pnjy,  which  would,  re- 
move from  the  Lord  Lieutenant;  ,the 
power  of  exercising,  his  statutory  respon- 
sibility for  the.  selection  of  Governors. 
This  was  pointed  but  to  the  Corporation, 
but  they  declined  to  send  forward  any 
additional,  names.  2  The  Lord  lieutenant 
then  felt  obliged,  to  select  from  the 
general  body  of  the  Corporation  four  of 
its  members  to  serf  e  as  its  representative 
on  the  Asylum,  Board. 

Mb.  SEXTOtf  (Belfast,   W.):    In^  a 

precisely  analogous  case  in ,  Dublin  were 

.not  the  Corporation  allowed  to  nominate 

10  members?  "Why  should  there  be, one 

rule   for,  Dublin  and  another,  for. florid 

Mb!  A.  J.  3ALFOFR:  There  is  3pt 
one  rule  |pr  Dublin  and  .another.' for 
Cork.  No  additional  names  have  bean 
submitted. 

THE  SKINNERS*  COMPANY. 
Mb.  PINKERTON  (Galway)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the-  Chief  %  Secretary  r  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  Skinners'  Company  have  sqld  three- 
fourths  of  their  property  in  County 
Londonderry  to  their  tenants,  and  have 
now  limited  the  time  when  their  offer 
to  sell  will  be  withdrawn,  owing  to  the 
fact  that  a  Syndicate,  composed  of » mem- 
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bers  of  the  Skinners'  Company  and 
others,  have  offered  to  purchase  the 
remainder  of  the  estate  as  a  speculation, 
and  that  the  Company  have  agreed  to 
accept  15  years'  purchase,  while  the 
price  they  demanded  from  their  tenants 
was  19  years ;  if  many  of  the  tenants, 
who  have  not  yet  purchased,  are  pre- 
cluded from  doing  so  owing  to  arrears ; 
and  if  he  would  consider  the  advisability 
of  inserting  a  clause  in  the  Land  Pur- 
chase (Ireland)  Bill,  giving  the  tenants 
the  right  of  pre-emption. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Land  Com- 
missioners report  that  applications  for 
purchase  in  respect  of  671  tenants  on 
the  Skinners'  Company's  Estate  have 
been  lodged  with  the  Commission.  In 
58  of  these  cases  the  advances  applied 
for  have  been  refused,  and  48  are  still 
pending.  The  records  of  the  Commission 
do  not  afford  any  information  as  to  the 
extent  or  value  of  the  residue  of  the 
estate,  nor  have  they  any  information  as 
to  the  Syndicate  referred  to. 

DOCKYARD  LABOURERS. 

Colonel  HCJGHES  (Woolwich)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  can  state  the  number  of 
labourers  employed  at  15s.  a  week,  16s., 
17b.,  18s.,  19s.,  20s.,  and  above  20s., 
respectively,  in  each  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dockyards  in  England  ? 
•The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing  J :  The  total  number  of  labourers 
employed  in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards 
in  England  at  the  rates  of  pay  mentioned 
in  the  question  is  6,454.  Of  this 
number  1,037  receive  15s.  a  week;  517, 
16s. ;  1,527,  17s. ;  881,  18s. ;  335,  19s. ; 
956,  20s.;  and  1,201  above  20s.  In 
addition  to  the  men  employed  at  these 
particular  rates,  101  labourers  are  paid 
16s.  6d.,  and  144,  19s.  6d.  a  week. 
When  any  of  these  men  are  employed 
on  task  work  they  get  extra  money, 
from  10  to  40  per  cent.,  in  addition. 

FOREIGN  WORKMEN. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if,  having  regard  to 
the  Report  of  the  Sweating  Committee, 
that 

"  Certain  trades  are  affected  by  the  presence 
of  poor  Foreigners,  for  the  most  part  {Russian 
-and  Polish  Jews/' 

Mr.  Pinkerton 


he  has  taken  steps  for  the  enforcement 
of  the  Alien  Act  on  the  routes  of  their 
arrival,  as  recommended  by  the  Select 
Committee  on  •  the  Immigration  of 
Foreigners  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  or  thb  BOARD  or 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol* 
W.) :  I  would  remind  my  hon.  Friend 
that  the  Report  of  the  House  of  Lords' 
Sweating  Committee  only  says  that 
certain  trades  are  to  some  extent 
affected  by  foreign  immigration,  while  it 
speaks  well  of  the  immigrants  in  some 
respects,  and  does  not  make  any  sugges- 
tion to  prevent  immigration.  I  may  say, 
however,  that  some  time  ago,  before  the 
issue  of  this  Report,  the  necessary  steps 
were  taken,  under  powers  given  by  the 
Alien  Act  and  in  other  ways,  to  procure- 
statistical  information  with  regard  to 
the  immigration  of  foreigners  as  regards 
vessels  arriving  from  European  ports  at 
the  principal  ports  of  the  United  Sling* 
dom.  This  was  done  in  pursuance  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Immigration  of  Foreigners.  The 
information  is  now  coming  in  regularly, 
and  the  results  will  be  published  in  the 
future  Annual  Reports  of  the  Depart- 
ment, or  more  frequently  if  occasion 
should  require. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
Do  I  understand  that  the  provisions  of 
the  Alien  Act  are  carried, out  wholly  Or 
partially  under  his  direction,  and  if  only 
partially  to  what  extent  ¥ 

•Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  Only  to  the 
extent  necessary  for  obtaining  informa- 
tion. 

SMALL  ARMS  FOR.VOLUNrEERSv 
Mb.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
it  is  intended  at  the  close  of  the  present 
year  to  call  in  the  Snider  carbine  and 
issue  the   Martini-Henry  carbine  in  its. 
place  to  Artillery  Volunteers  t 
•The    SECRETARY    of   STATE   pob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :    No,    Sir.     Martini- Henry 
carbines  are  not  available  for  this  pur> 
pose  in  sufficient  numbers  at  the  present 
time. 

SOUTH  AFRICA. 

Mb.    ERNEST    BECKETT     (York, 

N.R.,  Whitby) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 

Secretary  of     State   for    the    Colonies 

whether,  having  regard  to  the  declara- 
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tion  made  by  him  on  9th  November, 
1888,  that 

"The sphere  of  British  influence  south  of  the 
Zambesi  is  declared  to  extend  over  *  the  terri- 
tories north  of  the  South  African  Republic  and 
the  Beohuanaland  Protectorate,  south  of  the 
Zambesi,  east  of  the  20th  degree  of  east  longi- 
tude, and  west  of  the  Portuguese  province  of 
8ofala,' " 

it  is  the  case  that  an  English  Corporation 
has  since  acquired  from  Moremi,  the 
King  of  the  Bamaugwatos,  all  the 
mineral  rights,  together  with  timber  and 
grazing  rights  within  his  country,  which 
country  is  included  in  the  area  thus 
denned  as  lying  within  the  sphere  of 
British  influence;  whether,  in  the 
negotiations  now  pending  in  Berlin,  Sir 
Percy  Anderson  has  been  informed  of 
the  existence  of  this  concession;  and 
whether  the  Government  adhere  to  the 
above-quoted  definition  of  the  sphere  of 
British  influence  in  South  Africa  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob  the 
COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de  Worms,  Liver- 
pool,  East  Toxteth) :  The  description 
referred  to  was  accurate  so  far  as  it 
went,  but  the  boundaries  are  necessarily 
to  a  great  extent  still  undefined,  as  the 
Zambesi  and  the  20th  meridian  do  not 
intersect  each  other.  The  question  of 
further  delimitation  is  now  the  subject 
of  negotiation.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  been  informed  that  such  a 
concession  has  been  acquired  by  an  Eng- 
lish Limited  Company,  and  it  is  believed 
that  these  rights  have  been  acquired 
subsequently  to  my  statement  of  Novem- 
ber, 1888.  This  information  has  been 
communicated  to  Her  Majesty's  Embassy 
at  Berlin. 

•Mb.  E.  BECKETT :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  there  has  been  no  surrender 
of  British  territory  such  as  it  was  defined 
to  be  in  the  answer  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  in  November, 
1888? 

♦The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
fob  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Feb- 
OUSSON,  Manchester,  N.E.):  Perhaps  I 
may  answer  that  question.  It  is  quite 
evident  that  the  description  in  1888  was 
not  strictly  defined  to  the  North  or  North- 
West  ;  but  what  I  am  in  a  position  to 
say  is  this,  that  should  there  be  any  fresh 
delimitation  of  territory,  any  rights  ac- 
quired by  British  subjects  in  such  dis- 
tricts would  be  borne  in  mind. 


THE  PROCURATOR  FISCAL  OF 
TOBERMORY. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  it 
is  true  that  the  firm  of  which  the  Pro- 
curator Fiscal  of  Tobermory  is  a  member 
are  law  agents  for  several  landed  pro- 
prietors in  the  district,  and  are  at  present 
acting  for  two  or  more  of  these  in  civil 
processes  against  crofters  on  their  estates; 
and  whether,  taking  into  consideration 
his  answer  to  the  Member  for  Invernesa- 
shire  on  the  16th  of  July  last,  and  his 
declaration  that  he  approved  of  the 
action  of  the  Sheriff  of  that  county  in 
instructing  a  firm  of  solicitors,  of  which 
the  local  Procurator  Fiscal  was  a  member, 
that  it  was  undesirable  that  they  should 
act  in  such  cases,  he  will  take  steps  to 
have  the  same  rule  adopted  in  Argyle- 
shire? 
•The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute) :  I  find  that  the  Pro- 
curator Fiscal's  firm  have  for  many  years 
acted  as  agents  for  some  proprietors  in 
Mull,  and  recently  appeared  for  them  in 
applications  before  the  Crofter  Commis- 
sion ;  but  I  have  no  information  to  show 
that  they  are  acting  in  processes  against 
crofters,  as  is  stated  in  the  question,  and 
as  was  the  ground  of  complaint  in  the 
case  last  year  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers.  I  have,  however,  thought  ii 
right  to  communicate  with  the  Sheriff  on 
the  subject. 

GRIEVANCES   OF  GOVERNMENT 
EMPLOYES. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS  (Glamor- 
gan, S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  whether  there  is  any 
Order  or  Regulation  which  •  prohibits, 
regulates,  or  controls  the  holding  of 
meetings  by  those  employed  in  Her 
Majesty's  Dockyards,  for  the  purpose  ol 
discussing  their  position  and  making 
known  their  grievances;  and,  if  so\ 
whether  he  will  state  the  terms  of  any 
such  Order  or  Regulation  ) 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  The  Regula- 
tions affecting  the  meeting  of  employes 
in  the  Public  Service  are  issued  Depart- 
mentally,  and  must  depend  upon  the 
conditions  and  nature  of  the  employment 
given.  In  the  dockyards  only  a  propor- 
tion of  those  employed  are  in  the 
permanent  service  of  the  country,  the 
remainder  are  periodically  hired.     The 
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Admiralty  have  not  hitherto  found  it 
necessary  to  issue  any  Regulations  on 
the  subject. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS':  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  there  is  any  Order  or  Regulation 
which  prohibits,  regulates,  or  controls 
the  holding  of  meetings  by  those  em- 
ployed in  any  branch  of  the  Department 
for  the  purpose  of  discussing  their 
position  and  making  known  '  their 
grievances ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
state  the  terms-  of  any  .  such  Order'  or 
•Regulation  ? 
•Sib  M.  HICKS1  BBAOH  r  Jt  has  never 
been  found  necessary  to  make  any 
Regulations  of  the  kind  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member.  The  staff  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  'though  numerous,  is 
scattered  over  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

POLLUTION  OF  THE  RIVER  COLNE. 
Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  PancraS/W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the '  Local 
Government .  Board  whether  he  will 
inquire  into  the  cause  of  the  poisoning 
and  pollution  of  the  River  Colne  and  its 
tributaries  by  the  Croxley  Paper  Mills, 
iiear  Watford,  ton  Wednesday  the  7th 
May,  whereby  private  property  to  the 
value  of  many  hundreds  of  pounds  was 
destroyed ;  an*  whether  he  has  any 
power  to  insist  upon  the'  provision  of 
necessary  apparatus  whereby  poisonous, 
noxious,  or  polluting  liquid  ormatter  can 
be  dealt  with  so  as  to  prevent  any  such 
injury  or  damage  for  the  future ;  and,  if 
80,  whether  he*  will  exercise  such  powers, 
in  the  interest  of  the  owners,  tenants, 
and  ratepayers  of  •  the  river  and  fisheries 
in  the .  neighbourhood  ? 

*Tfl®  PRESIDENT  or  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  {Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George'*) :  Since  the 
notice  of  this  question  was  given .  by  the 
hon.  Membar,  I  have  communicated  with 
jthe  Sanitary  Authority  of  the  Watford 
Union,  and  I  learn  from  their  clerk  that 
no  complaint  has  been  -made  to  the 
Authority  as  .td  the  occurrence  on.  the 
7th  May  at  the  Croxley  Paper  Mills.  I 
am  informed,  however,  by  the  com* 
municatwns  .which  I  have  received,  that 
a.  tank  ad  the  mills  which  was  charged 
with  chloride  of  lime  burst,  the  result 
being  to  poison  great  quantities  of  fish, 
and  to*, affect  the  water  for.  a  ;  long 
distance  below  the  mills.,  1  hare  .no 
Lord  O.  Hamilton 


authority  to  insist  upon  the  provision  of 
necessary  apparatus  whereby  poisonoud, 
noxious,  or  polluting  liquid  or  matter  can 
be  dealt  with  so  as  to  prevent  any  Batik 
injury  or  damage  for  the  future.  *  If,  aft 
I  infer  is  the2  case,  it  is  considered*  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Rivers  Pollution 
Prevention  Act  are  contravened,  the 
Sanitary  Authority  are  empowered,  with 
the  consent  of  the  Local  'Government 
Board,  to  institute  proceedings  fb*  tbe 
enforcement  of  that  Act.'  If  any  tautm 
consent'  is  applied'  for,  the  matter  will 
receive  my'pirompt  consideration.  -"Ik 
the ;  meantime,  I*  ytfll  bring  the  ;xna$3r 
specially  under  the' attention  of  the  Uni- 
tary Authdrity,  and  request  them^-tb 
investigate  the '  f acts!  and  'report  ih£ 
result  to  the  Board.        ,l  \* 

M*.  ISA  ACSOtf  J  (Tower  fiamlefe, 
Stepney):  May  I  ask  whether,  a  tenant 
is  compelled'  to  give  two  months'  notice 
before  a  nuisance  can  be  abated?  * 

•Mift.RITtilllBrThe  tidcal  Govern- 
ment  Board  nave  no  authority '  in  t  the 
matter;  unless  the  Local  Authority 
propose  to  institute  proceedings  under 
the  Rivers  Pollution  Prevention  Act. 
and  apply  to  the  Board  for  their  consent 
to  the  institution  of  the  proceedings. 
The  notice  for  the  abatement  of  a' nui- 
sance rests  with  the  Sanitary  Authority 
of  the  district.  .  > 

receipts  FftoM  stamps;  *;'.'.' 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (K^rk- 
caldy,.$c.) ;  I  beg  tp  ask  the  Chancellor  pfr 
the  Exchequer  if  he  definitely  deqlines  to 
distinguish  the  ,  Jietropolis  from  tfie 
other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom^  jn 
regard  to  the  receipts  from  stamps'  (in- 
cluding Profeajte  Duty). and  Income  Tax  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  E&&HE* 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  definitely.     *     _; 

LIQUOR  TRAFFIC  IN  THE  UNITED  - 
...»       STATES.  . 

Sib  GEORGE  BADEN-PQWB&fc 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale):  I  beg.  to  ask,  t ho 
Under  Secretary,  of  State,  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  Her  Majesty's  .Govern* 
ment  have  acquired  any  •  recent  inform*' 
tion  as  to  the.  results  of  the  oontroi  of 
the  drkJc  traffic  in  :tho  United:  State*; 
and  whether  there  are  any  tanabomtativB 
Repoits  of  •  recent^  date  whichioan  jfep 
presented  to.  Parliament  1    ■ .    . . •  •  t :-.  u 
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.'  *Sra  J.  FERGUSSON  :  My  hom'Friend 
has  not '  observed  a  rery  complete 
Report  on  this  subject  by  Mr.  Edwards, 
Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  Legation  at 
Washington,  which  has  been  laid  before 
Parliament  as  No.  154  of  the  Miscella- 
neous Foreign  Office  Reports.  This  Paper,* 
which  has  been  extensively  noticed,  both 
in  this  country  and  in- the  United -States, 
brings  down  all  the  information  available 
upon  the  subject  to  a  recent  date. 

BEHRIKGS  SEA  FISHERIES. 

Sir  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL :  I 

beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 

lor  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  can  make 

•  any  further  statement  as  to  the  progress 

>  of  the  negotiations  for  the  settlement  of 

the  Behrings  Sea  fishery  dispute  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  not  at  present  in  a  posi- 
tion to  make  any  statement  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  (Staffordshire, 
Kings winford) :  When  will  the  right  hott. 
Gentleman  be  able  to  give  information 
as  to  the  settlement  of  the  Behrings  Sea 
fisheries  difficulty  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  It  is  impossible 

for  me  to  say  when  a  settlement  will 

'be  attained,  because  the  negotiations  are 

not  closed.     I  shall  be    happy    to  give 

the  information  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  S.  HILL :  May  I  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  to-day's %  papers 
announce  that  Sir  John  MacDOnald  is 
going  to  make  a  Statement  in  '  the 
Canadian  Parliament  to-day  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  do  not  think 
that  the  Premier  will  be  in  a  position  to 
make  any  statement  as  to  the  final 
arrangements. 

..   THE  LONDON  WATER  COMPANIES. 

Mr.  KELLY  (Oamberwoll,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether,  in 
view  of  the  quinquennial  re-assessment 
of  property  in  London,  which  will  come 
into  force  in  1891,  and  will  give  the 
Water  Companies  power  to  exact  an  in- 
creased charge  for  their  supplies,  he  can 
give  the  House  any  assurance  that  he 
will  introduce  a  Bill  during  the  present 
Session*  for  the  purpose  of  suspending  the 
powers  of  the  Water  Companies  to 
increase  their  charges  for  water  con* 
sequent  upon  such  increase  in  the  assess- 
ment* >  and.  so-  prevBnt  such  Companies 


'from  being  in  a  position  to  force;  npthfe 
prices  at  which  their  undertakings  will 
have  to  be  purchased  eventually  by  the 
London  County  Council  ?  .-'..•? 

*Mr.  RITCHIE:  I  cannot  hold  oul  any 
expectation  that  the  Government1  will 
introduce  a  Bill  on  the  subject.  ' ' 

EXTINCTION  OF  LICENCES.     u  *' 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.J.: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  the  ^permission  pro- 
posed to  be  given  to  County  Councils  to 
borrow  three  years'  contributions  to  the 
fund  promised  out  of  the  additional 
Spirit  Duty  towards  the  extinction  Abf 
licences  involves  the  continuance  of  that 
duty  for  a  definite  term  of  years ;  and 
whether  there  is  any  precedent  for  such 
an  imposition  of  an  Excise  Duty  for 
years  in  advance  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  There  are  precedents 
in  olden  times,  and  there  is  nothing  con- 
trary to  Constitutional  practice  in  ,tbp 
proposals  of  the  Government. 

EQUIPMENT  OF  THE  VOLUNTEERS. 

MR'  BROOKFIELD  (Sussex,/f»ye)t: 
I  beg  .to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  theadditional  sum  new  pro- 
mised to  the  Volunteer  Force  for  equip- 
ment will  be  given  unconditionally,!  or 
whether  he  is  considering  the  expediency 
of  making,  at  the  same  time,  new»>regu> 
lations  to  improve  the  discipline  and 
Military  efficiency  of  the  Force  1 

•Mr.  E. ,  STANHOPE :  There  is !  no 
present  intention  by  any  legislative 
enactment  to  insist  on  increased  effi- 
ciency in  return  for  the  grant  now.  to  be 
made ;  but  I  feel  certain  that  •  the  House 
will  support  any  changes  which  may, 
from*  time  to  time,  be  found  possible, 
without  pressing:  too  hardly  on  the 
Volunteers,  in  the  direction  of  increased 
efficiency  and.  of  readiness  for  immediate 
action  whenever  required.  » 

NEWFOUNDLAND  FISHERIES. 
Dr.  CAMERON:  I  beg  to  ask  th* 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  a 
Renters. telegram  from  St.  John's  of  the 
►Hth  instant,  that  a  Joint  Committee*  of 
both  Houses  of  the  Newfoundland 
Legislature  has  passed  an*  Address,  to 
Her  Majesty,  protesting  againsfe  tine 
action  of  the  Imperial  Government  v  on 
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the  fisheries  question ;  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  yet  been 
made  aware  of  the  terms  of  the  Address 
referred  to ;  and  whether  it  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  this  House  1 
•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  not  as  yet  received 
information  on  the  subject.  There  will 
probably  be  no  objection  to  laying  before 
the  House  any  such  Address  when 
received. 

NON-RENEWAL  OF  LICENCE8. 
Mb.  CALEB  WRIGHT  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Leigh)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
9  of  the  Local  Government  Board  if  he 
would  .  add  a  new  Clause  to  the  Local 
Taxation  Duties  Bill,  declaring  that 
nothing  shall  be  taken  to  imply  that 
compensation  ought  to  be  given  upon 
the  non-renewal  of  a  licence  1 

•Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  wait  until  the  Amendments 
are  put  upon  the  Paper  in  order  to  see 
what  the  Government  propose. 

MAGAZINE  RIFLES. 
Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  what 
number  of  magazine  rifles  have  already 
been  manufactured,  and  how  many  it  is 
expected  will  be  completed  before  the 
end  of  this  year  by  private  manufac- 
turers, and  in  the  Government  Factory 
respectively;  what  number  of  sets  of 
the  Slade-  Wallace  equipment  have 
already  been  manufactured  for  the  Army 
and  Volunteers  respectively,  and  how 
many  will,  it  is  expected,  be  so  completed 
before  the  end  of  the  year ;  whether  he 
will  be  able  to  arrive  at  a  decison  as  to 
the  alleged  patents  in  connection  with  a 
new  rifle  and  a  new  equipment,  which 
have  already  been  so  largely  manufac- 
tured, before  the  vote  for  them  is  taken; 
and  how  many  of  the  patents  taken  out 
in  connection  with  the  magazine  rifle 
stand  in  the  names  of  persons  in  Govern- 
ment employment  ? 
•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  am  not  able, 
consistently  with  the  public  interests,  to 
state  the  numbers  made  and  expected  of 
the  magazine  rifle ;  but  if  my  hon. 
Friend  wishes  it,  I  shall  be  happy  to 
communicate  them  to  him  privately. j'  As 
regards  the  Slade- Wallace  equipment, 
19,314  sets  have  been  received,  and 
60,400  more  are  expected  before  the  end 
of  the  year.  These  are  for  the  Regular 
Dr.  Cameron 


Forces.  The  Volunteers  buy  their  own. 
A  decision  as  to  the  patents  affecting  the 
Slade- Wallace  equipment  will,  I  hope, 
be  arrived  at  very  shortly.  The  case  of 
the  magazine  rifle  will  take  longer,  and 
must  be  considered  by  the  Ordnance 
Council.  Four  patents  in  connection 
with  the  magazine  rifle  stand  in  the 
names  of  persons  in  Government  employ- 
ment, but  their  validity  has  not  at 
present  been,  recognised. 

THE  LONDON  CORPORATION 
DESTRUCTOR. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  nuisance  (to  which  his 
attention  was  drawn  in  June  last)  arising 
from  noisome  smoke  issuing  from  the 
chimney  of  the  "  destructor  "  belonging 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers  for  the 
City  of  London,  situated  at  Lett's 
Wharf,  still  continues ;  that  it  was 
particularly  offensive  on  the  15  th 
instant ;  and  that  complaint  has  been 
made  to  the  Lambeth  Vestry  by  Mr. 
Shield,  Police  Magistrate ;  and  whether 
he  will  take  further,  and  effectual,  steps 
to  abate  the  nuisance? 

•Mr.  RITCHIE :  In  June  of  last  year 
a  question  was  asked  in  the  House  with 
reference  to  an  alleged  nuisance  from 
noisome  smoke  issuing  from  the  chimney 
of  the  destructor  at  Lett's  Wharf.  I  com- 
municated at  that  time  with  the  Com- 
missioners of  Sewers  for  the  City  of 
London  and  the  Vestry  of  the  Parish  of 
Lambeth  on  the  subject,  but  the  replies 
which  were  received  did  not  confirm  the 
allegation  that  there  was  any  such  nui- 
sance. Since  then  I  have  received  no 
communication  alleging  that  such  a 
nuisance  exists,  but  I  will  make  further 
inquiries  as  to  the  facts. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL :  I  will  repeat 
the  question  on  Thursday. 

INHABITED  HOUSE  DUTY. 
Mr.  SHIRESS  WILL  (Montrose, 
<fcc.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  hardship  of  the 
smaller  class  of  shopkeepers  who  reside 
over  their  shops,  caused  by  the  fact  that 
unless  the  shop  is  a  separate  tenement 
and  separately  let  the  annual  value  of 
the  shop  is  reckoned  in  the  amount  on 
which  the    house    is    assessed    to   the 
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Inhabited  House  Duties;  whether  this 
is  the  rule  even  if  the  shop  does  not 
communicate  directly  with  the  rest  of 
the  house,  and  whether  he  is  willing  to 
consider  the  propriety  of  enacting,  either 
in  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill 
or  otherwise,  that  where  a  part  of  any 
house  being  one  property  is  occupied 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  any  trade  or 
business  or  of  any  profession  or  calling 
by  which  the  occupier  seeks  a  livelihood 
or  profit,  whether  the  part  so  occu- 
pied communicates  directly  or  not  with 
the  rest  of  the  house,  such  part  of  the 
house  shall  not  be  taken  into  account  in 
assessing  the  amount  on  which  the  house 
shall  be  chargeable  with  the  Inhabited 
House  Duties  1 

Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  am  sorry  that  I 
can  only  give  to  the  hon.  Member  the 
same  answer  I  have  given  to  other  hon. 
Members,  that  I  am  not  prepared  to 
open  up  any  further  question  as  to  the 
House  Duty  this  year. 

BENARES. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:   I  beg   to   ask 
the     Under     Secretary     of     State    for 
India,    with     reference    to    his  answer 
of     the     12th    July,     1889,     whether 
the  Secretary  of  State  is  now  aware  that, 
with  respect  to  the  seizure  and  confisca- 
tion of    certain    property     and    Trusts 
Funds  belonging    to    the    Temples     of 
Gunnesh,  Shiva,  and  Anpurua,  and  the 
Ghattra  at  Benares,  on  the  19th  January, 
1858,  an  official  inquiry  was  ordered  by 
the  Government  of  India  on  the  10th 
September,  1888 ;  and  that  a  Report,  in 
reply,  was  forwarded  to  the  Government 
of  India,  on  the  14th  February,  1889,  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Benares  ;  whether 
that  Report  was  favourable  to  the  claims 
of  the  Trustee  of  the  Temples,  for  the 
restitution  of  part  of  the  property  seized, 
the   Commissioner  suggesting  that  the 
property  should  be  restored  to  the  proper 
parties,  and  to  the  necessity  for  further 
investigation  as  to  the  other  parts  of  the 
property ;  and  whether  such  restoration 
has  taken  place,  and  such  further  inves- 
tigation  made;   and,   if  not,  if  he  can 
state  the  reasons  1 
•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
TOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst,  Chatham) :  An 
official  inquiry  was   ordered,   and    two 
Reports  dated  the  14th  February  and  the 
13th   April,    1889,   were   made.     These 
Reports  were  unfavourable  to  the  claim 


of  the  Trustees  of  the  Temples,  nor 
did  the  Commissioner  suggest,  as  alleged, 
that  property  should  be  restored.  No 
restoration  has  taken  place,  because  the 
Government  of  India,  after  fall  con- 
sideration of  the  case,  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  claim  now  preferred 
is  not  only  unsupported  by  any  evidence, 
but  is  also  improbable  and  inconsistent 
with  the  claimants'  own  conduct. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  There  appears 
to  have  been  some  misconception  in 
regard  to  the  matter.  Will  the  Secretary 
of  State  lay  upon  the  Table  the  two 
Reports  of  February  and  April,  1889  1 
•Sir  J.  GORST :  Yes ;  their  will  be  no 
objection  to  lay  them  on  the  Table  if  the 
hon.  Member  will  move  for  them. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  J  will  move  for 
them. 

DISMISSAL    OF  ,  SURGEONS    ON    THE 
BENGAL   ESTABLISHMENT. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether 
the  Secretary  of  State's  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  circumstances  under  which 
Kali  Krishna  Bagchi  and  two  other  sur- 
geons on  the  Bengal  Establishment  have 
been  dismissed  from  the  Service;  whether 
it  is  the  fact  that,  in  accordance  with  the 
rule  governing  the   promotion  of  assis- 
tant surgeons,  Kali  Krishna  Bagchi,  after 
14  years  most  satisfactory  service,  applied 
for  examination  at  the  septennial  exami- 
nation in  Calcutta,  in  May  last,  and  two 
other  assistant  surgeons,   after  a  lesser 
term  of  service,  applied  for  like  examina- 
tion ;  such  examination  took  place,  and 
all  were  declared  to  have  satisfied  the 
examiners;  that  the  Inspector  General 
of  Hospitals  addressed  questions  to  the 
principal  of  the  Medical  College,  and  re- 
ceived assurances  that  every  safeguard 
against  foul  play  had  been  taken,  and  the 
examination  conducted  under  adequate 
supervision;  that,  nevertheless,  the  In- 
spector General  called  upon  Kali  Krishna 
Bagchi  and  two  others  to  undergo  a  sup- 
plementary examination  prepared  by  him- 
self ;  whether  this  course  was  in  direct 
contradiction  to  the  Regulations  affecting 
medical    examinations    in     India,     the 
Examining  Board  alone  having  power  to 
examine  medical  officers ;  whether  Kali 
Krishna  Bagchi  and  two  others,  having, 
on  the  ground  that  the  proceedings  were 
an   imputation    on    their  honour,   and 
contrary  to  the  Regulations,  refused  to 
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snlmrit  themselves  to  the  supplementary, 
examination,  were  summarily  dismissed* 
ipr  wilful  disobedience  of  orders ;  whether 
the  Head  of  a  Department  can.  thus  sum- 
marily dismiss  officers  against  whom  no 
charges  of.  misconduct  are  made  ox  in- 
inquired  into,  in  view,  of  the  fact  that  the 
Rules  of , the  Government  Sjervjoe  in  India 
slate  that  Indian 

"  Subordinates  are  not  to  be  diamiwed  i&erely, 
in  consequence  oi  unfavourable. opinions  enter- 
tained towards  them  by  tbeir  superiors,  or,  for 
slight  reasons,  but  on  proof  only  of  tangible 
delinquency  in  such  matters  as  fraud  and  di«~ 
hpneety,  cpntinued  and  wilful  negligence*  and 
all  offences  involving, worse  disgrace  ;'• 

and  whether  he  will  give  instructions 
that  the  order  for  the  dismissal  of  these 
officers  shall  be  cancelled,  and  will  direct 
an  inquiry  to  be  instituted  into  the  whole 
circumstances,  in  which  full  opportunity 
will  be  given  to  the  officers  concerned  to 
answer  any  oharges  which  may  have 
been  brought  against,  them  ? 

*Sir  J.  GORST  :  The  Secretary  of  State 
has  no  official  infprmatien.a*.  to.  the  alle- 
gation^ contained  in.  the  question.  If,  the 
hon.  Member  will  furnish  the  Secretary 
of  State  with  any  ground  for  them,  the 
matter  will  be  referred  for  inquiry  to  the 
Government  of,  India. 

^ALL-MARKING  FOR  INDIAN  WARES. 
Mb,  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the. 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
whether  any  communications  have  been 
received  from  India  with  reference  to  the 
Government  proposals  to  institute  a. 
special  system  of  hall-marking  for  Indian 
wares ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  state, 
the  nature  of  such  communications  ? 

♦Sib  J.  GOEST:  The  Secretary  of  State 
has  referred  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment .to  the  Viceroy,  but  there  has  not* 
yet  been  time  for  a  reply. 

GOVERNMENT  8TAJUPS  FOR  INDIA. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston):  I  beg.  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what 
is  the  amount  annually  paid  to  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department,  by  the 
India:  Office  fpr  the  control  of  the.  stamps 
required  by  the  Government  of  India; 
how  much  of  this  amount  is  paid  in 
salaries,  m  and  wages,  and  to  whom;,  and 
whether  any  portion  of  this  amount  sp 
received!  for  a  definite  purpose,  but 
unappropriated  for  that  purpose,  is 
treated  a&  a  miscellaneous  receipt  by  the 
Bp&rd  of  Inland  Revenue,  and  paid,  to 
Mr.  Bracttauyh 


thfo Exchequer  asjsuph>  onrefundedto 
the; India  Office?  •>-.  >   ,    {    , 

*AJb,  JACKSON :  I  am  informed  thafc 
the  amount  paid  fort  the  year  ending. 
March,  1889,.  by  the  Revenue  Depart- 
ment for  services  in  India  waa. 
£3,473  4s,  7d.  Of  this  sum  £2,489  4a.  7d. 
^as  paid  for  the  wages  of.  the  men 
employed  by  the  Indian  Government, 
The  balance  of  £990  was  paid  over 
to  the  Exchequer  as  miscellaneous, 
revenue,  under  a  general,  arrangement, 
signed  by  the  Treasury  in  1 886.  Of  that 
&Am  £690  was  paid  in  the  shape  of 
salaries-  to;  certain  officers  for  the  control. 
and  inspection  of  stamps,  and  the  balance 
was  held,  over  for  incidental  expendi- 
ture. 

.  Mb,  BANBURY ::  What  was  the 
incidental  expenditure  ? 

•Mb.  JACKSON  :  I  cannot  say,  but  I 
.take  it  thai;  in  every  Department  there 
is>  a  certain  amount  of  incidental  ex- 
penditure. 

Mb.  HANBURY:  On  the  Inland 
Revenue  Vote  I  will  call  attention  to  the 
matter. 

EAST  AND  CENTRAL  AFRICA. 

:  Sib  J.  KENNAWAY  (Devon,  Honi- 
ton)  :  As  a  matter  of  urgency,  I  beg-  to 
ask  whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the 
statement*  made  in  the  Morning  Post:  of 
t0rday,_thatr  the  Germans  are  aiming- at 
the  exclusion  of  British  Missions  and 
British  commerce  from  the  Kingdom  of 
Uganda;  thai  Cardinal  Lavigerie  has 
enfered  into  an  agreement  with  the 
Gorman  East  African  Company  to  pro- 
cure these  ends  and  to  cause  Uganda  to 
be.  withdrawn  from  the  scope  of  the  con- 
templated deliminations  of  territory  in 
Central.  Africa;  and. whether,  in  view  of 
the  expenditure  of  life,  labour,  and 
money  there  in  the  cause  of  civilisation 
.audi  Christianity,  the  Foreign  Office  will 
do  its  utmost  to  protect  the  interests 
of.  Missions  and  travellers  in  those 
paste  ? 

Mb.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith,  ike): 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers 
the  question,,  may  I  ask  him  to  inform 
the  House  whether  the  line  of  demarca- 
tion in  1886  still  remains  the  line 
between  the  sphere  of  British  influence 
and  the  sphere,  of  German  influence  in 
that  portion  of  East  Africa  ?  The  point 
I  refer'  to  was  laid  down  in  a  letter  of 
LQBdL Salisbury's  dated  July  2,  1887. 
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tSiB,  1.  H$RGUSS(Wv  As  the  newa- 
paper  #tfrt©«ieBtft  in  iquestion  are  cal- 
oxdat^toeausfrappveii^raion,  and  as  the 
House  does  not  sit. again  till  Monday,  1 
shall  be  justified  in  -replying  that  Her 
Majesty^  Government^  have  no  informa- 
tion tending,  to  confirm*  them.  In  reply 
to  thai  hon;  Member  for  Leith  (Mr.  M. 
Fe^uspn),J  may  «ay  that  we  know  of 
nonaction  on.  the  part  of  the  German 
Gowasmient  or  of  German.  Agents  cal- 
culated to  prejudice  th^^rights  of  British 
subjecte  under, existing  agreements,  and 
that  matters  hitherta  unsettled  are  being 
dwcngsed  at  Berlin  in  ai  friendly  spirit, 
so.  thatr  the  important  interests  involved 
wiU(i«>t  bs prejudiced  .byabstention  from 
di«uj8sion  at  present. .  .. 

TffE   DIVISION    Otf^THE   LOCAL 
.     .......  TAXATION  ,BILL. 

M*.  Hi  H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhampton, 
£.)  :i  wish  to  draw  the  Speaker's  attention 
to  the  iaot  that  in  the  Division  on  the  Local 
Taxation  (Customs  an4  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  wJuoh  appears  in.  the  Votes  and  Pro- 
ceedings.of  .the.  Hocuaeihis  morning,  the 
Ayee  are  stated  to.  be  ,3$9  and  the  Noes 
26&,  thus  giving  a  majority  of  73  for  the 
Second;  Beading.  A?,  the  votes  were 
given  it  appears,  that,  the  Members  voting 
for  the  'Second  Beading  were  338  and 
thoseuagainst  268,  thus  giving  a  majority 
of  only  70  ?  I  wish  to  ask  whether  the 
mistake^  will  be  set  rights? 

^Mai  SPEAKER  :  I  have  no  doubt  that 
any  mistake  will  be  put  right. 

•Mb.  AKEBS  DOUGLAS  (Kent,  St. 
Augustine's) :  It  very  "often  happens 
that  the  figures  are  not  quite  correct  at 
first,  but  the  mistake  is  set  right  the 
next  day.  T  I  believe  that  there  has  been 
a  mistake  made  in  the  numbers,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Walsall  (Sir'O.  Forster)  not 
having  gon6  through  the  Lobby,  and 
another  Member  not  being  counted. 
The.  correction  will  appear  in  the  usual 
cotrfse.     •  "  '■"  '' 


3?ERS01UI<  EXPLANATION -SIB 
WILFRID  LARSON. 

SiBtW.  LAWSQS  (Cumberland, 
Cockennouth)  i:  I  wish,  Sir,  with,  the 
permission  of  the  House,  to  make  a 
peraoiial  explanation.    Jne  leader  of  the 

House  in  his  speech  lastmight  g^ve  the 
impressioai  that  on  a  certain  occasion  in 
this  House  I   had  been    a.  supporter 


pjE  compensation,  X  have  referred  to, 
Hansard,  and  I  would  like  to  read  to 
the  House  the  words  I  used  on  March  13, 
1877  (the  occasion  referred  to,  by  the* 
right  hon.  Gentleman),  with  reference  to- 
the  Gothenburg  Resolution  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  J.  Chamberlain).  I  spoke  as 
follows : — 

"  My  hon.  Friend  talks  about  compensation. 
His  Resolution  is  very  well  drawn,  and  he  says 
he  would  give  *  fair  compensation.'  So  would 
I.  I  do  not  want  to  do  anything  unfair.  Let 
anybody  show  that  he  is  entitled*  to  compensa- 
tion, and  there  is  no  one  in  the  House  who 
would  be  more  ready  to  vote  for  it  than  I  am. 
But  I  tell  you  wliat  I  think — this  ifl  merely  my 
opinion.  I  think  that  where  a  man  has  made  a 
bargain  with-  the  public,  and  has. paid  money 
for  the  power  of  selling  drink  up  to  the  10th. 
of  October,  on  which  day  his  licence  ends,  it  is 
quite  fair  that  if  you  .want  him.  to  give,  up 
before  that  date  you  should  pay  him  something^ . 
But  after  that  I  would  not  give  him  one  penny 
of  compensation.  People  talk  about  compen- 
sation, but  I  should  like  to  see  any  first- class 
lawyer  stand  up  in  this  House  and  pledge  hisu 
reputation,  to  the  statement  that  a  publican  base 
any  right  to  compensation  after  his  licence  ha* 
run  out.  He  would  never  be  listened  to  again 
and  his  authority  would  be  gone  if  he  dared  to 
say  anything  of  the  kind-'.' 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  shonld  like  to", 
ask  the  hon.  Baronet  one  question,.' 
Did  he  not  vote  for  the  Resolution.  I  read; 
to  the  House  last  night  ? 

Sir  W.  LAWSON :  I  am  not  cliarging 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  doing 
anything  unfair.  I  certainly  voted  for 
the  Resolution,  but  at  the  same  time  I 
made  the  statement  I  have  read  to  the 
House. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE. 
Captain  Selwyn,  for  four  weejes,  on- 
account     of     ill-health.: — (Mr.     AkerA. 
Douglas.) 

MOTIONS. 


LOCAL  BANKRUPTCY    (IRELAND)    JUJV  AMBHD* 

KENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sexton,  Bill  to  amend  the/ 
Law  relating  to  Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  in* 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Sex-, 
ton,  Sir  James  Oorry,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr. 
M'Cartan,  and  Mr:  Clancy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  280-1 

REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (IRELAND)  BOX*. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Chance,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law.  relating  to  the  Registration  of 
Parliamentary  voters  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
and  Mr.  Maurice  Healy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [BiU  281 .] 


•  • 
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TRUST  INVESTMENT    ACT  (1889)   AMENDMENT 

BILL. 
•  On  Motion  of  Mr.  Oldroyd,  Bill  to  amend 
u  The  Trust  Investment  Act,  1889/'  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Oldroyd,  Mr.  George 
Curzon,  Mr.  Gully,  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley, 
and  Mr.  Rowntree. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [BUI  282.] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


-»o«- 


CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE 
BILL.— (No.  231.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Postponed  Clause  4. 

•(2.50.)  Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver. 
hampton,  E.) :  I  beg  to  move,  in  post- 
poned Clause  No.  4,  page  2,  line  9, 
after  "  ninety,"  to  insert  "  until  the 
first  day  of  April,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  ninety-one."  The  object  of 
the  Amendment  is  to  provide  that  the 
new  tax  to  be  placed  upon  spirits  should 
only  be  imposed  for  a  period  of  12  months. 
By  Clause  2  of  the  Bill  the  Tea  Duty  is 
only  imposed  for  a  period  of  12  months, 
and  by  Clause  22  the  Income  Tax  also  is 
only  imposed  for  one  year.  I  presume 
the  Committee  are  aware  of  the  reasons 
why  the  taxation  of  the  year  is  made 
annual  and  not  permanent.  It  involves 
a  Constitutional  principle.  The  present 
mode  of  dealing  with  our  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  is  by  an  annual 
Bill,  that  practice  having  been  settled 
in  consequence  of  the  dispute  be- 
tween the  two  Houses  when  the  Paper 
Duty  was  repealed.  I  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  put  the  new  duty 
on  the  same  footing  as  the  Tea  Duty  and 
the  Income  Tax,  on  the  ground  that  by 
so  doing  he  will  not  interfere  with  the 
annual  control  of  the  House  of  Commons 
over  the  taxation  of  the  year.  I  am 
aware  that  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
Revenue  is  of  a  permanent  character. 
There  are  a  large  number  of  taxes  which 
form  part  of  our  regular  fiscal  system 
which  are  not  voted  annually,  but  this 
House  has  always  reserved  to  itself  the 
control  over  a  certain  portion  of  the 
annual  supply  in  order  to  secure  its 
control  over  the  annual  expenditure. 
That  this  is  the  Constitutional  practice 
is   shown   by  what  wa9   said   by  Mr. 


Disraeli  in  1860,  who,  referring  to 
Lord  Palmerston's  acknowledgment  of 
the  importance  and  absolute  necessity  of* 
the  House  of  Commons  exercising  a  due 
and  effective  control  over  the  annual  taxa- 
tion of  the  country,  said  that  there  was 
not  only  Constitutional  Liberals,  but  com- 
mercial Liberals — the  Constitutional 
Liberals  were  desirous  of  retaining  the 
control  ovor  the  annual  Revenue  of  the 
country,  whereas  the  commercial  Liberals 
wished  to  exercise  such  a  pressure  upon 
the  Minister  of  the  day,  that  for  com- 
mercial purposes  the  control  of  the 
House  over  its  annual  taxation  was  lost. 
Now,  the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, if  anything,  is  a  Constitutional 
Liberal.  I  think  he  will  not  repudiate 
that  title,  and  I  appeal  to  him  to  maintain 
the  control  of  this  House  over  the  taxa- 
tion of  the  country.  The  question  under- 
lying this  point  is  the  exclusive  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  House  over  the  annual  taxa- 
tion of  the  country.  The  result  of  this 
Bill  will  be  to  give  to  the  House  of 
Lords  a  co-ordinate  jurisdiction  with  the 
House  of  Commons  over  taxation,  and 
against  that  I  wish  to  protest.  Lord 
J.  Russell,  in  the  same  Debate,  said 
that  if  the  House  of  Lords  was  to  be 
admitted  to  partnership  with  the  House 
of  Commons  the  finances  of  the 
country  might  be  thrown  into  utter 
confusion,  and  he  added  that  the  effect  of 
making  a  proposed  tax  a  permanent 
addition  to  the  taxation  of  the  country 
was  that  without  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  of  Lords  you  could  neither  deal 
with  the  tax  which  was  to  be  imposed 
nor  with  the  application  of  it.  In  this 
way  the  House  of  Commons  would 
altogether  lose  its  control  over  the  taxa- 
tion of  the  country,  because  no  alteration 
could  be  effected  without  legislation,  to 
which  the  House  of  Lords  must  be  a  party. 
The  other  night  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  in 
speaking  upon  this  subject,  alluded  to  the 
old  custom  of  one  of  the  Money  Bills  not 
being  passed  until  a  late  period  of  the 
Session,  in  order  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons might  keep  its  control.  Now  we 
have  the  whole  taxation  put  into  one 
Bill,  and  at  present  we  have  only  two 
great  annual  taxes,  namely,  the  Tea 
Duty  and  the  Income  Tax,  and  this  year 
we  are  going  materially  to  reduce  the 
Tea  Duty.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer says  that  the  tipplers  are  to  relieve 
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the  consumers  of  tea,  but  we  are  going  to 
sacrifice  £1,500,000  of  the  Tea  Duty. 
What  the  Amendment  proposes  is  that 
the  sum  of  XI, 300,000,  which  is  what 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  called 
the  tipplers'  relief  to  the  consumers  of 
tea,  should  ba  put  in  the  same  position, 
in  no  better  and  no  worse  position  than 
the  duty  on  tea.  It  ought  to  be  an 
annual  tax  voted  by  the  House  ; 
it  ought  to  be  subject  to  the  control 
of  the  House,  and  in  that  way  the 
House  would  maintain  its  exclusive  juris- 
diction over  taxation.  That  is  the  Con- 
stitutional aspect,  but  there  is  also  a 
practical,  financial  aspect  of  the  matter. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  invites 
us  to  make  a  great  financial  experiment, 
and  he  assumes  that  an  increase  of  the 
Spirit  Duties  is  certain  to  be  followed  by 
a  corresponding  increase  of  revenue ;  but 
he  has  adduced  no  facts  in  support  of 
that  assumption;  and  all  the  evidence 
goes  to  show  that  there  is  a  certain  high- 
water  mark  beyond  which  increase  of 
duties  produces  illicit  distillation,  and 
the  revenue  suffers.  I  do  not  say  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  wrong ; 
but,  at  any  rate,  it  is  only  an  experi- 
mental view,  and  lie  has  no  authority  for 
the  position  he  has  taken.  Ail  the 
authorities  go  the  other  way.  In  1819 
the  duties  on  spirits  reached  lis.  8Jd., 
which  was  the  highest  point  they 
ever  reached.  And  what  followed? 
The  revenue,  instead  of  increasing, 
diminished.  In  1823  Mr.  Huskisson 
took  the  matter  in  hand.  He  reduced 
the  Scotch  Duty  from  6s.  2d.  to  2s.  5d., 
the  Irish  Duty  from  5s.  7d.  to  2s.  5d.,  and 
the  English  Duty  from  lis.  8Jd.  to  7s. 
The  revenue  immediately  increased. 
In  1860  the  Spirit  Duties  reached 
10s.,  at  which  point  they  have  practically 
remained  ever  since.  But  in  the  interval 
between  1825,  when  Mr.  Huskisson  dealt 
with  the  matter,  and  1860,  when  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  placed  the 
taxation  on  its  present  level,  the  result 
of  the  increase  of  the  Spirit  Duty,  as 
shown  in  the  valuable  work  on  Finance 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Poplar  (Mr.  S.  Buxton),  was  a  falling  off 
of  the  revenue.  In  1858,  instead  of 
the  £500,000  expected,  only  £70,000  was 
received  ;  and  in  1860,  instead  of  an  ad- 
ditional £600,000  from  British  spirits, 
there  was  an  actual  diminution  of 
revenue  to  the  extent  of  £550,000.     It 

VOL.  CCCXLIV.    [thihd  sebibs.] 


was  not  until  four  years  later  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  succeeded 
in  raising  the  additional  amount  of  re- 
venue he  had  calculated  upon  in  1860.  I 
do  not  say  that  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  not  right  in  antici- 
pating the  large  sum  he  has  mentioned; 
but  on  Constitutional,  as  well  as  on 
financial,  grounds  I  maintain  that  the  tax 
should  be  limited  to  one  year.  A  third 
peculiarity  of  the  present  proposal  is  that 
it  is  a  tax  for  a  new  purpose,  and  not  for 
the  National  Expenditure  of  the  year. 
There  has  been  no  estimate  laid  before 
the  House  showing  that  the  Imperial 
taxation  requires  it.  There  is  reason  to 
complain  of  the  delay  in  furnishing  the 
House  with  information  bearing  upon 
this  point ;  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  was  obliged  to  speak  the 
other  night  without  having  seen  a 
Return  which  had  been  distributed  that.,, 
morning.  How  much  money  in  aid  up.* 
to  the  present  time  has  been  paid  to  the-  • 
Local  Authorities  1  What  has  been  the 
result  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche-r- 
quer's  proposals  of  1888  and  1889? 

•The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHU? 
QUER    (Mr.     Goschen,     St.     George's,,. 
Hanover  Square)  :   I  stated  it  in    the 
Budget  speech. 

♦Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  Only  the  sum* 
then  paid.     Before  the  House  is  asked" 
to  increase  the  subventions  which  were 
given  two  years  back  we  are  entitled  to  . 
know  what   amount  these  subventions  . 
have  reached  and  how  they  have  been 
apportioned  between  the  counties  andx 
the  boroughs.     I  raise  for  .the  moment 
no  question  of  the  goodness  or  badness  of 
the  tax  or  of  the  justice  or  injustice  of 
the  appropriation;  but  the  whole  scheme  • 
is  a  huge  experiment,  and,  therefore,  I 
move  my  Amendment  limiting  the  tax  to  • 
12  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line- 
9,  after  the  word  "  ninety,"  to  insert  the- 
words  "  until  the  first  day  of  April  one- 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-one/' ' 
— (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words/ 
be  there  inserted." 

(3.20.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford, 
N.)  :  I  think  the  Committee  are  extremely- 
indebted  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler).  I  greatly  regret  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  refused  to' 
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accept,  the  offer  made  to  him  last  night 
to  take  these  postponed  clauses  out  of  the 
Bill  and  put  them  in  the  Bill  which  is  to 
follow.  The  House  is  asked  to  enter 
upon  an  entirely  novel  course,  and 
nothing  is  known  of  how  the  taxes  pro- 
posed will  be  administered,  or,  so  far 
as  Ireland  is  concerned,  whether  Local 
Government  will  ever  be  established 
there  at  all.  It  is  monstrous  to  ask  Irish 
Members  to  vote  an  additional  tax  on 
spirits-^-one  of  the  principal  commodities 
ot  Ireland— ;  when  it  is  impossible  to  say 
whether  any  of  it  will  ever  be  devoted 
to  the  extinction  of  public  houses.  The 
House  is  asked  to  vote  the  tax  for  good 
or  bad,  once  and  for  all,  and  without  any 


.Government  may  be  driven  out  of  Office 
before  they  pass  the  Local  'Government 
Bill  for  Ireland,  or  they  may  change 
their  minds  about  the  introduction  of 
'  such  a  measure  at  all.     Nevertheless, 
this  tax  will  have  been  voted  beyond 
review  •  or    recall.       The    well-known 
liberal  views  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  about  the  extension  of  Local 
Government  to  Ireland  may  be  smothered 
by  his  own  Cabinet;  yet  he  asks  us  to 
vote   this   Bill  on  the  faith  of  getting 
Local  Government  for  Ireland.     He  askB 
us  to  give  a  blank  cheque  to  Lord  Salis- 
bury   in  the     shape    of    an    additional 
^sixpence   on  Irish    whisky.     Good  and 
generous  and  democratic  as  the  senti- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may 
be,  it  must  be  remembered  that  he  has  a 
Cabinet  acting  with  him  who  may  out- 
vote him,  and  there  may  be  no  extinc- 
tion of  public  houses  in  Ireland  at  all. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  are  discussing  this 
measure  handcuffed  and  with  our  tongues 
tied.     Eng^h  Members  have  less  ground 
for  complaint.     They  have  already  got 
their  Local    Government,    whereas   the 
Irish  people  may  have  neither  the  one 
nor  the  other.     They    may    never  get 
Local   Government,   but,    at  the    same 
time,    they  will  have"   to  pay  this  tax. 
Is   it  unreasonable,    then,   to  ask  that 
next  year    we  should  have    an  oppor- 
tunity of  again  criticising  the  proposals 
of  the  Government  f    I  certainly  cannot 
see      what      object    the     Government 
propose    to  gain  by    refusing   to  have 
a  review    of   the    matter  ■  next    year. 
I  object  in  the  strongest  way  not  only  to 
the  proposals  of  the  Government,  but  to 
the  mode  in  which  they  are  csriwing 
Mr.T.M.ffealy 


them  out.  I  dispute  their  good  inten- 
tions, and  challenge  their  bona  fides. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  taxation, 
which  is  one  of  the  fundamental  ques- 
tions with  which  Members  of  Parliament 
have  to  deal,  we  ought  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  re-considering  our  position  and 
the  circumstances  of  the  country  in  the 
same  way  as  in  the  case  of  other  matters, 
for  which  we  annually  pass  Continuance 
Bills.  I  do  not  know  what  argument 
the  Government  can  allege  on  this  one 
point  unless  it  be  the  old  argument  that 
we  must  have  confidence  in  the  Govern- 
ment, which  simply  amounts  to  this  : 
"  Open  your  mouth  and  shut  your  eyes 
and  see  what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 


possibility     of    annual  -  revision.       The    chequer  will  give  you."     I  am  glad  to 


notice  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  has  at  last 
taken  his  proper  place  in  this  House  [the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  was  at 
this  moment  sitting  on  one  of  the  Minis- 
terial Benches],  but  I  think  that  even  he 
will  agree  with  me  in  asking  that  the 
Government  should  afford  us  next  year 
some   means  of    reviewing  their    fiscal 
policy  with  regard  to  Ireland.     It  has 
already  been  stated  that  shortly  after 
the  great  war  the  English  people  had  to 
pay  the  enormous  duty  of    lis.  8d.  per 
gallon  on  spirits.     That  is  the  highest 
fiscal  tax  ever  imposed  on  this  country, 
and  I  am  glad  to  say  we  never  had  it  to 
pay  in  Ireland;   but  now  the  Govern- 
ment are  seeking  to  impose  upon  us,  not 
for  Imperial,  but  for  local  purposes,  the 
heaviest  tax  ever  placed  upon  what  is 
the  ohief  article  of  Irish  manufacture. 
If   the  Government  had  imported  this 
proposal  into  a  Local  Government  Bill 
there  might  have  been  some  reason  in  it ; 
but  as  it  is,  we  have  no  guarantee  as  to 
what  will  be  done  with  the  money,  and 
next  year,  in  all  probability,  we  shall  be 
in  exactly  the  same  position  as  we  are 
now.     The   money  will    be  gone,   our 
whisky  will  still  be  heavily  taxed,  we 
shall  still  be  without  a  Local  Government 
Board,  but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer will  still    be   Chancellor    of    the 
Exchequer,  which  practically  will  be  the 
one   point    the   Government   will  have 
attained. 

I  *(3.35.)  Sir  J.  M'KENNA  (Monaghan, 
8.)  :  My  objection  to  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  is  that  they  put  upon  an 
article,  which  is  one  of  the  chief  pro- 
ducts of  Irish  manufacture,  a  tax  which 
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19  perfectly  monstrous.  This  is  a  subject 
about  which  I  know  something — I  have 
felt  much  interest  in  it  for  many  years, 
and ,  I  have  more  than  once  shown  that 
during  the  last  37  years  the  tax  on  proof 
spirits  has  been  advanced  in  Ireland 
from  2s.  8d.  to  IO3.  a  gallon,  while  the 
Englishman  pays  on  his  own  national 
beverage  the  very  disproportionate  tax 
of  Is.  lOd.  on  its  alcoholic  equivalent 
in  the  vehicle  of  beer. 

The  CHAIRMAN;  Order,  order!  I 
must  point  out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Amendment  before  the  Com- 
mittee is  a  proposal  to  limit  the  tax  to 
the  year,  whereas  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
arguing  that  it  should  be  done  away  with 
altogether. 

*Sib  J.  M'KElflDNA :  I  bow,  Sir,  with 
all  due  respect  to  your  ruling;  but  I 
think  that  in  supporting  an  Amendment 
which  proposes  to  limit  the  tax  to  one 
year  it  is  not  going  beyond  the  question  to 
urge  facts  which  favour  the  limitation, 
although  they  may  show  that  it  ought 
not  to  be  imposed  at  all.  I 
think  that  that  point  is  capable  of 
appreciation  even  by  the  meanest 
intellect.  I  do  not  think  that  anyone 
will  be  deceived  by  the  proposal  of  the 
Government,  which  simply  means  that 
Ireland  shall  pay,  in  addition  to  the 
present  exorbitant  duty,  another  6d.  for 
the  so-called  benevolent  objects  the 
Government  have  put  forward. 

(3.38.)  Mr.  FLYNff  (Cork,  K) :  I 
quite  agree  with  the  contention  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy),  who  has  objected  to  the 
imposition  of  this  tax  for  an  indefinite 
period.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  has  raised  a 
question  of  great  Constitutional  import- 
ance, and  it  is  one  on  which  we  are  .  all 
anxious  to  hear  the  reply  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Longford  has 
truly  said  we  have  no  guarantee  that  the 
money  to  be  raised  by  the  Bill  will  be 
applied  to  any  of  the  local  purposes  to 
which  we  are  told  it  will  be  devoted. 
On  the  contrary,  I  think  1  we  have  every 
guarantee  that  it  will  not  be  devoted  to 
those  local  objects.  Therefore,  I  say,  we 
are  right  in  resisting  the  imposition  of 
this  tax  for  a  longer  period  of  12  months. 
In  12  months,  the  Government  will  surely 
be  enabled  to  see  what  will,  be  the  effect 
of  .the  new  taxation  on  beer  and.  spirits. 


As  my  hon.  I^riend  has  .put  it  we  are 
asked  to  impose  this  increased  taxation 
with  our  eyes  blindfolded.  Perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  amend  the  old  saw  he 
has  just  quoted  by  putting  it  in  this 
form — "Shut  your  eyes,  open  your  purse, 
and  see  how  we  will  spend  it."  As  it  is, 
we  are  in  a  condition  of  absolute  un- 
certainty as  to  how  this  proposal  will 
operate;  and, under  these  circumstances, I 
think  we  are  entitled  to  a  clear  explana- 
tion from  the  Government  of  the  reasons 
why  this  new  taxation  is  to  be  imposed. 
Why  cannot  the  Government  accept  the 
Amendment  limiting  the  tax  to  a  period 
of  12  months,  when,  if  it  be  found  to 
work  well,  it  might,  as  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  suggests,  be-  carried  on  by 
means  of  Continuance.  Bills.  I  think  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  be 
wise  in  accepting  the  proposed  limita- 
tion. 

•(3.43.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN :  In  reply  to 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  spoken  I  would  point  out  that  he 
and  other  hon.  Members  are  in  error  in 
thinking  that  in  voting  a  tax  like  that 
now  proposed  they  will  thereby  be  pre- 
cluded from  re-opening  the  question  at 
any  future  time.  There  is  scarcely  a  tax, 
whatever  its  nature  may  be,  that  escapes 
attack,  and  with  regard  to  which  Motions 
are  not  brought  forward  for  its  repeal. 
The  right  hon*  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton,  in  bringing  forward 
his  Amendment,  argued  the  question  on 
Constitutional  grounds, financial  grounds, 
and  experimental  grounds.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  think  that 
it  was  un-Constitutional  to  vote  taxes 
for  a  longer  period  than  one  year,  and 
that  we  are  departing  from  Constitu- 
tional practice  in  the  proposal  now  before 
the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  back  to  the  Debates  of  1860  in  order 
to  justify  his  Constitutional  objection  ; 
but  he  did  not  quote  anything  that 
has  occurred  since  that  date  in 
support  of  his  contention.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  find  in  all 
these  cases  that  tjie  taxes  have  been  voted 
in  precisely  the  same  manner  as  this  is 
proposed.  I  am  very  much  mistaken  if 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh,  when  ho  imposed  a  Spirit 
Duty,  limited  it  to  one  year.  That  has 
never  been  the  practice  since  the  year 
1860 ;  and,  so  far  as  I  have  known,  with  the 
exception  of  the  Estate  Duty  last  year 
2  S  2 
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they  have  always  been  proposed  precisely 
in  the  manner  in  which  we  propose  to 
vote  it  this  year.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Fowler)  wishes  the  old  portion 
of  the  tax  (10s.)  to  be  in  the  ordinary 
form,  but  the  6d.  over  that  10s.  is  to  be 
in   the   new  form.     It  must  be  obvious 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  forcing 
the  doctrine   of  1860  to  a  remarkable 
extent  in  considering  in  dealing  with 
this    particular    tax     we     should     be 
retaining  the    power   and  influence  of 
the  House  of  Commons  over  the  general 
taxation  of  the  country.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  argue  it  from  the 
point  of  view  of  a  particular  application. 
He  laid  it  down  as  a  Constitutional  duty 
that,  having  parted  with  a  million  and  a 
half  of  Tea  Duty,  the  House  of  Commons 
was  to  put  its  hand  on  a  similar  amount 
in  order  to  be  master  of  the  fycal  position 
of  the  country.     I  think  he  will  see  that 
though  a  Constitutional  it  was  an  entirely 
fallacious  argument.      With   regard   to 
the  financial  effect  of  my  proposals,    I 
would  point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  if  there  is  one  means  more 
than  another  which  would  frustrate  the 
expectations  of  the   Government  as  to 
the  amount  to  be  realised  from  the  tix 
it  would  be  to  treat  it  as  an  avowedly 
experimental    tax.      Surely    the    right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  been   long  enough 
at  the  Treasury  to  know  that  if   you 
want  a  tax  to  yield  a  smaller  amount  in  a 
given  year  than  it  otherwise  would  yield 
you  have  only  to  hold  out  to  the  trade 
that  it  is  highly  likely  to  be  reviewed 
again  next  year.     We  do  not  wish,  even 
if  we  could,   to  deprive  the  House  of 
Commons  of  any  kind  of  control  over 
this  tax  at  all.     It  will  be  in  the  power 
of  the  House   to  vote  against  this  tax 
next  year.     We  cannot  treat  it  as  an  ex- 
perimental tax.     Hon.  Members,  if  they 
read  the  history  of  Parliament,  will  know 
that  it  is  in  the  power  of  the   House 
either  to  repeal  or  to  diminish  the  tax. 
The  whole  point  is  that  if  you  leave  it 
to  be  supposed  that  a  particular  tax  will 
be   reviewed  next  year,  you  leave  the 
whole  trade  in  a  state  of  anxiety  and 
perturbation.  Under  these  circumstances, 
I  regret  to  say  that  the  Government  can- 
not accept  the  Amendment  put  forward 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.    We  cannot 
admit  his  Constitutional  arguments,  and, 
as  regards  his  financial  arguments,  we 
should    be    bringing    about     the    very 
Mr.  Goechen 


results  which,  from  one  point  of  viewr 
he  has  deprecated,  namely,  that  we 
should  lessen  the  yield  of  the  tax. 

(3.50.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby) : 
Sir,  I  am  surprised  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  object  to  the  proposal 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend.     Why  does  he 
propose  to  make  this  tax  for  a  year  only? 
That  need  not  disturb  the  equanimity  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  his 
friends.     He  will  always  get  the  Solicitor 
General  and  the  Law  Officers   of   the 
Crown  to  advise  him  that  a  tax  for  the 
year  is  only  a  tax  for  the  year.    Or, 
again,  that  if  you  grant  a  licence  for  a 
year,  and  a  year  only,  that  is  a  licence  for 
ever,  and  it  cannot  be  allowed  to  drop 
without  full  compensation.     Moreover, 
Sir  Algernon  West  will  go  on  collecting 
the   tax  as   if   it  was  a  perpetual  tazr 
because  the  doctrine  of  the  Government 
is  that  to  grant  a  licence  for  a  single 
year — and  why  not  a  tax  for  a  single 
year? — is    a    grant    for    ever.      What 
Parliament     says     on     the    subject  is 
immaterial.     That  is  the  view  of  the 
persons  who  administer  the  tax.    The 
House  of  Commons  may  say  the  tax  is 
for  one  year,  but  the  Inland  Revenue 
will  go  on,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  say,  I  am  entitled  to  com- 
pensation, and  that  compensation  will  be 
the  continuance  of    the   tax   for  ever. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
have  the  tax,  no  matter  what  limitation 
is  placed  on  the  tax  by  Parliament    If 
it  is  agreeable  to  hon.  .Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  I  do  not  think 
the   Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  need 
trouble    himself    about    the    Statutory 
limitations.     With   regard  to  this  tax, 
we  are  not  allowed  to  state  the  reason 
why  we  vote  it.     That  is  a  great  diffi- 
culty.    It  is  a  difficulty  which  was  felt 
in  the  ancient  Roman  processions,  where 
certain  busts  were  more  conspicuous  in 
consequence  of  their  absence.     And  the 
objections  to  the  way  in  which  this  tax 
is  to  be    appropriated  are    more    con- 
spicuous in  consequence  of  the  ruling  by 
which  we   are  not  permitted  even  to 
allude  to  them.     But  wo  cannot  forget 
this  duty  is  proposed  for  a  particular 
purpose — a  purpose  of  which  I  entirely 
disapprove,  and  which  I  shall  oppose  by 
every  means  in  my  power.     The  object 
for  which  this  tax  is  imposed  might  be 
in  itself  an  experiment.     I  will  make  the 
fictitious   suggestion  that  a  tax  of  tins 
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kind  might  be  appropriated  to  some 
Local  Body,  who-must  use  it.  for  a  par- 
ticular purpose.  For  that  reason  I 
should  think  it  would  be  highly  desirable 
that  the  House  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  whether  it  would 
perpetuate  that  tax.  And  when  we  talk 
of  limiting  the  taxes,  remember  what  has 
been  done  with  reference  to  other  ques- 
tions, both  by  this  House  and  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  Remember  that 
the  House  of  Lords  passed  the  Ballot  Act 
only  for  a  limited  time  in  order  to  retain 
the  right  of  *  review  of  the  question  at 
•eome  future  period.  If  it  is  conceivable 
.that  this  tax  is  to  be  appropriated  under 
any  circumstances  to  some  experimental 
purposes,  it  is  highly  proper  that  the 
tax  should  be  made  for  a  limited  period 
and  not  for  ever.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  rejected  the  Constitu- 
tional argument.  I  do  not  see  that  it 
ought  to  be  lightly  rejected,  because, 
after  all,  what  is  the  theory  of  having 
an  annual  tax  as  well  as  taxes  which  are 
passed  for  ever  ?  It  is  that  the  House 
«hall  compel  the  Qovernment  to  give  a 
certain  amount  of  money  every  year  over 
which  the  House  of  Commons  keeps  con- 
trol. Why  should  you  diminish  that 
fund  ?  If  you  are  depleting  it  in  one 
direction  you  should  fill  it  up  in 
another.  The  taxes  which  up  to 
this  time  have  been  kept  in  our 
hands,  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
the  control  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
are  diminishing  in  proportion  to  the 
whole  Revenue  of  the  country.  I  can- 
not see  on  what  possible  ground  this 
objection  can  be  sustained  to  limiting 
4>his  tax.  .Sir,  I  shall  certainly  vote  for 
this  Amendment  on  that  ground,  and 
upon  the  ground  also  that  I  entirely  dis- 
approve of  the  objects  to  which  this  tax 
is  to  be  applied.  Of  course,  we  shall 
iiave  an  opportunity  of  voting  on  the 
amount  of  the  tax.  Those  who  approve 
of  portions  of  the  tax  must  vote  for  its 
•diminution  by  an  amount  which  would 
•cover  the  part  to  which  they  object. 
Though  we  are  precluded  from  discussing 
the  objects  to  which  the  tax  is  to  be 
applied,  I,  for  one,  shall  take  advantage 
-of  every  oppc  rtunity  of  resisting  a  tax 
which  I  believe  is  to  be  devoted  to  pur- 
poses of  which  I  disapprove. 

(4.0.)      Mr;     SYDNEY     BUXTON 

(Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  The  right  hon. 

Gentleman  has  pointed  out  how  hampered 


we  are  because  the  Government  in  this 
Bill.,  have,  mixed  up  two  things  which 
ought  to  be  separate,  and  I  must  say  the 
point  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Wolverhampton  is 
one  which  merits  somewhat  better  and 
fuller  treatment  than  it  received  at  the 
bands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  To  some 
extent  I  agree  with  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  So  far  as  the  Constitu- 
tional question  is  concerned,  involving 
the  power  of  the  House  of  Lords,  I 
think  we  need  not  trouble  ourselves 
about  it,  because,  although  the  House  of 
Lords  are  obstructive  in  many  matters 
they  are  hardly  likely  in  the  future  to 
tax  the  country,  or  prevent  a  tax  being 
taken  off;  but  I  think  there  is  great 
force  in  the  remark  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  that  this  House 
ought  to  have  every  year  the  oppor- 
tunity of  voting  a  very  considerable 
amount  of  the  public  taxation,  in  order, 
if  necessary,  to  curtail  the  expenditure 
for  which  the  taxation  is  voted.  Unless 
there  is  this  annual  opportunity  the 
House  will  have  very  little  means  of 
discussing  the  taxation  of  the  country, 
except  on.  occasions  when  a  considerable 
number  of  alterations  are  made,  as  is  the 
case  this  year.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  this  is  an  absurd  Amend- 
ment, as  it  only  proposes  to  make  annual 
a  small  proportion  of  the  whole  taxation ; 
but  I  would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  he  himself  has  made  this 
small  proportion  a  special  tax.  It  is 
because  he  has  put  it  on  a  special  ground, 
and  applied  it  to  a  certain  special  pur- 
pose, to  which  many  of  us  on  this  side 
of  the  House  strongly  object,  that  we 
think  it  right  and  fair  that  that  small 
proportion  of  the  taxation  of  the  country 
should  be  put  on  a  special  basis  and 
made  an  annual  tax.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  argu- 
ment that  the  whole  of  the  great  trade 
affected  and  the  Revenue  derived  from 
it  would  be  disturbed  by  this  small  pro- 
portion of  the  taxation  being  voted 
annually  has  much  foundation  in  fact. 
I  doubt  if  this  taxation  will  be  per- 
manent whatever .  it  is  applied  to, 
although  when  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  says  there  is  nothing  to 
prevent  the  subject  being  raised  every 
year,  and  a  decision  being  taken  as  to 
whether    the    tax    should    continue,  I 
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would  reply  that,  as  everybody  knows,  it 
faidle  fdra  private  Mfeiiilwr^to  attempt  to 
<interfarcft»ith»  tke  taxatioB  of  4he  nation, 
except  on  >  the  Budget  3*11.  •  (Only  once 
*>r  twice  in  'the  whole  history  of  this 
Souse  has  stofcran^&ttehnpt been  success- 
ful Should  a  private  Member  raise  a 
•discussion  :onv  thfe  subject  of  taxation 
'before  the  Budget  he  would  be  told  that 
%t  wafr-premature  rto<  gckdnto  such'  matters, ' 
tMsA'  'the  G&tetma&iit  would  decline 
tffobate,  and  *  should  *  he  wait  until  after 
4he*  *  ^Budget  'he/  wouto  be  told  :  "  Oh  ! 
flfou  aw  tooda<fe,'tts  the  Government  ha ve 
♦decided  upotf'Aheir  financial  policy  for 
**!*!  year*1'  We  object  to  the  proposal  to 
<ihafce  *his  partwyutar  taxation  permanent. 
%  for  ^one,  do  not  object  to  increased 
^duties1  on-  spirits i  and  beer,  but  I  do 
-object- to  the  way  in!  which  the  tax  has 
<-been  •  mixed  up  with  a  lot  of  other 
^subjects.  We  object  to  the  allocation  of 
•the  tax,  and'  we  say  that  <  as  it  is> 
rthfOreughly  an  experimental  matter  we 
are-  entitled  to  ask  that,  instead  of  its 
fcfeeihg  made  &  permanent  part  of  our 
<  fiscal  system,  and  of  our  local  finance,  it 
*shouldfee^voted  annually,  so  as  to  give 
♦"the*  House  an  opportunity  of  revising  it, 
^antfe-^-if  it-  feels  that  this  very  wrong 
^system  of  mixing  up  local  and  Imperial 

*  taxation  should1  be  put  an  end  to — of 
^abolishing  it  without  having  to  intro- 
*duee  a  special  Bill. 

t  (4,6.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Con- 
aieWing  that  the  /Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequers  probably  the  ablest  Gentle- 

*  men  who  ♦  sits  on;  the  Conservative  side, 
<I  am  surprised  a#  the  reply  he  has  given. 

*  He  said,  "  I  admit  your  whole  case." 
["No,  no*.*]  'Well,  I  am  putting  it  in 
myownfway;     He  said,   "I  admit'  your 

•whole  eftse ;  but  you  have  a  remedy,  for 
\Ae*t  year  yoft  can  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
'  tepetti  the  s&Aibn."  This  is  his  argu- 
'*  mettt.  ml  admit  you  have  this  grievance ; 
'  I'ldmSt  we-'aever  intend  to  give  Ireland 
(Meai  Gdtferuihent,  tkad  that  you  will 
^neVer  have :,a  chance  of  extinguishing 
?]fafeii00hou4fc  Sconces  in  Ireland ;  but 
'yeV  vWf^fcbie  to  revise  this  tax 
4gr*  bringing**'  a  repeal  clause.''  Is 
-that /ifae  p61iey -pursued  by  the  Tory 
t^Party  *  ^themselves  %  Why, •*  when  the 
tLeas£hcricters/€Hau8eB  were  going  through 
uPaMia^tetit  they  limited  them  to  two 

years.-  They  did  not  say:  "We  will 
1  give  the  leaseholders  this  right  for  ever, 

but;if  we  find' there*  is  reason  for  it 
Mr,  Sydney  Buxton 


we  will  bring  in  a  repeal  chase 
next  year.1"  And  when  the.* Labourer^ 
Act  was  going  through  the 'House;  of 
Lords  why  did  they  limit  it  to  three 
years?  Why  did  they  put*  10  year*  in 
the  Ballot  Bill  1  Why  did  they  not  rely 
upon  repeal  clauses?  Because  they 
wished  to  have  a  more'  effectual  instru- 
ment,  and  yet  the  Government  ask  us  to 
relinquish  that  instrument— the  principal 
instrument  of  the  ToryParty.  That  is 
the  way  in  which  the  House  of  Lords 
endeavours  to  bring  reactionary  pressure 
to  bear  upon  the*  House  of  Commons. 
It  arranges  to  bring  these  matters  under 
discussion  mechanically,  by  the  pro- 
cession of  the  equinoxes  and  annual 
meetings  of  Parliament.  That  is  the 
Tory  plan.  It  was  you  who  invented  it. 
You  are  the  patentee  of  it — the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  is  the  successor 
in  title  to  the  patent  rights  of  it,  and  yet, 
what  does  he  offer  us?  Not  the  benefit 
of  his  own  patent,  but  he  says  "You 
must  take  the  (initiative."  We  may  do 
that — we  may  propose  a  repealing 
clause,  and  in  will  walk  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  to  move  the. Closure- 
by  the  way,  I  am  glad  the  Tight  hon. 
Gentlemen  is  absent  for  a  moment,  for 
we  can  feel  safe  and  know  'that  we  cm 
speak  a  sentence  without  the  Closure. 
To  tell  us  that  we  can  bring  in  a  repeal- 
ing  clause  next  year  is  unworthy  of  the 
genius  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
the  fact  of  his  using  Bach  an  argument 
shows  that  he  has  no  argument  whatever 
to  bring  forward.  Let  us  have  an 
answer  to  our  case.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  given  us  none.  The 
way  to  deal  with  our  case  is  not'  to  say 
"  I  admit  all  you  say,  but  you  have  your 
repealing  clause."  Will  the  Govern- 
ment give  us  some  guarantee  that  this 
money  will  be  expended  in  Ireland  in 
the  same  way  that  it  is  to  be  expended  in 
England  and  Scotland  ?  We  know  hew 
it  is  to  be  spent  in  England  and  Scotland, 
and  can  talk  about  it,  but  so  far  ss 
Ireland  is  concerned,  a  padlock  is  to  be 
put  on  a  considerable  portion  of  it*  Will 
the  right' hon.  Gentleman  give  us  a 
statement  on  the  subject?  .He  is  now 
by  himself  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  un- 
controlled by  any  other  Members  of  the 
Cabinet,  and  now,  as  a  Liberal  Unionist, 
he  can  express  his  mind  on  the  question 
-of  Local  Government  for  Ireland  without 
I  Conservative  discount.   We  would  accept 
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a  statement  from  him  conveying  the  or- 
dinary information  that  Englishmen  and 
Scotchmen  expect  to  get  when  a  proposal 
as  important  as  this  is  before  the  House. 
(4.14.)  Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  B.) :  It 
would  be  difficult  to  exaggerate  the  in- 
convenience of  the  proposal  the  Govern- 
ment are  making  in  asking  the  Committee 
to  pass  this  tax.  In  1888,  when  •  the  pre- 
sent Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
making  his  proposal  to  relieve  the 
county  rates  at  the  cost  of  the  Imperial 
Exchequer,  he  said — 

"  I  ought  to  add  that  T  propose  to  introduce 
the  hone  tax  and  the  wheel  tax  in  a  separate 
Bill,  because  they  do  not  really  affect  the  Im- 
perial BudgAt  at  all." 

That  is  the  course  which  commended 
itself  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  1888,  and  I  venture  to  submit  to  the 
Committee  that  it  is  the  course  he  ought 
to  adopt  on  the  present  occasion.  We 
are  asked  to  grant  an  increase  of  6d.  in 
the  Customs  Duty  on  spirits,  and,  per- 
sonally, as  an  Irish  Member  I  should 
have  no  objection  to  the  tax  if  the 
money  were  required  for  a  good  purpose. 
I  should  not  care  if  the  duty  on  foreign 
spirits  were  increased  6s.  or  7s.,  but  I 
object  to  the  clause  which  would  increase 
the  tax  on  home  spirits,  and  I  think  it  a 
most  extraordinary  thing  to  make  the 
Committee  vote  a  tax  in  an  Imperial 
Budget  which  is  not  to  be  used  for  Im- 
perial purposes. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  Amendment 
before  the  Committee  is  an  Amendment 
limiting  the  tax  for  one  year,  and  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  are 
hardly  germane  to  that  or  to  the  subject 
of  the  clause. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  will  postpone  my 
observations  until  the  other  clause  is 
before  the  Committee. 
.  (4.16.)  Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall, 
Camborne):  It  is  immaterial  to  me, 
as  representing  a  constituency  in  this 
House,  whether  the  tax  on  spirits  is  6d., 
6s.,  or  £6,  but  I  do  strongly  object  to  the 
proposal  of  the  Government,  on  certain 
■  grounds,  and,  therefore,  I  heartily  sup- 
port the  Amendment;  In  my  opinion 
all  taxation  ought  to  •  be  limited  to  one 
year — that  is  to  say,  we  should  not  be 
put  to  the  necessity  of  bringing  in 
repeal  clauses,  but  power  should 
always  be  reserved  to  the  representa- 
tives of  the  people  to  continue  the 
taxes,    which    is    a  more    simple    and 


easy   process.      The    Income  Tax  war 
originally  a  temporary  expedient,  but  it 
has  been  continued  for  so  many  years 
that  now  it  has  come  to  be    regarded 
altogether    as    a    permanent     form    of 
taxation.     It  has  been  impossible  to  get 
rid  of  the  tax,  despite  this  power,  of 
moving  repeal  clauses,  and   this  shows' 
how  ridiculous  it  is  to  suppose  that  if  this 
extra  6d.  on  spirits  is  once  granted  it  will 
ever  be  got  rid  of.      But  on  broad  Con- 
stitutional grounds  we  have  a  right  to5', 
oppose  this  proposal  on  account  of  the 
way  in  which  it  is  put  before  us.     Our 
tongues  are  tied  as  to  the  object  to  which  ' 
it    is     intended     to     devote    the   tax;  ' 
although   everybody    knows  what  that 
object  is.      The  manner  in  which   the 
question  is  submitted  to  the  House  is  a 
specimen  of  political  dodgery   which  !  ' 
hope  we  may  never  be  doomed  to  witness 
in  this  House  again.     There  was  nothing 
said  in  the  Bill  we  passed  last  night  as 
to  the  form  of  this  taxation.     There  is 
nothing  whatever  said  in  this  Bill  as  to 
the  licences,  and  it  is  very  well  under- 
stood that  a  portion,  at  Any  rate,  of  the 
taxation  with  which  we  are  now  dealing 
is  intended  to  be  applied  in  extinction  of 
licences.     This  crooked  method  of  deal* 
ing  with  the  taxation  of  the   country  is, 
I  may  say,  characteristic  of  the  crooked 
behaviour  of  the  Government  in  every- 
thing   they     have    undertaken.       The 
Government    insist  on  making    this  a 
permanent  tax.      They  seem  to  consider 
that  they  have  a  permanent  tenure  of 
that  Bench.     I  think  that  the  result  of 
the  elections  which  will  shortly  take  place, 
will  disabuse  them  of  that  idea,  and  that 
their  successors  in  Office  will  rapidly  put 
an  end  to  whatever  element  of  perma- 
nence there  may  be  in  taxation  of  this 
kind.      We  have  heard  of  consumptive 
patients  being  endowed  with  a  longing 
for,  and  a  belief  in,  the  extension  of  life, 
and  the  consumptive  occupants  of  the 
Treasury  Bench  seem  to  be  possessed  of 
a  similar  insane   hope  that  their  lives 
may     be      indefinitely     prolonged.       I 
support  the  Amendment  of  the   right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton, because  it  seems  to  me  to 
be  the  best  expedient  we  can  adopt  for 
staving  off  what  we  regard  as  a  grave 
evil.      I  pbject  to  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  on  another    ground.      As 
they  are  going  to  impose  this  taxation 
on  the  people  of  Ireland  without  granting 
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them  that  redress  in  the  form  of  local ,    *Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  have  no  wish  to  he 
institutions  which  they  havo  every  right    discourteous   to  the   hon.    and  learned 

Gentleman.  I  could  not  enter  into  the 
hon.  Member's  arguments  without  trans- 
gressing the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  will  have 
farther  opportunities  of  discussing  the 
application  of  this  measure  to  Ireland. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  When  I 
•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  When  wo  come  to 
the  other  Bill. 

Mb.  T.  M  HEALY  :  It  is  not  in  the 
other  Bill.  There  is  no  provision  what- 
ever in  regard  to  Irish  licences  in  the 
other  Bill. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  But  Irish  licences 
are  not  the  only  things  in  point.  There 
are  other  provisions  respecting  Ireland 
in  the  other  Bill.  The  Government  will 
consider  the  suggestion,  with  every  de- 
sire to  accept  it,  that  Corporations  in 
Ireland  should  deal  with  licences  in  the 
same  manner  as  Local  Authorities  deal 
with  them  in  England. 

(4.30.)  Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh, 
S.) :  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  not  quite  correctly  stated  what  was 
proposed  as  to  the  increase  of  the 
duties  in  1885.  In  the  case  of  the  Beer 
Duty,  an  appeal  was  made  to  me  only 
to  enact  the  increase  for  one  year,  and  I 
complied  with  that  request.  I  do  hope 
that,  after  the  strong  appeal  which  has 
been  made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler)  and  other  Members,  the  Go- 
vernment will  allow  this  provision  to  be 
only  for  one  year.  That  will  be  very 
much  more  in  accordance  with  precedent 
than  the  proposal  of  the  Government. 

(4.33.)     Mb.  PARNELL    (Cork):    I 
think  that  the  attitude  of  the  Govern- 
ment, having  regard  to  the  history  of 
this  question,  is  a  particularly  mean  one. 
I    exempt    the    right   hon.   Gentleman 
the  Chancellor   of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  personally  from  this  censure, 
but  I  do  not  exempt  several  of  his  lead- 
ing Colleagues,  and  especially  not  the 
Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour).    In 
1885  the  leading  Ministers  canvassed  us 
personally  for  our  votes  in  the  Lobbies 
of  this  House   on   a  question  precisely 
similar  to  this.     It  was  a  proposal  by  the 
then  Liberal  Government  to  increase  the 
Spirit  Duties,  and  we  were  canvassed  for 
our  votes,  against  that   Government  on 
the  ground  that  this  was  an  unjust  pro- 
posal to  Ireland.     Now  that  the  present 
'  Government  have  got  into    Office,  as  a 


to  demand,  and  which  we  hops  ere  long 
to  be  able  to  grant  them,  it  is  all  hum- 
bug for  us  to  talk  about  "freely  and 
voluntarily"    resolving   to     give    these 
supplies.     If  they  are  given  at  all,  they 
are     wrung     from    us.      I     see,      Mr. 
Courtney,  you  are  shaking  your  head, 
and,  as  I  do  not  wish  to  put  you  to  the 
trouble  of  rising,  I  will   postpone  the 
further  observations  I  have  to  make  on 
this  portion  of  the  subject  until  we  come 
to  discuss  the  Preamble.     As  there  will 
be  other  opportunities  of  expressing  our- 
selves on  this  political  scheme  of  ducks 
and  drakes,  which  is  so  characteristic  of 
the    right   hon..  Gentleman    the   Chan- 
cellor of    the    Exchequer,  I  will  only 
say,  in  the  words  of  the  Anti- Jacobin's 
Friend  of  Humanity  to  the  needy  knife 
grinder:  "I  give  thee  sixpence  1     No, 
I'll  see  thee  damned  first." 

(4.25.)  Mb.  LABOUCHERE   (North- 
ampton): My  right  hon.    Friend   (Mr, 
H.    H.    Fowler)    asks    that    this    tax 
should  only  be  imposed  for  one  year.    If 
his  proposition  be  rejected,  and  the  tax 
be  imposed  by  Act  of  Parliament,  we,  as 
the    guardians    of    the     public  purse, 
entirely  part  with  our  right  to  say  when 
it  is  to  cease.     An  Act  of  Parliament 
must  receive  the  assent  of  the  House  of 
Lords.     At  the  next  General  Election, 
every  man  in  England,  Wales,  Ireland, 
and  Scotland,  may  be  opposed  to  this  tax, 
with  the   exception   of   600  hereditary 
legislators ;  there  may  be  a  majority  in 
this  House  against  the  tax,  and  yet  it 
will  continue  unless  the  House  of  Lords 
agrees  to  its  discontinuance.     The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  says  there  is 
already  a  tax  of   10s.    per    gallon    on 
whisky,  and    that  he  is  only  applying 
to  the   extra   6d.  the  system  which  is 
adopted  in  regard  to  the  10s.     I  am  only 
sorry. that  that  system  has  been  applied 
to  the  10s, ;  but,  if  we  have  not  taken 
care  of  the  pounds,  there  is  no  reason  why 
we  should  not  take  care  of  the  pence. 
The  question  is,  "  Are  we  to  part  with 
the  control  of  this  tax,  or  not?"     I  say 
our  duty  to  our  constituents  obliges  us 
to  decline  to  part  with  it,  and  I  hope  we 
shall  this  evening  establish  a  precedent 
for  annual  taxes  being  only    imposed 
annually. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  If  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  give  us  a  reply 

Mr.  Conybeare 
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consequence  of  our  assistance,  they  pro- 
pose   to  inflict  precisely  the  same  in- 
justice.    There  is  a  woll  recognised  cus- 
tom that  one  Government  is  bound  by 
the  acts  of  its  predecessors  ;  but  it  seems 
to  be  true  that  no  obligation  of  honour 
is  incumbent  upon  an  English  Govern- 
ment in  its  dealings  with  Ireland  and  in 
its  conversations  *  with    Irish   Members. 
We  are  told  that  some  day  or  other  this 
money  will  be  handed  over  to  the  Irish 
Local  Boards,  which  are  to  be  established, 
I  suppose,  when  pigs   begin   to   fly.     I 
have  been  hearing  of  the  imminence  of 
the  establishment    of    the    Irish    Local 
Government  for  the  last  15  years,  and  it 
has  not  come  any  nearer.     I  do  not  be- 
lieve— although  it  may  seem  like  a  bull 
— that  it  is  as  near  to-day,  as  far  as  the 
action  of  the  House  goes,  as  it   was  15 
years  ago.     I  do  not  believe  an  Imperial 
Government  is  ever  destined  to  pass  a 
Local  Government  Bill  for  Ireland.   You 
came  into  Office  in  1885  upon  the  leading 
cry  of  the  establishment  of  Irish  Local 
Government,  and  after  more  than  three 
years  of  Office  the  subject  is  still  rele- 
gated to  the  dim  and  distant  future.  What 
guarantee  have  we  got  that  just  as  the 
pledged  word  of  leading  Cabinet  Minis- 
ters, given  to  us  in  1885,  that  the  in- 
crease of  the  Spirit  Duty  in  Ireland  was 
«n  injustice,    has    been   broken  to-day, 
the  word  of  the  -right  hon.   Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,   when 
the  time  comes  for  the  redemption  of  his 
•  promise  to  the  House,  will  not  be  broken 
by  his  successor  ?  We  have  no  guarantee, 
and  it  would  be  absurd  for  us    to  rely 
on  the  lasting    character    and   binding 
force  of  any  statements  made   by  any 
English  Minister  with  regard  to  Irish 
Members    beyond    the  day     after    to- 
morrow. 

•Mb.   GOSCHEN:    To  what    promise 
does  the  hon.  Member  allude  ? 

Mb.  PARNELL:  I  allude  to  the 
declaration  which  a  Cabinet  Minister — 
a  gentleman  who  now  sits  beside  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — made  to  us  in 
1885,  as  a  consideration  for  our  votes, 
that  the  increase  of  the  Spirit  Duty  was 
a  gross  injustice  to  Ireland.  The  same 
fight  hon.  Gentleman  is  now  going  to 
support  this  injustice  to  Ireland.  This 
money  is  going  to  be  passed  to  what  is 
called  an  account.  There  are  many 
purposes  in  Ireland  to  which  this  money 
.  might  be  devoted,  purposes    of  great 


utility,  and  for  the  benefit  of  the  people, 
purposes  which  woo  Id  not  excite  any 
controversy  in  the  House.  The  amount 
paid  per  head  by  the  Irish  people  vastly 
exceeds  the  amount  paid  per  head  by 
Englishmen,  Scotchmen,  and  Welshmen ; 
and  we,  the  poor  country,  are  not  to  be 
allowed  to  have  the  .<-  immediate  benefit 
of  the  taxation.  We  are  told  it  will  be 
given  to  us  some  tima  or  other,  when 
Local  Government  Boards  are  estab- 
lished in  Ireland.  The  imposition  of 
extra  taxation  on  whisky  or  spirits  in 
Ireland  is  a  fraud  upon  the  tax-paying 
portion  of  the  community.  The  plea 
that  it  is  going  to  promote  temperance  is 
absurd.  I  am  convinced  that  one  of  the 
great  causes  of  drunkenness  in  Ireland, 
leading  to  crime  and  disaster  in  that 
country,  is  the  excessive  tax  upon  alcohol. 
The  necessity  arises,  as  a  consequence  of 
its  high  price,  to  dilute .  it  with  foreign 
spirit  of  a  most  pernicious  and  madden- 
ing character. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order!  I  must 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
question  now  before  the  Committee  is  the 
limitation  of  the  taxation  to  one  year. 
The  hon.  Member's  observations  are 
directed  against,  the  clause  as  a  wholes 

Mb.PAE.NELL:  I  understand  perfectly 
that  I  have  probably  exceeded  the  limits 
of  proper  criticism  upon  this  particular 
Amendment,  and  I  will  not  continue  that 
line  of  argument,  though  I  am  sure1  you 
will  pardon  me  if  I  point  out  that,  after 
all,  the  matter  is  a  question  of  degree.  I 
will  only  add  that  I  think  we  have  estab- 
lished a  strong  claim  for  the  consideration 
of  this  Amendment,  and  that  when  the 
time  comes  to  discuss  Amendments 
following  this  one,  more  immediately 
applying  to  Ireland,  I  hope  we  shall  have 
some  more  satisfactory  declaration  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government  than  we  have 
had  up  to  the  present. . 

<4.45.)  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY 
fob  IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Baltoub,  Man- 
chester, E.)  :  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made  certain  observations  that  did  not 
strike  me  as  being  particularly  relevant, 
but  directed  personally  against  myself. 
He  said  a  Cabinet  Minister 

Mb.  PARNELL :  I  did  not  allude  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  being  that 
Cabinet  Minister.  I  alluded  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  being  one  of  those  who 
took  part  in  the  combination  with  us  to 
throw  out  the  Government. 
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.    Thb  CHAIRMAN :  Order !   It  is  very 
irregular  to  enter  into  this  discussion. 

(4  46.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The 
Chancellor  of. the  Exchequer  has,  I  admit 
With  considerable  courtesy,  answered 
one  point  I  made  as  to  the  alloca- 
tion of  the  money,  but  he  has  not  dealt 
with  another.  As  I  understand  your 
ruling,  Sir,  we  were  debarred  from  dis- 
cussing the  allocation  of  this  money  on  the 
last  Amendment  on  the  ground  that  the 
matter  is  dealt  with  in  a  separate  Bill. 
I  understand  that  ruling  as  regards 
England  and  Scotland ;  but,  as  regards 
Ireland,  I  submit  the  ruling  cannot 
apply,  because  Ireland  is  not  within  the 
licensing  scope  of  the  Bill.  The  Govern- 
ment say  that*  if  we  allow  the  Bill  to  pass 
they  will  not  allocate  the  money  as  re- 
gards so  much  as  can  be  spent  by  the  1 1 
great  Corporations  —  Dublin,  Belfast, 
Limerick,  Galway,  Wexford,  Cork, 
Waterford,  Derry,  and  others.  Are  you 
going  to  divide  the  money  into  two 
chests,  a  chest  for  the  towns  and  a  chest 
for  the  country  ?  We  must  press  on  the 
Government  the  reasonableness  of  the 
suggestion  which  I  made  to  them  yes- 
terday in  all  good  faith.  This  Budget 
Bill  is  non-contentious,  except  so  far  as 
the  Whisky  Duty  is  concerned ;  and  I 
suggest  that  you  should  take  out  of  this 
Bill  the  foreign  and  exotic  clauses,  and 
put  them  in  the  Probate  Duty  Bill,  which 
we  can  discuss.  I  trust  the  Government 
will  relieve  us  from  the  extraordinary 
-embarrassment  in  which  we  now  find 
ourselves.  We  are  told  that,  as  regards 
particular  Corporations  in  Ireland,  the 
money  is  not  to  be  allocated.  How  soon 
is  the  money  to  be  unlocked  with  regard 
to  the  country  ?  When  are  our  people  to 
get  tile  benefit  of  the  money?  I  urge 
the  Government,  who  are  so  anxious 
aboutConstitutional  ways;  about  following 
the  ways  of  our  forefathers  and  our 
grandmothers,  to  relieve  us  of  the  em- 
barrassment by  cutting  the  four  clauses 
in  question  out  of  this  Bill. 

*(4.52.)  Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Let  me 
remind  the  Committee  that  machinery 
does  not  exist  in  Ireland  for  administer- 
ing the  money  in  the  same  way  as  in 
'  England.  There  are  only  three  possible 
alternatives  open  to  us.  We  may  say 
that  the  money  is  not  to  accumulate,  and 
that  Ireland  is  not  to  have  it  at  all.  We 
1  may  say  that  it  shall  accumulate  until 
County  Councils  are  established  in  Ire- 


land. Or  we  may  say  that  the  -money 
shall  be  spent  by  the  existing  authorities. 
Through  the  mouth  of  the  Chancellor  trf 
the  Exchequer  the  Government  have  ex- 
pressed their  readiness,  if  hon.  Members 
opposite  press  for  it,  to  take  advantage 
of  the  existing  machinery  in  Ireland, 
so  far  as  the  Municipalities  are  concerned. 
Do  hon.  Gentlemen  wish  us  to  go  further, 
and  to  hand  over  the  money  to  the 
Grand  Juries  or  to  the  Poor  Law  Antho- 

(4.54.)  The  CHAIRMAN:  I  had 
better  point  out  how  the  matter  stands 
as  a  point  of  order.  In  this  Bill  there  is 
a  section  for  the  imposition  of  a  tax. 
There  is  a  subsequent  clause  which 
divides  the  proceeds  of  the  tax  between 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  in  certain 
proportions.  In  another  Bill  provisions 
are  made  for  the  distribution  and  applica- 
tion of  the  money  so  divided.  On  this 
Bill  it  is  competent  to  discuss  the  pro- 
priety of  the  imposition  of  the  tax,  and 
the  equity  of  the  division  of  the  tax 
between  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland. 
On  the  other  Bill  it  is  competent  to  dis- 
cuss the  particular  purposes  and  objects 
to  which  the  money  so  distributed  is  to 
be  applied.  And  I  would  point  out  to 
hon.  Members  that  if  the  clauses  of  this 
Bill  were  transferred  to  the  other  Bill,  so 
as  to  make  one  Bill,  it  would  be  improper, 
on  the  clauses  now  under  discussion,  to 
anticipate  what  would  be  the  result  of 
the  clauses  subsequently*  to  be  discussed, 
namely,  the  clauses  relating  to  special 
objects  to  whioh  ultimately  the  money  is 
to  be  applied. 

(4.56.)  Mb.  DILLON :  After  the 
Chairman's  ruling,  I  ask  the  Government 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  with- 
draw these  clauses  from  the  Budget  Bill  1 
Is  it  not  competent  for  the  House,  when 
called  upon  to  vote  a  tax,  to  debate  the 
propriety  of  voting  the  tax  at  all  f  How 
is  it  possible  to  discuss  the  advisability 
of  raising  an  additional  tax  if  hon. 
Members  are  debarred  from  considering 
how  the  tax  is  to  be  spent?  The 
uncertainty  of  the  proper  administration 
of  the  tax  is  one  of  the  main  considera- 
tions connected  with  it.  The  Govern- 
ment will  prevent  a  great  waste  of  time 
by  withdrawing  the  clauses  from  the 
Budget  Bill,  as  the  ruling  of  the  Chair- 
man has  clearly  recommended. 
♦(4.58.)  Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  The 
Chairman's  ruling  emphasises  the  posi- 
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tion  we  have  taken  up.  *  *  .Our  condition 

•  ib  '  being  •  reduced'  "to- :  one  *&>'  practical 
absurdity.  •■»  2?he^ .  Government  wish  to 
•pass  their  Budget*  BilVand  i£<they  with- 
draw from  it  these  clauses  they  can  get' 
the  Bill  passed  into  law  before  the 
Whitsuntide  Recess.  But*  if.  they  persist 
in  bringing  into  one  Bill' .what  belongs 
to  another  there  will  be  found  means, 
notwithstanding,  by  which  the  House 
.will  be  able  to  :  ascertain  the  object  of 

this  imposition; 

*(4.59.)  Mb.  GOSGHEX :  I  am  sur- 
prised  that  the  right  hon*  Gentleman  did 
not  notice  that  portion  of  theOhairman's 

'ruling  which  stated  that  even  if  these 
clauses  had  been  transferred  to  the  other 
Bill  it  would*  have  been  impossible  on 
these  clauses  to  debate  the  purposes  to 

-which  the  money  was  to-  be*  devoted. 
Nothing  is  more  plain,  from  the  ruling 
which  has  been  given,  than  that  the  same 
difficulty  would  have  arisen  even  had  tho 
clauses  been  included  in  the  other  Bill. 
The  prospect  held  out  tovus-  is  conveyed, 
in  a  threat  that,  unless"  we*  {all  in  with 

.  the  suggestion  which  we  have  three  or 

i  four  times  refused,  we  shall ;  not  get  the 
Bill  passed  before  -•  Whitsuntide.  We 
•have  expressed  our  opinion,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  returns  to  the 
charge.  We  do «  not  •  see  'our  way  to 
change,  our  proposals,  and  when  the 
right  hon:  'Gentleman  reminds  me  of 
what  happened  two*  years  ago,  I  would 
point  out  this  further  distinction,  that 
this  additional  «M.   belongs  to  the  tax 

-  up<m  spirits  as  »"*bole;  it  is  essentially  a 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Tax,  it 
naturally  takes  its  place  'in  this  Bill,  and 
falls  within  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  regulations  for  administrative 

•  purposes,  it  is  altogether  different  from 
the  Horse  Tax:      L  '  l 

(5.0.)  MS.  T.  M:  HEAEY:  What 
the  right  hon.  'Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton' said  had  reference  to 
the  effect  of  ybur  ruling,  Sir:*  If  these 
clauses  were  'transferred  to  a  separate 
Bill,  then  long  before  we  restched  them 
the  whole  question.'  would  be  discussed, 
the  principle  decided;  and  the  clauses 
would  be(  readily  disposed  of.  This  is 
'really  a  matter  df  public  convenience 
upon  which  the  Mrst  Lord  isuot  usually 
unreasonable;  /K  he"  takes  the^onrse  we 
suggest,  it  is  obvious  that  when  the 
clauses  are  reached  w  smother  Bill,  the 
whole  nnaneial'question  will  have  been 


discussed,  and  to  raise'  the  discussion 
again  would  be  flogging  a  dead  horse. 
As  it  is  now,  we  are  naturally  bubbling 
Over  with  indignation  which  cannot  find 
vent  in  discussion.  We  can  only  ramble 
round  the  subject,  and  such  is  the  -im- 
perfect character  of  the  human 'mind,  we 
are  tempted  to.  hit  a  head  wherever  we 
see  it.  We  object  to  have  excluded 
from  our  consideration'  the  object  of  this 
money,  whereas  if  we  could  discuss  and 
settle  that  the  rest  follows  as  mere 
matter  of  detail.  Having  conceded  so 
much  we  may  well  ask  the  Government 
to  go  a  little  farther.  A  week  ago  they 
agreed  to  the  reasonable  suggestion  to 
postpone  the  clauses  until  after  the 
Second  Beading  of  the  other  Bill ;  what 
difficulty  is  there  now  in  postponing 
them  until  the  Committee  stage  is 
passed  ?  It  will  not  relax  the  grasp  of 
the  Government  on  the  principle  of  the 
Bill ;  no  one  will  regard  this  concession 
as  a  victory  for  the  Temperance  Party. 
We  are  anxious  to  treat  the  matter 
regularly.  I  trust  the  Government  will 
see  their  way  to  accept  the  suggestion 
put  forward  in  no  desire  to  hinder  or 
embarrass  them,  but  simply  because  of 
the  intolerable  position  in  which  we  find 
ourselves,  which  is  both  hovel  and  in- 
convenient. There  is  a  branch  of  the 
embarrassment  of  our  position  in  the 
remarks  of  the  Chief  Secretary.  He 
puts  to  us  alternatives,  that  we.  shall 
give  this  money  to  the  existing  Borough 
Authorities,  and  let  the  amount  for  the 
County  Authorities  be  suspended,  or 
that  it  should  be  handed  to  existing 
authorities,  Poor  Law  Guardians  and 
Grand  Juries.  Well,  of  course,  he  was 
not  serious  in  suggesting  that  we  should 
accept  the  Grand  Juries.  Take  the 
Grand  Jury  for  the  County  of  Dublin, 
and  contrast  it  with  the  Corporation  in 
the  City  of  Dublin,  which  a  Committee 
sitting  upstairs  commends  for  its 
moderation  and  efficiency.  Would 
it  be  tolerable  that  simply  crossing 
the  bridge  we  should  pass  from 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Corporation 
to  that  of  the  Conservative  gentlemen 
who  represent  the  County  Grand  Jury? 
Before  we  can  address  ourselves  to  the 
suggestion  as  to  Boards  of 'Guardians*  we 
must  have  a  little  time  for  consideration. 
The  Government  are  putting  the  cart  be- 
fore the  horse  ;  first,  they  are  asking  us:  to 
vote  the  money,  and  then  they  are  going 
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to  say  who  it  shall  be  voted  to.  It  is  a 
friendly  and  non-partisan  -  suggestion 
that  the  Government  should  first  decide 
upon  the  body  to  whom  this  fund  should 
be  entrusted,  and  then  equip  them  with 
the  financial  means  for  discharging  the 
•duty  imposed  upon  them.  Unyoke  this 
^financial  horse  from  its  present  unnatural 
position,  and  let  your  team  proceed  in 
proper  Parliamentary  fashion.  We  shall 
then  get  through  this  Committee  this 
evening.  Those  who  pay  the  piper  should 
call  the  tune,  but  you  call  upon  us  to 
vote  the  money  not  having  a  voice  in 
its  disposal.  Have,  the  Government  no 
plan  in  regard  to  Ireland  ?  We  do  not 
know  whether  they  look  to  Boards  of 
.Ouardians  or  Grand  Juries  as  the 
authorities. 

•Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  quite  mistaken; 
the  plan  of  the  Government  is  perfectly 
definite,  and  if  it  is  to  be  modified,  it 
is  in  deference  to  the  opinions  of  hon. 
•Gentlemen  opposite. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  But  we  have 
^expressed  no  opinion,  we  have  no  oppor- 
tunity to  open  our  mouths.  I  have 
carefully  guarded  myself  from  expressing 
any  opinion  except  as  against  Grand 
Juries.  And  yet,  we  have  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  saying  that,  owing  to 
An  accident,  he  is  unable  to  put  before  us 
the  scheme  of  the  Government  Bill. 
Now,  he  says  it  is  modified  in 
deference  to  our  opinion.  You  have 
had  long  experience,  Sir,  as  Chairman; 
but  I  am  sure  you  have  never 
known  such  a  "  kettle  of  fish" 
as  this.  I  appeal  to  the  First  Lord, 
who  is  always  so  anxious  for  the  business 
of  the  House  and  the  interest  of  the 
-country,  to  get  up  and  say  he  will  accept 
this  reasonable  and  business-like  sugges- 
tion. 

*(5.10.)  The  FIRST  LORD  op  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  answer  the  appeal  by 
.reminding  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
Committee  that  last  week  an  appeal  was 
made  to .  the  Government  to  postpone 
these  clauses  until  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  other  Bill.  We  thought  that  the 
■appeal  was  a  reasonable  one,  and  we  con- 
ceded it.  At  the  time,  however,  I 
expressed  the  view  that  by  conceding  it 
there  was  an  implied  understanding  that 
no  obstruction  should  be  placed  in  the 
way  of  the  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Member 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


for  Mid  Lothian  said  that  so  far  as  he 
was  concerned  he  would  be  no  party  to 
what  might  properly  be  called  obstruc- 
tion. Well,  I  do  not  know  how  that 
phrase  might  be  interpreted ;  but,  for 
myself,  I  hold  it  to  be  an  engagement 
on  the  part  of  hon.  Members  opposite 
when  they  asked  for  the  postponement 
of  these  clauses  that  they  should  after- 
wards be  considered  as  part  of  the 
financial  proposals  of  the  Government, 
when  a  particular  period  had  been 
reached.  We  have  reached  the  appointed 
period;  the  decision  of  the  House  has 
been  given  upon  the  other  Bill.  These 
clauses  cannot  now  be  treated  in  the 
way  proposed  without  serious  incon- 
venience. Taxes  are  being  levied,  and 
legislative  sanction  must  be  obtained. 
The  principle  of  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  having  been  affirmed,  we 
must  now  ask  the  House  to  pass  the 
clauses  as  they  stand. 

(5.15.)  Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  I 
must  distinctly  disclaim  the  existence 
of  any  such  implied  understanding  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  alluded  to. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
clearly  stated  that  no  such  understand- 
ing would  be  given.  After  the  Govern- 
ment had  agreed  to  postpone  the  clauses 
he  intimated  that  they  would  be  resisted 
by  all  means  in  their  power,  and  I 
urged  the  Government  to  transfer  them 
to  another  Bill.  I  remember  perfectly 
the  phrase  I  used.  I  said,  if  you  do  not 
"the  wheels  of  your  Budget  Bill  will  drag 
heavily."  Not  only  was  no  such  under- 
standing accepted,  but  it  was  distinctly 
repudiated,  and  I  gave  distinct  warning 
against  keeping  these  clauses  in  the 
Budget  Bill. 
•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  spoke  of  what 
was  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  My  right  hon. 
Friend  spoke  before  and  not  after  the 
circumstances  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
because  it  was  in  answer  to  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
said  at  the  end  of  the  evening,  which 
was  a  distinct  invitation  to  us  to  give  a 
pledge.  No  such  invitation  was  ex- 
tended to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  who  said  no 
more  than  he  would  not  offer  unreason- 
able opposition  to  these  clauses.  Well, 
the  question  is  whether  this  opposition 
is  reasonable  or  not.     In  my  opinion  the 


1149       Customs  and  Inland         {Mat  16,  1890} 


Revenue  Bill. 


1150 


opposition  offered  is  perfectly  reasonable. 
What  is  the  course  the  Government  are 
taking  1     In  his  Budget  speech  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  this  tax  as  a 
separate  and  distinct  local  Budget.     He 
severed  the  one  from  the   other,  and  the 
natural  consequence  is  that  there  should 
be  a  separate  Bill  dealing  with  local  as 
distinguished  from    Imperial    taxation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  himself  set 
an  example  by  the  manner  in  which,  two 
years  ago,  he  dealt  with  a  local  taxation 
proposal.  Therefore  it  is  perfectly  reason- 
able that  we  should  ask  the  observance 
of  this  principle.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman    the     First     Lord     says     the 
principle,     was     decided     last     night. 
What  principle?    Questions  are  raised 
that     had     no     decision      last     night. 
The  Irish  Members  have  raised,  or  wish 
to  raise,  questions  which  could  not  have 
been  raised  on  the  Second  Reading,  and 
which  have  not  been  settled  by   that 
Division.  .  We  are  asked  to  vote  some- 
thing like  £1,500.000,    without   being 
allowed  to  open  our  mouths  as  to  the 
manner  in   which  the  money  is  to  be 
applied.     The  House  of  Commons  would 
be  un  worth  j'  of  all  its  predecessors  if  it 
allowed  itself  to  be  forced  into  such  a 
position.     The  House  of  Commons  has 
never  allowed  itself  to  be  so  fettered. 
You  may  talk  of  obstruction  if  you  like, 
but  depend  upon  it  people  inside  and 
outside  will  thoroughly  understand  the 
grounds  we  take.     We  take  our  stand  on 
this — that  the  Government    are    engi- 
neering their  Bill  so  as  to  prevent  the 
objects  of  the  tax  from  being  discussed — 
engineering  it  cleverly,  ingeniously,  and 
cunningly,  and  gagging  those  who  wish 
to  discuss   the   Bill.      While   they  are 
trying  to  smuggle  this  Bill  through,  they 
put   the  muzzle    on    every    man    who 
desires  to  discuss   the   tax.     We  shall 
resist  the  Government  to  the  best  of  our 
ability.     That  is  a  plain  and  distinct 
issue.     You  may  denounce   us  for  ob- 
struction if  you  like ;  you  are  perfectly 
welcome,   but  if   we  can  help   it,    the 
Government   shall  not    get  £1,500,000 
while  they  are  manoeuvring  to  prevent 
the  tax  being  discussed.     You  may  use 
the  Closure  if  you  like.     Yes,  use  it   to 
take  the  taxpayers'    money.       If    that 
does  not  condemn  you  and  the. Closure, 
I  do  not  know  what  will.     I  invite  you 
to  put  the  Closure  on. this  tax ;  it  will  be 
the  first,  time  it  has  been  used  for  such  a 


purpose,  and  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
take  the  judgment  of  the  country  on 
the  proceeding.  Our  course  is  perfectly 
clear.  We  shall  either  discuss  this  tax 
or  oppose  it.  If  we  hear  from  the  Chair 
that  we  cannot  discuss  it,  then  we  must 
use  every  means  to  prevent  it  passing 
into  law. 

•(5.25.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN :  Allusion  has. 
been  made  to  what  happened  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
who  is  not  now  in  his  place,  un- 
fortunately appealed  to  us  to  postpone 
these  clauses  until  after  the  decision  of 
the  House  on  tho  Second  Beading  of  the 
Local  Taxation  Bill.  The  spirit  of  the  ar- 
rangement made  with  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  was,  that  if  we  postponed  these 
clauses  till  after  the  other  Bill  had  been 
read  a  second  time,  then  the  clauses 
would  be  proceeded  with.  ["  No,  no."} 
I  am  not  talking  of  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway,  but  of  the  Colleagues. of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  .for 
Mid  Lothian,  who  I  should  suppose 
would  be  bound  by  the  spirit  of  that 
engagement.  If  it  had  been  on  thee 
mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  that,  after  the 
passing  of  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
other  Bill,  he  would  oppose,  the  discus- 
sion of  these  clauses,  he  would  have  told 
us  so  in  advance.  In  the  first  place, 
having  postponed  the  clauses  until  the 
decision  or  principle  has  been  given  by 
the  House,  now  you  ask  us  to  transfer 
these  clauses  to  another  Bill. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  I  said  so  at  the 
time. 

*Mk.  GOSCHEN  :  Not  then,  but  after 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  had  left  the  House.. 
I  remember  perfectly  well  the  remarks 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the 
Members  for  Derby  and  Newcastle 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  no 
longer  in  his  place.  I  admit  that  an 
uncomfortable  feeling  was  awakened  by 
the  language  used,  but  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  been  more 
candid  if  he  had  intended,  after  we  had 
made  our  concession,  to  prevent  discus- 
sion upon  these  clauses. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  All  we  ask  is 
to. discuss  them. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  cannot  see  how 
that  is,  when  we  are  asked  to  withdraw 
them.     We  are  trying  in  this  matter.  to> 
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carry  ont<  our  engagements,  into  which 
we  were  led  by  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  who  induced  us  to  withdraw 
the  clauses  air  the  time.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  says 
the  House  is  for  the  first  time  asked  to 
vote  taxes  without  knowing  to  >  what 
purpose  they  are  to  be  applied.  But 
two  years  ago,  in  a  Bill  which  handed 
oyer  a  portion  of  the  Probate  Duties, 
we  had  a  precedent  for  what,  is  now 
being  done. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  But  you  propose 
a  new  tax. 

•Me.  GOSCHEN  :  That  does  not  touch 
the  principle.  The  principle  is  the  ap- 
plication of  money  raised  by  the  Budget 
Bill  to  purposes  which  are  not  mentioned 
in  the  Budget  Bill.  That  is  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  we  are  proceeding,  and 
the  precedent  I  have  mentioned  shows 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  W. 
Harcourt)  is  wrong  in  saying  that  there 
is  any  Constitutional  innovation  in  our 
present  proceeding.  I  hope,  looking  at 
what  has  occurred,  the  Committee  will 
not.  take  the  extreme  course,  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  invites  hon. 
Members;  I  think  we  have  carried  out 
our  part  of  the  bargain.  It  is  said  a  gag 
has  been  applied,  but,  at  all  events,  it 
has  not  been  very  effective,  for  one  way 
and  another  there  has  been  a  consider- 
able amount  of  discussion.  The  object 
in  view  in  the  postponement  of  the 
clauses  was  that  we  might  settle  in  the 
first  instance,  whether  the  proposal  is  a 
reasonable  one.  .The  principle  has  been 
accepted,  and  now  I  hope  it  may  proceed 
in  the  manner  we  were  encouraged  to 
do  after  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill. 

(5.30.)  Mr.  PARNELL:  Whatever 
force  there  might  have  been  in  the  con- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
hopes  were  held  out  from  the  Front  Op- 
position Bench  that  these  clauses  would  be 
proceeded  with  after  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  other  Bill,  that  force  has  been 
entirely  destroyed  by  the  declaration 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  Chief  Secretary  have  made  to-day 
with  regard  to  the  application  of  a  part 
of  this  money  to  Irish  purposes.  What 
was  our  position  with  regard  to  these 
Resolutions?  Up  to  the  date  of  these 
declarations  we  have  been  forbidden  to 
discuss  these.  Resolutions  with  regard  to 
their  application  to  Ireland  at  all,  either 
Mr.  Ooschen 


on  the  present  Bill  or  on  $he,  previous 
Bill,  the  SeconcL  Reading,  of  which  was 
passed  last  night.  As  a.  matter  of  fact, 
no  Irish  Member  spoke  in  the.  discussion 
of  last  night;  we.  should  have  been: 
most  properly  and  justly,  ruled  out  of . 
order  ft  we  had  introduced  Irish  griev-* , 
ances  in.  the  discussion  of  last  night, 
because  the  Bill  did  not  relate  to  Ireland 
so  far  as  this  particular-  branch  of  the 
subject  is  concerned,  namely,  the  grant- 
ing  of  this  money  to  the  Local  Authority 
to  be  hereafter  established  for  the  pur- 
pose of  buying  out  certain  publicans. . 
To-day  the  Chancellor  of  t£e  Exchequer 
and  his  Colleague  the  Chief:  Secretary 
have  said  they  will  endeavour  to  devise 
some  plan  by  which  the  money  reserved 
hereafter  for  Ireland  may  be  .immediately 
spent.  Now,  again,  we  are  in  the  same 
.predicament;  we  cannot  discuss  the 
question  of  the' application  of  this  money 
for  Irish  purposes  on  these  clauses; 
neither  can  we  discuss  it  upon  the  other 
Bill,  as  there  will  .be  nothing  in  it  when 
it  comes  on.  Surely  common  sense  • 
should  suggest  to  the  Government  the 
proper  course  to  pursue  in  view  of  their 
own  declaration's. 

•Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  sorry  to 
interrupt  the.  hon.  Member,  but  he  is 
entirely  mistaken*  From  the  beginning 
the  Government  have  said  that  the  plan 
embodied  (in  the  Bill,  which  does  refer 
to  Ireland,  was  that  the  money  should 
accumulate  until  it  could  be  handed  over 
to  Local  Authorities. 

Me.  T.  M.  HfeALY  :  Whenajid  where 
was  that  said?. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  ! 
*Mb  A.  J.  BALFOUR :.  An  appeal  was 
made  to  the  Government  to  modify  that 
plan  in  favour  of  existing  Municipal  Au- 
thorities, and,  in  order  to  meet  what  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  believed "» 
was  the  wish  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  would 
consider  that:  appeal  in  a  favourable 
spirit. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  Surely  the  righfc 
hon.  Gentleman  must  see'  that,  having 
made  that  proposal  not  out  of  regard 
for  our  desiresj  but  out  of  regard  for  the 
wishes    and    feelings    of    the    Orange 

publicans  of  Belfast 

♦Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  Entirely  in 
deference  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

Mb.  '.  PAJtNELL :  The  r%htN  hon. 
Gentleman  must  surely  see  it 'is  abso-  ' 
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lately  necessary  that,  before  we  go  on 
with  the  discussion  on  the  allocation  of 
this  money  under  the  present  clauses,  we 
should  know  what  is  to  be  done  with  the 
money,  and  we  should  see  the  clauses  of 
the  Government. 

*Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  We  do  not 
need  any  new  clauses.  You  show  us 
your  proposals. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  That  is  a  fresh  pro- 
position altogether.  If  I  were  in  the 
enjoyment  of  a  salary  of  £4,500  a  year 
as  an  Irish  Minister  there  might  bo  some 
reason  for  such  an  appeal  as  has  been 
addressed  to  me ;  but  it  is  rather  too 
much  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
put  upon  me,  as  a  private  Member  of 
the  House,  the  onus  of  preparing  a  plan 
for  the  Government,  in'order  to  extricate 
the  Government  from  the  difficulty  they 
have  brought  upon  themselves.  We 
are  in  this  position:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tells  us  he  desires  to  meet 
the  feeling  of  the  Committee  that  Ireland 
should  be  placed  in  the  same  position  as 
England  so  far  as  he  reasonably  can ;  and 
then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks 
me  to  prepare  a  plan.  It  is  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  submit  a  plan,  to 
reduce  it  to  clauses,  and  to  place  it  upon 
the  Notice  Paper  along  with  the  other 
Amendments.  When  the  House  of 
Commons  is  in  possession  of  this  infor- 
mation we  may  reasonably  be  called  upon 
to  proceed  with  the  discussion  of  the 
clauses  now  under  consideration.  Until 
this  has  been  done  I  submit  that  common 
sense,  expediency,  economy  of  public 
time,  and  Constitutional  practice  demand 
the  withdrawal  of  the  clauses. 

(5.37.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  As  a 
matter  of  personal  explanation,  I  desire 
to  meet  the  charge  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that,  in  the  absence  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  I 
have  gone  contrary  to  the  speech  of  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  former 
Debate,  and  have  broken  the  pledge  that 
he  gave.  I  should  like  to  read  what 
happened  from  the  Official  Report.  I 
said  in  Committee  on  Thursday,  the  8th 
instant,  that  I  was  glad  to  hear  so  con- 
ciliatory a  statement  from  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  who — 

"  Would  best  facilitate  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
if  he  withdrew  from  it  the  Compensation  Clauses 
and  put  them  in  the  other  Bill,  to  which  they 
properly  belonged.  The  reason  for  putting  all 
the  taxes  into  one  Bill  only  applied  to  taxation 
for  Imperial  needs." 
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I  added — 

"  In  this  instance  you  are  raising  a  tax  for 
local  purposes,  and.  surely  the  more  logical  and 
sensible  course  is  to  raise  your  tax  in  the  Bill 
which  appropriates  it.  If  you  do  that  you  will 
get  your  Budget  Bill  through  without  delay, 
because  it  will  not  be  tied  up  with  the  com- 
pensation controversy." 

I  was  followed  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  who  said  he  would  be  very 
glad  to  meet  the  suggestion  of  the  righi 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  the  Government 
must  adhere  to  the  plan  they  had 
adopted.  He  added,  however,  that  they 
were  prepared  to  postpone  the  considera- 
tion of  the  clauses  until  after  the  Second 
Heading  of  the  Bill  which  appropriated 
the  money,  and  he  hoped  that  proposal 
would  recommend  itself,  because  after 
the  question  had  been  fully  discussed  on 
the  Second  Beading  hon.  Members  could 
not  wish  to  raise  the  same  discussion 
immediately  afterwards.  Here  is  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian — 

"  I  am  totally  at  a  loss  to  understand  why 
these  clauses  should  be  included  in  the  Tax 
Bill.  I  cannot  understand  why  they  should 
not  be  included  in  a  separate  Bill.  Stall,  I 
thankfully  accept  the  postponement  of  the 
clauses.  I  certainly  shall  be  no  party  to  any 
merely  obstructive  dealing  in  any  stage*  of 
business.  The  separation  of  the  clauses  would,  I 
think,  be  the  best  solution." 

Then,  at  the  end  of  the  evening,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  quoted  what  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  said  in  1888,  when  he 
proposed  "  to  introduce  the  Horse  Tax  and 
Wheel  Tax  in  a  separate  Bill,  as  they 
did  not  affect  the  Imperial  Budget  at 
all/'  and  suggested  the  adoption  of  a 
similar  course  now.  Thereupon  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that  to 
follow  the  course  suggested,  would 
necessitate  the  moving  of  a  fresh  "Resolu- 
tion, a  First  and  Second  Beading,  and  a 
Committee,  and  wishing  to  do  business 
as  shortly  as  possible,  the  Government 
thought  they  were  pursuing  the  best 
course.     Thereupon  I  said — 

"  If  the  Government  take  the  course  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  suggests  they  may  pass 
their  Budget  Bill  to-morrow.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  these  matters  of  compensation,  whioh 
are  hotly  contested,  are  introduced,  the  Govern- 
ment cannot  complain  if  the  wheels  drag 
heavily.  Jt  is  impossible,,  if  they  keep  the 
postponed  clauses  in  the  Bill,  to  avoid  delay, 
because  the  proposals  are  regarded  with  great 
anxiety  in  the  country,  and  must  necessarily ' 
lead  to  prolonged  discussion." 
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I  venture  to  say  that  this  is-  entirely  in 
accordance  with  what  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  said  earlier  in 
the  evening.  That,  at  any  rate,  is  my 
opinion.  I  cannot  see  any  inconsistency 
between  the  course  I  have  taken  and  that 
laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian.  Is  it  fair  to  state,  is  there 
any  foundation  for  stating,  that  the 
Government  had  no  distinct  notice  that  if 
these  clauses  remained  in  the  Bill  they 
would  be  discussed  at  full  length,  and 
that  it  would  lead  to  delay,  because  these 
proposals  are  regarded  with  anxiety  in 
the  country.  I  should  be  extremely 
sorry  to  believe  that  I  lay  justly  under 
the  imputation  of  having  misled  either 
the  Government  or  the  country.  I  again 
urge  the  Government  to  remove  these 
clauses  in  another  Bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  !  I 
must  once  more  point  out  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Amendment  before  it  is 
the  limitation  of  the  tax  to  one  year. 
*(5.44.)  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith 
rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move, 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put " ;  but  the 
Chairman  withheld  his  assent,  and 
declined  then  to  put  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

•Me.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Bel&at,  S.) :  I 
only  wish  to  say  I  object  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  has 
spoken  of  the  "  Orange  publicans."  Two- 
thirds  of  the  publicans  of  Belfast  are 
Roman  Catholics.  Rev.  P.Convery  swore, 
before  the  Sunday  Closing  Committee, 
that  the  trade  of  a  publican  was  the  only 
one  in  Belfast  open  to  Roman  Catholics. 

Mb.  PARNELL:  I  beg  the  hon. 
Member's  pardon.  I  did  use  the  words 
improperly ;  but  I  corrected  myself,  per- 
haps not  audibly  enough,  by  substituting 
the  Orange  Corporation  of  Belfast. 

(5.45.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Would  it 
be  in  order,  if  the  Amendment  were  with- 
drawn, to  move  again  the  postponement 
of  the  clauses  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  1  do  not  see  how 
they  could  be  postponed  again.  They 
are  the  only  clauses  now  remaining. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  There  is  another 
clause  to  be  proposed  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  No  doubt  in  that 
case  the  clauses  might  be  postponed  until 
after  the  consideration  of  the  new  clause. 
Sir  W.  Uarcourt 


(5.46.)  Mb.  STOREY  (Sunderland)  : 
I  should  like  to  take  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair  on  a  point  of  order.  On  Thursday 
last  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber  for  Mid  Lothian,  referring  to  what  1 
had  said,  remarked — 

"Ihe  contention  of  my  hon.  Friend  is  that 
the  Honae  ought  to  he  allowed  to  sift,  and  dis- 
cuss, and  consider  the  purposes  of  a  tax  before 
they  voted." 

What  I  want  to  know,  on  the  point  of 
order,  is,  whether  we  are  now  to  under- 
stand, after  the  Second  Reading  of  the- 
other  Bill,  that  we  are  in  exactly  the 
same  position  as  on  Thursday.  Are  we 
bound  to  vote  this  tax  without  being  able, 
in  the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  to  sift,  and  discuss,  and 
consider  the  purposes  of  the  tax  f 

Thk  CHAIRMAN  :  In  the  meanwhile 
there  has  been  a  discussion  on  the 
Motion  for  Second  Reading.  I  am  not 
responsible  for  the  limited  form  which 
that  discussion  took,  but  in  that  dis- 
cussion these  subjects  could  have  been 
discussed.  I  am  bound  to  point  out 
what  seems  to  be  imperfectly  appreciated, 
that  if  these  clauses  were  transferred  to 
the  other  Bill  the  discussion  would  be  of 
the  same  character.  There  would  be  a 
discussion  on  one  clause  on  the  imposi- 
tion of  the  tax,  another  on  the  clause  for 
the  distribution  of  the  tax  between 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  and  a 
third  on  the  manner  in  which  the  tax  is 
to  be  allocated  to  the  Local  Authorities. 

(5.47.)  Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  Would 
it  not  be  in  order  to  move  the  further 
postponement  of  these  clauses  until  Com- 
mittee on  the  other  Bill.  If  the  House 
were  satisfied,  in  that  Committee,  with 
the  arrangement  for  dealing  with  these 
taxes,  they  might  be  willing  then  to  vote 
this  tax.  This  would  be  the  wiser  course 
to  take. 

(5.48.)  The  CHAIRMAN :  I  do  not 
see  how  the  clauses  could  be  postponed  ; 
but,  of  course,  it  would  be  competent  to 
move  to  report  Progress,  and  for  the 
House  afterwards  to  decline  to  resume 
consideration  of  the  clauses  until  a  future 
time. 

#(5.49.)  Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  If  these 
clauses  were  transferred  to  the  other 
Bill,  would  they  not  be  in  the  nature  of 
new  clauses,  and  consequently  have  to  be 
postponed  until  after  the  other  clauses  1 
The  CHAIRMAN :  That  is  so. 
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(5.50.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HBALY :  I  beg  to 
move  that  yon  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again,  and  I  do  so  on  these 
grounds  :  that  for  the  first  time  we  have 
to-day  been  informed  by  the  Government 
as  to  what  their  intentions  are  in  regard 
to  Ireland.  Yesterday  we  were  nnable 
to  discuss  the  case  as  it  affected  Ireland. 
I  assert,  without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that  if  any  Irishman  had  attempted  to 
discuss  the  question  of  the  extinction  of 
licences  by  means  of  money  to  be  raised 
under  this  {till  he  would  have  been 
ruled  out  of  order. 

•Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No ;  the  only 
question  which  would  not  have  been 
relevant  was  that  of  the  non-granting  of 
new  licences. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  entirely  dis- 
pute that  proposition.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  may  interrupt  me  by 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order!  order! 
The  hon.  Member  will  address  himself  to 
the  Chair.  He  will  be  protected  from  im- 
proper interruption. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  We  now  hear 
for  the  first  time  that  the  money  is  to  be 
handed  over  to  the  Corporations.  What 
Corporations  ?  Those  of  Derry  and  Bel- 
fast, on  which  there  is  such  a  high 
franchise  as  to  exclude  all  Catholics,  and 
yet  the  trade  is  mainly  in  the  hands  of 
Catholics.  If  it  is  good  to  extinguish 
licences  in  Ireland  we  must  know  who 
is  going  to  do  it.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  a  moment  or  two  ago  that  an 
appeal  was  made  to  him  for  this  conces- 
sion from  these  Benches.  I  reply  that 
no  appeal  was  made  by  us  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  We  asked  a  question. 
I  know  that  a  bargain  has  been  struck 
with  Sam  Black,  the  Orange  Town  Clerk 
of  Belfast — 
*Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON :  He  is  not  an 
Orangeman  at  all. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  As  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man thinks  that  the  word  Orangeman 
conveys  an  offensive  imputation  I 
will  withdraw  it.  We  know  that  the 
bargain  has  been  struck  with  Mr.  Sam 
Black,  and  that  he  came  over  here  from 
Belfast  at  the  behest  of  the  Corporation, 
and  was  introduced  by  the  Member 
for  Mid  Armagh  to  the  Government ;  and 
I  challenge  the  Government  to  answer 
this,  whether  they,  behind  the  backs  of 
86  Irish  Members — they,  the  heroes  of 
the  Spirit  Resolution  of  1885,  who  ejected 
the  Liberal  Government  because  of  the 

VOL.  CCCXL1V.      [third  series.] 


Whisky  Tax — whether  they  have  not 
made  a  compact  to  deal  with  this  extra 
6d.  behind  the  backs  of  the  Irish 
Members  with  Sam  Black  and  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Armagh?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  an  appeal  was  made 
to  him.  What  fools  we  should .  be  to 
appeal  to  him!  What  appeal  of  ours 
was  ever  heeded  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  %  We  should  as  soon  think 
of  appealing  to  the  stones  in  Westminster 
Hall.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
there  has  been  an  appeal  made  to  him, 
and  that  he  will  give  the  Corporations 
these  powers.  I  should  like  to  know 
what  Corporations  these  are,  under  what 
franchise  they  are  elected,  and  by  what 
means  this  franchise  is  to  be  exercised  ? 
The  86  Irish  Representatives  are  asked  to 
vote  for  a  tax  on  the  principal  commodity 
produced  in  Belfast  and  Dublin  without 
knowing  in  the  least  degree  by  what 
legerdemain  the  money  is  to  be  spent. 
We  do  not  know  whether  Sam  Black  is 
to  have  it,  or  who  is  going  to  have  it ;  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  the  only  thing 
I  am  able  to  discuss  is  the  Motion  to 
report  Progress.  I  certainly  think  no 
Motion  to  report  Progress  was  ever  made 
with  more  justification.  Ireland  has 
been  treated  with  chicane  in  this 
business.  The  Irish  Representatives  have 
been  deceived,  and  kept  absolutely  in  a 
state  of  ignorance  as  to  what  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government,  and  now  the 
Irish  Secretary  said,  "  Oh,  if  you  want  a 
Bill  you  must  draw  it  up  yourselves."  I 
do  not  get  £4,500  a  year  and  coals.  The 
other  day  I  drafted  a  Bill  to  supplement 
the  laches  of  the  Government — a  Bill 
to  suspend  the  issue  of  new  licences  in 
Ireland,  and  last  night  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary told  me  I  had  done  a  needless 
thing;  that  I  had  done  a  work  of 
supererogation.  Yet  now  he  complains 
that  iny  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork 
has  not  done  a  similar  thing !  I  feel 
unable  to  address  myself  to  this  question, 
and  I  respectfully  move  to  reportProgress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy.) 

*(5.56.)  Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  As 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
made  the  conduct  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment the  excuse  for  his  very  extraordi- 
nary Motion,  and  as  on  this  rather  slender 
2  T 
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fotodationtettiaa 'raised  a  vast  super- 
structure of  aarusfttion,  it  would  perhaps 
be  as  welt  fete  me  to  make  the  position  of 
the  Government  dear.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman-  was*  wrong  in  every 
particular  statement  of  fact  which  he  has 
made  to1  the  Hottee*. 

1  Mr.^T.  !M.  HE  ALY  :  Even  in  the  state- 
meht  that  I  introduced  a  Bill  ? 

*Mfe.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  There  was 
thai  one  'exception,  truly.  The  hon.  and 
learned  ^Gentleman  stated;  in  the  first 
plfcce,  that  Ireland  *was  not  inclnded  in 
the  BiH  read  >a  *  second  time  yesterday. 
F6r  every  purpose  <  connected  with  the 
Bill  tinder  discussion  Ireland  was  in- 
eluded  •'  The  subsection  reads — 

,  «  » 

'  '"ThWtJle  mm  bf  £40,000  shall  be  assigned 
<t*  Irelafcdtfor  the  (extinction  of  licences  as  may 
.fee  'hereafter  gurovided  by  any  Act  relating  to 
Xjoc&1  Government  in  Ireland." 

,.  Mr.  JPARNELL  -.  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman .-  read  tike  corresponding 
pEnglish  section  J. 

*M&i  A/  J.  BALFOUR :  It  is  sufficient 
•to  say  that  my  assertion  directly  traverses 
,the  assertion,  of  •  the  hon.  Member.  The 
second  contention  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlaman  was  even,  more 
extraordinary. .« .  Me  imagined  that  in 
ooftsequence  of  •  some  -/mysterious  com- 
pact .with  the  hon*  Member  for  Mid 
Armagh  and  a  certain,  Mr.. Samuel  Black 
►who,  I*  understand  from  his  speech,  is 
the  Town  Clerk  of  Belfast,  the  Govern- 
ment base  the  concession  which,  has  been 
made  to  the, appeals  from  the  Irish 
<9enches»  •  Twice  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  ■  for  Longford  has  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
the  Government  willjnot  give  the  manage- 
jnent  of  the  money  to  Municipal  Authori- 
ties where  they  s  already  exist.  The 
Government,  though  .they  prefer  their 
Bill  as  it  is,  have  declared  that*  for  the 
sake  of  peace  and  quietness,  they  will 
not  object  to  such  .a  proposal  if  it  were 
pressed.  J^ow,  it  .seems  thai  this  pro- 
posal, whiolj.  was  accepted  for  the  sake  of 
peace,  is  to  be  turned  into  an  instrument 
of  obstruction  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
mte.  The  statement  that  this  concession 
has  anything  to  do  with  a  compact, 
direct  or  indirect,  implied  or  expressed, 
with  the  hon- .  Member  for  Armagh  or 
.the  Towjx  Clerk  of  Belfast  is  entirely  and 
totally:  without  a  shadow  of  foundation. 

-  -  M&  T.'  M.  HHALY:  The:  Chancellor 
of  tfaa  Exchequer  said  it  too. 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
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GOSCHEN  :  I  neYenheard  before 
of  the  existence  of  such  a  person  a»Mn 
Samuel  Black. 

Mb.  T.  M  HEALY:  Did  Sir  Jamea 
Corry  see  him  f 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co:,  Mid)  i  Under 
the  Black  flag. 

•Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  There 
has  been  no  compact  whatever.  -The 
position  of  the  Government  is  perfectly 
clear.  The  Government  are  now  asked 
to  draft  new  clauses,  but  wa-fchink  the 
Bill  best  as  it  stands.  If  horn  Member* 
choose  to  put  down  clauses  embodying 
their  views,  the  Government  will^  as 
they  always  do,  give-  them  their  best 
consideration.  I  have  shown  thai  there 
is  no  foundation  for  the  accusations  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  and  I 
trust,  therefore,  that  -the  Motion  will  be 
withdrawn.  *    •* 

(6.0.)  Sib  G.  TREVELY AN  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  support 
the  Motion  that  Progress  be  reported, 
because  that  is  the  only  method  Jsaow* 
to  the  House  and  'is  tcerfcainly  ine-  most 
convenient  method  by  which,  the  clauses 
might  be  'transferred  from*  the  -present 
BilL  The  matter  is  one  of  very  great 
importance*  and  though  I  frankly  own 
I  do  not  understand  all  the  ins  and  outs 
of  the  Irish  matter,  I  think  I  -do 
thoroughly  understand  the  Scotch  part 
of  the  question.  There  has-  not  been 
a  single  argument  advanced  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  or-  by  -any 
one  who  has  yet  spoken,  to- show  that  it 
is  convenient  or  neoessary  to  enforce  the 
clauses  of  this  Bill,  'instead  of  .putting 
them  into,  a  Bill  containing,  the  sendees 
for  which  these  subsidies  are  asked. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  no  single 
reason;  all  he  alleged  was  precedent, 
and  I  deny  that  the  precedent  he  cited  ia 
applicable  here.  I  candidly  admit  that 
I  have  forgotten  the  argument  he  used, 
because  I  could  not  understand  it.  The 
precedent,  however,  was  important.-  It 
was  the  case  of  the  English  and  Scotch 
Local  Government  Bill,  and  the  allocation 
for  local  purposes  made  thereby;-  but 
that  precedent  does  not  hold  in  the  least, 
because  on  that  occasion  the  allotments 
made  for  local  purposes  were*  to  eany 
out  certain  welMcnown  «and  -  old  •  estalv 
lkhed  and  universally  agreed  on  services, 
suck  as  the  adminiittraiaenrof  <  thepolica, 
as  well  as  of  medical  and^upe*m*ttore  > 
whereas  an  this  case  we  .are « -going  t© 
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have  certain;  perfectly  new  forms  oj 
t  expenditure  to  which  many  of  ua $m 
(Strongly  opposed.  In 'order  not  to,  take 
np  the  time  of  the  House,  I  will  confine 
.myself  to  the  Scotch  question,  and  on 
that  I  will  say  that  to  at  least  three- 
fourths  of  the  proposals  we,  the  Scotch 
Members,  are  greatly  opposed.  The 
small  amount  given  for  licences,  for 
education  fees,  and  for  police  super- 
annuation we  were  able  to  some  .extent 
to  discuss  the  other  night,  but  the  other 
;  matters  we  were  unable*  to  discuss  at  alL 
The  Scotch  Members  endeavoured  to.  get 
a  word  of  assurance  from  the  leader  of 
the  House  before  the  Bill  passed  its 
Second  Reading,  but  that  word  they 
were  not  able  to  obtain.  Therefore,  we 
Scotch, Members  are  in  this  position,1 
that  we  are  asked  to  pass  a  new  tax  for 
the  purpose  of  its  being  applied  to  objects 
which  are  likewise/  new,,  and  to  many  of 
which  we  strongly  object.  We  say  we 
ought  to  have  these  objects  settled 
before  the  tax  is,  voted.  For  my.  part,  I 
object  on  Constitutional  grounds  to  our 
voting. a  new  tax  for  purposes  which  are 
dubious  and  not  universally  agreed  upon 
beforehand ;  but  it  is  much  .worse  when 
that  tax  is  to  be  voted  in  one  Bill,  and 
the  purposes  for  which  it  is  to  be 
.  imposed,  are  to  be  described  and  arranged 
in  another.      It  is  for  the  purpose  of 

•  enabling  the  Government  to  meet  what 
is  evidently  the  unanimous,  wish  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  what  I  feel  to  be 
a  perfectly  honest  and  sincere  wish  not 
'to  treat  it  as  a  Party.  Question,  thai  we 
support  the  Motion  for  Progress. 

Mr.  Sydney  Gedqe  rose  in  his  place 
and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the.  Ques- 
tion be  now  put ;"  but  The  <  Ghaikman 
withheld  his  assent,  and  declined  then  to 

•  put  that 'Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

•  i 

(6 A)  Mb.  PARNELL :  The  f4ght  hon. 
Gentleman  the.  Irish  Secretary  was  en- 
tirely inaccurate  jn  the  representations  he 
made  as  to  our  views  in  regard  to  this 
question.  We  did  not  state,  and  certainly 
I  did  not  state,  as  he  has  represented, 
that  Ireland  was  not  included  in  the 
Bill-  .  What  I .  said  was  that  it  was  im- 
possible to.  discuss  last  night  or  on  any 
other:  tnight,  on  the  Second  Beading 
stage  oi  the  Bill,  the  application  of  the 
money  tou  Ireland  for  the  extinction  of 
.licences,.  And  the,  reading  of  the*  two 


sections  of  the  Bill  shows  this  clearly. 
>The  section  affecting  England  pwwides 
that, the, sum  of  £350,000  is  to  be 
applied  to  such  extinctions ;  but  with 
regard  to.  Ireland  we :  .could  not  discuss 
the  manner  in,  which  the  licences -a^e  to 
be  extinguished,  because  no. .method  is 
proposed  in  the  Bill  with  regard  to 
Ireland. .  Neither,  did,  I  assert  that  there 
had  been  any  compact  between,  the 
Government  and  the  Mayor  of  Belfast. 
My  assertion  was  distinct  and  .oJear. 
After,  the  Tight  hon.  Gentleman  the 
.Chief  Secretary  ,-  had  -  taken  credit .  for 
having  yielded  to  the,  views  of  my,  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member,  for 
Longford  (Mr.  1\  Healy)  in  the  proposals 
hehadonade  as  to  Irish  Corporations,  I 
stated  that,  the  right  hon.  -, Gentleman 
had  held  an  interview  with  the, Mayor 
of  Belfast. 

.  i  *Mb.  A.  J,  BALFOUR :  It  is  quite,  un- 
true ;  J  consulted  no  one.  t 

Ma.  PARNELL ;  I<am  glad  to  .hear 
it;  but  all  I, can. say  is.  that*  the  organ 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Belfast 
News  Letter,  most  bera  liar,  because  it 
definitely  stated  that  Mr*  Black  had  an 
interview  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  .that  he  came  over  from  Belfast 
to  London  for  that  purpose.  I*  notice 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
shake  his  head  at  that  statement. . 
•Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  .1  never  read 
the  Letter  in  my  life. 
.  Mr.  PARNELL:  This  is  not.  a  ques- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  having 
read  the  Belfast  News  Letter. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Order,  order !  I 
must  point  out  that  this  discussion  is  not 
regular. 

Me.  .  PARNELL :  Then,  Sir,  I  shall 
leave  .that  part  of,  the  question,  and  I  will 
say  that  our  position  is  this- — that  this 
proposal  having ,  been  made  by  the 
Government  to  deal  with  the  mode  of 
applying  money,  for  the  ..extinction  of 
licences  we  .ought  to  have  before  us  en 
bloc  the  method* under  which  the  Go- 
vernment propose  to  carry,  out  that  ex- 
tinction. .  It  is  not  reasonable  to  try  and 
put  us  off  with  the  vague  statements  of 
the  right  hon..  Gentleman,  He  says  he 
will  consider,  how  the  Poor  Law  Boards 
may  ^expend,  this,  money ;  but  such  a  pro- 
posal, requires  clauses  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament. 

•Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I, have  told  the 
House  most  distinctly  that.. we .  mean  to 
2  T  2 
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submit  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape, 
and  that  if  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
bring  forward  Amendments  we  will 
consider  them. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  But  the  Bill  has  al- 
ready been  brought  in  and  read  a  first 
and  second  time ;  and  now,  when  we 
approach  the  Committee  stage,  it  is  not 
reasonable  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  put  us  off  and  say  that  if  we  choose  to 
put  down  Amendments  he  will  consider 
them.  It  is  not  reasonable  that  he  should 
ask  us  to  depart  from  the  Constitutional 
practice,  that  the  application  of  money 
voted    by    the  House  should    first    be 
settled    by    Act   of   Parliament.     The 
right    hon.     Gentleman    proposes    not 
only     to     ask     the     House     to     vote 
the  money,  but  also  to  pass  the  Budget 
Bill  in  its  third  and  last  stage,  taking 
everything  else  on  trust.     We  are  to 
leave  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
consider  what    Amendments    we    may 
draw  up,  without  the  slightest  shadow  of 
a  notion  as   to  whether  they  will    be 
accepted.    That,  I  say,  is  not  the  proper 
way  of  dealing  with  this  question,  and 
can  hardly  be  the  way  in   which  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    can    hope     to 
facilitate   the  passing  of  the   Bill.      I 
submit  that  we,,  the    Irish    Members, 
have    a  serious    grievance    as    to    the 
conduct  of    the    Government    in     this 
matter.     The  only  reasonable  course  to 
take  is  the  Constitutional  practice  which 
has  been  suggested  by  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,  namely,  that  these  clauses 
should  be  postponed  to  enable  the  Go- 
vernment to  bring  them  forward  in  the 
form  desired  by  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  impugned  my  accuracy  a 
short  time  ago.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  (Sir 
J.  Corry)  is  in  his  place,  but  I  will 
challenge  him  to  deny  that  he  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  arranged 
this  matter  within  the  last  few  days ; 
or,  if  the  contrary  is  stated,  the  hon. 
Member  should  explain  how  the  extra- 
ordinary circumstances  happened  that  in 
the  Government  organ  in  the  North  of 
Ireland,  the  Belfast  News  Letter^  these 
.statements  were  made,  and  the  matter 
explained.  Has  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exphequer  had  an  interview  with  Sir 
James  Corry  ? 
♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  No. 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  1  see  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  in  his 
place ;  did  the  interview  take  place  with 
him? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  No. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  This  has  very 
little  relevance  to  the  Motion  before  the 
House. 
•Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.) :  I  think 
the  Committee  has  a  right  to  ask  that 
a  Bill  affecting  Ireland  should  be  treated 
with  the  same  common-sense  as  is  applied 
to  English  and  Scotch  measures. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  question  is,  that  I  report  Progress 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.): 
I  am  sorry  to  intervene ;  but. after  what 
has  been  stated  by  the  Government  this 
evening,  it  is  imperative  that  we  should 
be  enabled  to  consider  the  important 
proposal  that  has  been  made.  It  has 
been  suggested  by  the  Government  that 
the  administration  of  the  money  shall  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Municipal 
Bodies.  A  few  days  ago  I  met  a  man 
from  Belfast  who  is  connected  with  the 
liquor  trade,  and  he  suggested  that  the 
Local  Bodies  now  in  existence  might  be 
interested  in  the  application  of  the  fund. 
I  had  the  Bill  in  my  hand,  and  I  told 
him  that  we  had  already  been  considering 
that  matter,  and,  for  my  own  part,  I 
rejected  that  proposition,  because  1 
thought  it  would  be  wrong  to  place  such 
powers  in  the  hands  of  the  restricted 
Corporations  of  Belfast  or  of  Dublin, 
which  are  largely  composed  of  friends  of 
the  publicans.  Well,  Sir,  I  met  that  man  a 
day  or  two  afterwards,  and  he  told  me  he 

had  been  speaking  to  a  gentleman 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order!  I 
cannot  see  how  that  is  relevant  to  the 
question  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  What  I  have  to 
say  in  justification  of  my  speaking  on 
this  occasion  is,  that  I  think  we  ought  to 
have  time  to  consider  these  proposals, 
and  that  is  the  reason  why  we  urge 
that  you,  Sir,  should  report  Progress. 

•CAFrAiN  VERNEY :  The  reason  for 
reporting  Progress  is  that  the  whole  tone 
and  tenour  of  the  Bill  has  been  altered 
by  what  the  Chief  Secretary  has  stated. 
The  Bill  says  that  until  such  Act  as  is 
referred  to  has  been  passed  the  money 
shall  be  invested  and  accumulated,  and, 
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by  the  admission  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  whole  object  of  the  measure 
is  to  be  reversed.  The  question  is  not 
how  the  money  should  be  spent,  but 
whether  it  should  be  spent  at  all ;  and 
the  Chief  Secretary  has  offered  that  it 
shall  be  spent  by  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, the  Corporations,  and  the  Grand 
Juries. 

•Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  said  nothing 
of  the  kind. 

(6.30.)  Mr.  William  Johnston  rose  in 
his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  265  ; 
Noes  186.— (Div.  List,  No.  87.) 

Question  pat  accordingly. 

(6.40.)  The  Committee  divided  :— 
Ayes  189 ;  Noes  263.— (Div.  List,  No. 
88.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Whereupon,  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith 
rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  <;  That  the 
Original  Question  be  now  put." 

Original  Question  put  accordingly, 
41  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

(6.50.)  The  Committee  divided: — 
Ayes  183 ;  Noes  263.— (Div.  List,  No. 
89.) 

It  being  after  Seven  of  the  clock,  the 
Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his 
report  to  the  House  at  Nine  of  the 
clock. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 
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EVENING  SITTING. 
SUPPLY. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That   Mr.  Speaker    do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

THE  LATE  SIR  WILLIAM  PALLISER. 

(9.0.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) : 

I  desire,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  call  attention 

to   the  services  rendered  by  the  late  Sir 

W.  Palliser  to  the  country  and  to  the 


economies  and  increased  efficiency  which 
have  resulted  to  the  nation  from  the  use 
of  his   inventions.     There  is  some  diffi- 
culty  in  introducing  questions   of   this 
kind,  but  after  all,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons is  a  most  satisfactory,  tribunal  to 
deal  with  them.     If  one  brings  a  case 
like  this  before  a  Court  of  Law  he  will  be 
asked  for  documentary  proof,  and  if  you 
bring  it  before  the  Government  officials 
they  will  only  be  too  glad  not  to  give  jus- 
tice. If  you  bring  it  before  Ministers  it  is 
better,    but    they    are    afraid   of     ex- 
ceeding     their      powers.        But      the 
House  of  Commons  is  a  fair  tribunal 
I  admit  that   the  representatives  of  Sir 
W.  Palliser  have  no  legal  claim,   but  I 
think  they  have  a  strong  moral  claim 
upon  the  consideration  of  the  country. 
Although   by    his    inventions    Sir    \y. 
Palliser  has   already  saved  the  country 
something  like  £6,500,000,  his  family  are 
now  destitute.     The   history  of  Sir  W. 
Palliser's  inventions  commenced  with  the 
first  introduction  of  tho  armour  plating 
of  ships.   The  first  incident  in  that  naval 
revolution  was  when  a  French  gunboat 
received   the    fire    of    the    batteries  at 
Sebastopol  unscathed.    Peace  was  signed 
almost  immediately  afterwards,  but  the 
French  had  learnt  a  lesson  which  resulted 
in  the  building  of  La  Gloire.  The  exploits 
of  the  Merrimac  and  the  Monitor,  iron- 
clads, in  the  American  Civil  War,  also 
attracted  attention  to  this  subject.  About 
this  time  the  Warrior  was  built,  and  the 
Times  published  an  article  in  which  the 
Warrior    was    referred   to  as  the  one 
efficient  vessel  in  our  Fleet.   Her  armour 
could  only  be  penetrated  by  steel  shot, 
which  would  do  little  execution  when 
they  got  inside.  Sir  W.  Palliser  invented 
a  method  of  cooling  cast-iron  shot,  which 
enabled  him  to   send  those    projectiles 
through  a  target  made  in  imitation  of 
the  side  of  the  Warrior.    This  was  quite 
a  revolution,  and  his  particular  claim 
upon  the  country  in  respect   of    that 
invention  is  the  saving  in  money  which 
it  effected.    Steel  shot  cost  about  £100 
a  ton,  while  cast-iron  shot  cost  only  about 
£14  10s.     The  shot  and  shell  of  Sir  W. 
Palliser  were  a  great  benefit  to  the  coun- 
try, as  the  first  Naval  Power  of  the  world 
— England— could  not  afford  to  have  an 
impenetrable     hostile     iron-clad    going 
about ;  and  this  invention  saved  her  from 
that  calamity.    I  consider  that  in  respect 
of  that  invention  alone  Sir  W.  Palliser 
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has  already  saved  the  country  £5,500,000. 
But  his  claims  are  not  based  on  that 
alone.  At  'that  time  the  country  was 
changing  from  cast-iron  guns  to  wrought- 
irpn  guns  on  the  Armstrong  principle. 
There  was  an  immense  stock  df  guns  in 
the  country  which  seemed  to  be  abso- 
lutely useless;  Si*  W.  Palliser  invented 
»  plan  of  converting  these  guns  by 
putting  a  wrought-iron  tube  into  them. 
This  tube  was  rifled,  arid  a  32-pounder 
smooth  bore  gun  was  then  converted  into 
a  rifled  64-pounder,  which  was  altogether 
a  much  more  formidable  weapon.  That 
was  done  to  1,982  guns.  These  weapons 
are  well-known  to  the  Volunteers,  and 
r  believed  that  more  firing  goes  on  from 
Palliser  guns  in  this  country  at  the 
present  time  than  from  any  other.  The 
Palliser  gun  up  to  the  present  day 
has  always  proved  to  be  a  good 
and  efficient  gun,  and  is  now  very 
largely  used,  and  a  great  economy 
has  thus  resulted  to  the  nation. 
Another  of  Sir  W.  Palliser's  inventions 
was  a  screw  shank:  The  First  Lord  of 
tile  Admiralty  (Lord  G.  Hamilton),  in 
answer  to  a  question  I  put  to  him  in 
this  House/,  stated  that  the  invention  was 
not  valuable  without  some  improvement. 
I  hold  a  letter  in  my  hand  signed  by 
Mr.  Charles  Abel,  of  the  eminent  firm 
of  engineers,  and  stating  that  he  con- 
siders, the'  bolts  now  used  in  the  Navy 
are  strictly  in  accordance  with  Sir  W. 
Palliser's  patent,  that  some  change  has 
been  made  in  them,  "but  that  they  are 
essentially  his  invention.  Another  point 
is  with  regard  to  the  Palliser  bolt.  We 
all  know  that  the  armour  question  is 
one  of  the  very  greatest  importance  at  the 
present  moment.  •  Nearly  every  fighting 
ship  must  have  armour  of  some  kind ;  it 
may  be  differently  applied  in  different 
ships  ;  in  some  cases  the  armour  covers 
the  vitals  of  the  ship,  while  in  other 
oases  tbere  is  a  belt,  but  it  is  used  in 
practically  every  fighting  ship.  But 
what  is  the  use  of  armour  if  it  falls  off  ? 
The  Americans  formerly  did  not  attempt 
to  pierce  armour-plates,  but  their  idea  was 
to  deliver  a  heavy  blow  at  a  low  velocity, 
and*  so  rack  the  armour-plates  that  they 
would  be  disturbed  and  possibly  break 
up:  Now, J  what  prevents  armour-plates 
from  felling  off  is  the  use  of  a  great 
number  of  bolts.  Sir  W.  Palliser  made 
a  remarkably  simple  invention  with 
regard  to*  these  bolts.  Every  bolt  is 
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screwed  more  or  less  into*  the  armour*,1 
and  Sir  W.  Palliser's   invention  was  in 
connection  with  the  screw,  thereby  iriv 
creasing  the  strength  of  the'  bolt,  which 
formerly  had  been  weakened  by    the 
screw  being  cut  into  it.    The  bolts  which 
are  now  used  to  hold  on   the   armour- 
plates  of  ships  are  practically  the  <  bolts 
invented  by  Sir  W.   Palliser,    though 
some  changes  may  have  been  made  in 
the  arrangement  of  armour.     I  believe 
that  instead  of  being  driven  the  whole 
way  through  the  bolts  are  only  (driven 
half-way,  but  that  does  not  mean  that 
they    are    not    the    same    bolts.      The 
Government  have    in  no    way    what- 
ever paid  for  the   bolt.     They  contend 
that    they    have    paid    something    for 
the   shot  and  shell,  and  my  contention 
is  that  the   sum   is  inadequate.     They 
acknowledge  that  they  have  taken  pos- 
session of  the  bolt,  and  it  is  hardly  con- 
tended that  they  have  paid  anything  for 
the  gun.     Sir  W.  Palliser  was  not  a  very 
business-like  man,  and,   being  extraor- 
dinarily patriotic,  he  did  not  attempt  to 
launch   his  inventions  in  foreign  coun- 
tries.    With  regard  to  the  financial  part 
of  the  question,  I  have  some  memoranda 
which  were  prepared  by  Sir  W.  Palliser 
himself.     He   states  the   price  of  steel 
shot  at  £100   a  ton.     Three  years  ago 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  said  the 
tprice  of  forged   steel  shot  was  £150  a 
ton.     One  of  the  managers  of  the  manu- 
factory where  the  shells  are  made,  in  his 
evidence  before  the  Committee,  gave  the 
price  of  cast  steel  shells  at  from  £58  to 
£75   a  ton.     On  the   whole,   I  do  not 
think  I  shall  be  guilty  of  any  exaggera- 
tion at  putting  the  price  of  forged  shells 
at  £100   a  ton.     The  price  of  Sir  W. 
Palliser's    is    about    £15    a   ton.      The 
figures     given     before     Lord     Morley's 
Committee   were  £16    a  ton  for  small 
shell  and  about    £11    for   large   shell. 
Making  as  careful  an  estimate  as  1  can 
of  the  amount  of  Palliser  shot  manufac- 
tured, the  invention  must  have  saved  the 
country  an  expenditure  of  £5,600,000, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  possible  to 
vary  that  calculation  by  more  than  a  few 
hundreds.      I  do  not  contend  that  the 
Palliser  shot  and  shell  are  equal  to  forged 
feteel,  but  there  is  no  proof  that  the  cast 
steel  shell  is   better  than  the  Palliser 
$hell.    I  know  we  are  making  Palliser 
shells  quite  equal  to  the  partially  forged 
steel  Shells.      AH  steel    shells    are,  o€ 
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course,  partially-forged;    there  is  that 
distinction   between  cast-iron  and  oast 
■steel.     But;  allowing  that  the  Palliser 
shells  are  not  quite  so  good  as  forged 
steel  shells,  there  are  second-class  places 
in  first-class  fortifications,  and  there  are 
second-class  fortifications  for  which  the 
Palliser  shells  are  quite  good  enough.  In 
breech-loading  guns-  the  saving  effected 
by  Sir  W.  Palliser's  invention  has  not 
been  so  largo,  according  to  War  'Office 
Returns.    Sir  W.  Palliser  only  converted 
the  smaller  guns ;  but  it  is  no  exaggera- 
tion to  say  that  his  work  saved  an  expen- 
diture of  £500,000.    As  to  the  bolts, 
there  is  no  question  that  Sir  W.  Palliser 
received  nothing  for  this  invention,  and 
there  is1  no  question  but  they  have  been 
largely  used.      This   much  we    gather 
from  actual '  knowledge,  and  from  ques- 
tions asked  and  answered  in  the  House. 
Ministers    have,    to    a    certain   extent, 
accepted  these  claims  ;  but  they  always 
say  that  the  House  of  Commons  would 
not  pass  a  Vote  of  this  kind ;  but  it  is 
my  belief  that  the  House  of  Commons 
will  be  quite  ready  to  do  justice  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind  if  only  the  Govern- 
ment will  vouch  for  the  reasonableness 
of  the   claim.      On    good    authority  I 
understand  that  Sir  W.  Palliser  spent 
several  thousands   on  his  own  experi- 
ments.   It  has  been  represented  to  me 
that  his  losses  on    this,  account    may 
be  put  in  the  two  items  of  £8,259  and 
£369.      Of  the  latter  amount  I  know 
nothing;  but  some20yearsago  I  happened 
to  meet  Sir  W.  Palliser  coming    from 
Woolwich,  and  in  conversation,  in  answer 
to  my  question,  he  said  he  had  spent 
£8,259.     But,  of  course,  the  figures  are 
capable  of  proof,  and  there   has  been 
correspondence*  on  the  subject.  *  I  asked 
the  head  df  the  gun  factory  at  Woolwich 
as  to  the  truth  of  the  statement,  and  he 
admitted  it,  the  only  excuse  he  could 
make  being  that  Sir  W.   Palliser  had 
pushed  his  experiments  too  far.     Well, 
of  coursean  inventor  must  make  blunders ; 
it  is  in  the  nature  of  things ;  there  Would 
be  an  end  of  invention  if  all  an  inventor's 
plans  could  be  mathematically  demon- 
strated.    He  received  some  £10,000  or 
£12,000,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  not  only  was  the  amount  inadequate 
to  compensate  him  for  his  labours' oi*  re- 
ward him '  for  his  inventions,  but  he 
suffered  a  pecuniary  loss.  Sir  W;  Palliser 
gave'  up  has -whole  life  to  tnese  experi- 


ments; to  these  he  sacrificedhis  prospects 
in  a  military  career.     He  made  a  little  .» 
money  through  Sir  W.  Armstrong,  jwho  : 
adopted  some  of  his  inventions  and  made 
use  of  them  in, trade  witn  China  and 
South  American  States.     Had  Sir'W, 
Palliser  gone  abroad  and  pushed  his  in- 
ventions, he  might  have  made  his 'for-  V 
tune,  but  he  did  not  do  so.     Perhaps,  in  \ 
not  so  doing,  he  showed  he  was  not  a  . 
business  man  ;  but  it  *as  repugnant'  to  : 
his  feelings,  and  though  he.  was  wrong, 
from  his  own  financial  point,  of  view,  his  r 
patriotism  has  bsen  a  great  gain  to  this   - 
country,  for  the  Palliser  shot  and  shell 
have  been  confined'  to  England.     I  think 
the  fact  that  he  did  not  push  his  in-, 
ventions     abroad     ought'  to     strongly   ■ 
support  the  claim  now  made  on  behalf  of 
his  family.     I  am  not  going  to  noli  up 
Sir  W.  Palliser  as  An  all-round  paragon ;  ■ 
1  allow  he  was  not  a  business  man;  but  : 
ho  had  a  great  inventive   genius,  and 
certainly  in  his  case  it  was  •  connected 
with  plenty  of  painstaking.     The  little  • ; 
money  he  made  he  invested  in;  house 
property,  but  his  speculation  turned  out  < 
a  failure  shortly  before  his:  death,   and! 
he    whose    inventions   have    been    the.* 
cause    of    saving    £5,500,000     to*    his  > 
country  left  absolutely^  nothing  for  his 
family.     I  want  to'  b9   very-  clear  .and. 
distinct.     I  have  a  letter  here  :  -  it  is  not 
a    letter  I  would  like  to '.read  to v  the  • 
House,  but  I  will  place  it  at' the  -disposal- 
Of  the  right  hon.    Grehtleman  opposite. » 
It  is  written  by  the  brother  on  behalf  of 
the  rest  of  the  family,  in  reference1  to  the 
resources  of  the  family.     I  kn6w  s6  laflb 
as  last  night,  a  gentleman  of  consider* 
able  position  in  this  House,  accepted  the 
statement  that  the  son  of  Sir  W.  Palliser 
inherited  a  considerable  sum ;  but  I  say 
it  can  be  shown  that  he  has  inherited 
nothing  but  his'  father's  '  nams   and ;  a 
share  in  the  legacy  which  his  father  has.  'l 
left  the  country.     The   combination   of-' 
business  faculties  with  inventive  genius, 
such  as  we  can  associate  with  the  names  - 
of  Armstrong,  Whifcworthv  and<- Krupp*  J 
is  rare*     Sir  W.  Palliser  •  •  was  a  great 
inventor  only.-  I  move  my  Resolution,'-, 
and  support  it  on  these  grounds,    i  say 
here  is  the  oaseof  a  man*  whfc*  demoted 
himself    to    developing-  the   ^defensive 
resources  of  the  country,*  and  undbtotftedly^ ' 
added  immensely  to  the  strength  of  *>uf 
Fleet  and  our  coast  defences',  *-ffiii  in* 
ventions  have  stood  the* test  of  25  years.1" 
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You  allotted  him  a  sum  of  £12,000,  and 
it  was  inadequate  for  the  services  rendered. 
We  still  profit  by  his  services,  and  his 
family  are  nearly  destitute.  I  know  that 
a  compassionate  allowance  is  made,  and  I 
have  not  said  a  word  against  Ministers, 
who  I  know  are  bound  by  precedent. 
But  the  House  of  Commons  is  not 
fettered,  it  is  capable  of  generous  in- 
stincts. Unofficially  I  understand  that 
it  is  proposed  to  continue  the  allowance 
of  £300  a  year  to  the  family  after  the 
death  of  Lady  PaUiser,  but  that  is  nothing 
like  sufficient,  and  my  Resolution  pro- 
poses that  the  country  should  make 
provision  for  the  daughters.  There  is  a 
son,  who  I  hope  inherits  part  of  his 
father's  genius,  and  who  will  fight  his 
own  way.  There  is  something  near  a 
precedent,  though  I  say  we  are  entitled 
to  set  a  precedent,  and  I  do  not  think  we 
shall  regret  setting  up  an  inducement  if 
it  results  in  men  bringing  about  savings 
of  £5,500,000  in  national  expenditure. 
But,  for  a  precedent,  I  may  remind  the 
House  that  10  years  ago  Sir  James 
Anstruther  succeeded  in  inducing  the 
House  of  Commons  to  acknowledge  the 
inadequacy  of  the  compensation  to  Lord 
Cochrane,  and  to  assent  to  the  payment 
of  a  salary  due  50  years  ago.  I  now 
leave  the  case  in  the  hands  of  the  House 
to  say  if  they  are  content  that  the 
country  should  continue  to  benefit  by 
the  father's  services  and  leave  the  family 
destitute. 

.  Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  This  House  recommends  that  some  provision 
should  be  made  for  the  daughters  of  Sir  William 
PaUiser,*' — (Colonel  Nolan,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question/' 

(9.50.)  Colonel  BLUNDBLL  (Lan- 
cashire, S.W.,  Ince)  :  In  rising  to  second 
the  Motion  I  may  say  that  I  had  a  long 
personal  acquaintance  with  Sir  William 
Palliserfrom  the  time  he  joined  the  Service 
in  1 855.  I  was  with  him  when  he  carried 
out  his  first  experiment  with  a  gun.  A 
general  officer  and  staff  were  on  the 
ground  to  witness  the  experiment,  but 
at  the  last  moment  the  gun  capsized, 
and,  fortunately  or  unfortunately,  the 
general  officer  was  not  able  to  stay 
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until  the  gun  was  righted.    When  the 
gun  was  actually  fired  it  burst.     Sir  W- 
Palliser  came   to  his  knowledge  of  the 
subjects  he  had  to  do  with  by  hard  work 
and  the  exercise  of  great  intelligence.    I 
know  that  he  devoted  his  whole  life  to 
his  work,  and  was  perfectly  absorbed  in 
his      inventions.       The     invention     of 
"  chilled "    shot  effected   an   enormous, 
economy  in  the  national  expenditure.  It 
is  often  said  in  such  cases  as  these  that 
if  one  man  had  not  made  the  invention 
another  man  would  ;  but  to  this  I  reply 
by  anticipation  nothing  is  more  simple 
than  the  invention  of  yesterday,  nothing 
more  difficult  than  the  invention  of  to- 
morrow.     My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Galway  has  explained 
the  financial  value  of  Sir  W.  Palliser's 
inventions  in  guns  and  projectiles.     The 
invention   in  respect    to    guns    had    a 
special  value  in  point  of  time — it  came 
when  we  did  not  know  what  to  do  and 
were  waiting  for  something  better.     I 
know  the  great  attention  Sir  W.  PaUiser 
gave  to  the  subject.    I  happened  to  meet 
him  once  as  he  was  returning  from  the 
Staff  College,  where  he  had  been  con- 
sulting the  mathematical  professor  in  re- 
ference to  the  internal  lining  for  guns 
which,  substituted  for  the  external  coat- 
ing— which  was  the  system  at  the  time 
— has  been  of  great  advantage   to  the 
nation.      Sir  W.     Palliser's    inventions- 
have  stood  the  test  of  long  experience, 
but  they  were  not  rewarded.     In  a  letter 
dated  January  27,  1869,  Sir  W.  PaUiser 
said — 

"  Nothing  but  absolute  necessity  would  in- 
duce me  to  accept  so  small  a  reward,  founded  r 
as  I  believe  it  to  be,  on  a  misapprehension  of 
the  facts." 

So  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  gather,  Sir 
W.  PaUiser  never  received  anything  for 
his  invention  of  armour  bolts.  Financial 
speculations  in  which  he  engaged,  with 
the  object,  I  believe,  of  reviving  an. 
ancient  baronetcy  in  his  family,  turned 
out  unsuccessful.  He  was  deriving* 
considerable  sums  from  royalties  on  raw 
material  supplied  to  Foreign  Govern* 
ments  by  Sir  William  Armstrong,  but 
the  Government  opposed  the  renewal  of 
his  patents,  and  this  affected  him  very 
seriously,  though  I  may  say  it  in  no  way 
affected  the  State,  and  did  not  come 
within  those  considerations  which  induce 
the  objections  to  prolongations  of  patents 
generally.     It,  however,  had  a  serious. 
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effect  upon  Sir  W.  Palliser's  income. 
The  net  amount  he  received  from  the 
Government  was  £10,378 ;  against  that 
total  of  £10,378  an  amount  of  £13,622 
was  expended  for  experiments,  and 
this  is  established  by  the  vouchers  in 
existence  and  admitted  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  1869.  The  inventions  of  Sir 
W.  Palliser  have  stood  the  test  of  time, 
they  have  effected  great  economies,  or  they 
have  prevented  increased  expenditure  : 
they  are  still  being  used,  and  no  other 
military  inventions  have  effected  any- 
thing approaching  the  economies  these 
inventions  have  secured.  The  whole 
country  gains  large  sums  annually 
through  these  inventions ;  but  the  family 
of  the  inventor  is  absolutely  unprovided 
for,  expect  as  regards  the  compassionate 
allowauce  from  Her  Majesty,  made  on 
the  recommendation  of  the  First  Lord. 
But  the  life  of  Lady  Palliser  is,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  precarious,  and  with  her 
loss  the  family  will  be  left  absolutely 
unprovided  for.  Contrast  the  amount  of 
reward  received  by  Sir  W.  Palliser  for 
the  inventions  of  a  lifetime  with  the 
large  sum  paid  for  the  invention  of  a 
"range  finder,"  which  depends  on  the 
clearness  of  the  atmosphere.  It  will  be 
a  disgrace  if  we  allow  the  country  to 
profit  largely  through  the  genius  of  this 
officer  and  do  not  do  something  to  provide 
for  his  daughters. 

(10.1.)  Sie  E.  J.  REED  (Cardiff)  :  I 
rise  to  support  this  Motion,  not  because 
it  is  an  ordinary  case  in  which  an  inven- 
tor has  rendered*  service  to  his  country, 
but  because  it  is  a  very  exceptional  and 
remarkable  case.  I  do  not  think  that 
the  value  of  Sir  William  Palliser's  inven- 
tions can  be  properly  or  fully  estimated 
by  reference  to  the  public  savings  that 
he  has  effected  ;  and  if  we  went  simply 
on  that  principle  the  House  might  some 
day  be  asked  to  vote  a  good  deal  of 
money  for  my  family  for  inventions  for 
which  I  have  received  no  consideration. 
But  what  should  be  borne  in  mind  is 
that  every  one  of  these  inventions  was 
not  the  mere  accidental  expedient  of  the 
moment,  but  the  result  of  a  highly- 
cultivated  and  mathematically-trained 
mind  and  a  sound  scientific  judgment 
being  brought  to  bear  upon  the  require- 
ments of  the  nation,  and  the  application 
of  these  exceptional  gifts  supplied  a 
great  public  want  at  a  critical  time,  when 
the  want  was  most  felt.     That  is  true  of 


every  one  of  Sir  William  Palliser's  in- 
ventions. I  remember  very  well  with, 
what  anxiety  every  one  associated  with 
the  Army  and  Navy  viewed  the  change  in 
the  nature  of  ordnance  and  saw  cast-iron 
oxdnance  brought  into  disrepute.  It  is  a 
common  thing  to  value  highly  only  thai 
which  is  new ;  but  I  think  that  that  is  a 
great  talent  which  devises  means  for 
turning  stores  of  existing  material,  which, 
threaten  to  become  obsolete,  into  instru- 
ments fit  for  the  necessities  of  the  time  ; 
and  this  Sir  William  Palliser  did  in 
utilising  the  condemned  cast-iron  ord- 
nance of  the  country.  This  invention, 
could  not  have  been  produced  by  any 
one  of  the  uninstructed  or  untrained 
men  who  were  eager  to  perform  services, 
in  respect  of  that  ordnance ;  it  could 
only  have  been  produced  by  a  man  with 
special  knowledge  and  ability  for  dealing 
with  the  problem.  Then  there  is  the 
interesting  invention  in  connection  with, 
projectiles.  Owing  to  the  long-continued 
contest  between  ordnance  and  armour, 
there  has  been  no  period  within  the 
last  25  years  when  the  country 
could  afford  to  neglect  any  improve- 
ment, either  in  guns  or  armour.. 
For  my  part,  I  have  always  attached 
equal  value  to  Sir  William  Palliser's  in- 
ventions, whether  they  related  to  guns  or 
projectiles,  to  matters  having  reference  to 
the  purposes  of  offence,  or  to  those  having 
reference  to  defensive  armaments.  I 
hardly  think  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Resolution, 
has  done  justice  to  the  third  and  greatest 
invention  of  Sir  William  Palliser,. 
namely,  that  of  the  armour  bolts.  At 
the  time  that  invention  was  produced 
we  were  almost  in  a  state  of  panic  with 
regard  to  the  means  of  keeping  the 
armour  in  an  efficient  condition  under 
an  attack  of  hostile  ordnance.  Then  it 
was  that  Sir  William  Palliser  came  to 
our  relief  with  an  invention  which  pro- 
vided a  security  against  the  armour- 
plates  positively  falling  off  the  sides  of 
a  ship  under  the  stress  of  action.  It  is. 
only  fair  to  say  that  there  was  a  very 
high  money  value  in  this  invention,  and 
it  came  particularly  under  my  notice. 
There  were  at  the  time  of  its  completion 
many  Admiralty  officials  and  powerful 
Committees,  composed  of  eminent  men,, 
dealing  with  the  armour-plate  question.. 
Great  activity  wsb  shown,  but  none  sug- 
gested the  invention,  which  it  was  left 
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td  Sir  William  Palliser  to  bring  forward 
as  the  result  of  years  of  scientific  investi- 
gation and  the 'most  elaborate  mathe- 
matical calculation.  -  When  the  inven- 
tion came  to  be  tried  it  was  found  to  be 
of ;  great  value ;  and,  without  wishing  to 
reproach  anybody,  I  wish  to  say  I  en- 
tirely sympathise'  with  the  moderate 
language  used  by  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  as  to  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  must  say  that,  for  a  man  not 
employed  by  the  Government  for  the 
purpose  of  producing  such  an  invention 
with  regard  to  the  armour-plates,  for  it 
to  be  adopted  by  the  country  at  once, 
and  continually 'up  to  the  present  time, 
and  for  neither  the  inventor  nor  his 
relatives  to  reeeive  the  slightest  public 
advantage  from  the  invention,  is  a  state 
of  things  which  the  House  would  not 
willingly  agree  to.  1  do  not  think 
I  Should  have  said  anything  about  this 
case  if  it  had  been  one  of  any  ordinary 
inventor.  It  is  often  true  the  invention 
of  yesterday  is  easy,  while  that  of  to- 
morrow is  difficult.  But  there  is  another 
consideration  which  must  be  taken  into 
account  ordinarily  in  dealing  with  the 
claims  of  inventors,  and  that  is  that,  to 
a  very -large  extent,  inventions  are  in 
the  air,'  that  they  are  produced  by 
several  persons  at  about  the  same  time, 
and  that  it  often' happens  that  the  inven- 
tor who  sets  up  enormous  claims  only 
happens  to  be  the  man  who  thought  of 
it  yesterday,  while  50  thought  of  it  to- 
day. Perhaps  the  House  would  hardly 
be  prepared  to  go  'as  far  as  I  should  in 
that  respect.  But  it  has  been'  my  lot 
to  witness  the  production  of  an  inven- 
tion in  several 'different  quarters  at 
almost  identically  the  same  time. 
But  this  is  not  a  case  of  that 
kind.  This  is  not  a  case  that  can  be 
depreciated*  because  everyone  of  Sir 
William  Palliser's  inventions  was  the 
result  of  the  application  of  his  talent  and 
labours  to  the  needs  of  the  time,  and 
not  the  result  of  accident  For  these 
reasons,  I  think  the  House  might  favour- 
ably consider  the  very  moderate  pro- 
posal laid  before  it  without  setting  up 
any  bad  precedent  for  the  future. 

(10.15.)  ArteiRAL  MAYNfi  (Pem- 
broke and  Haverfordwest) :  I  wish  to 
say  a  few  words  as  a  naval  officer.  The 
benefit  of  Sir  William  Palliser's  inven- 
tions hat,  undoubtedly,-  been,  far  greater 
to  the  Navy  than  to  the  Army.  Nb  one 
Sir  E.  J.  Reed 


who  knows  .anything  of  shipbuilding 
deny  what  has  just .  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for '.Cardiff 'with  regard  to  the 
invention  of  armour  boltsV    That  inven- 
tion   has  rendered  it  possible  that  the 
'ironclads  which    ar$'  now   being    built 
could  be  undertaken'*  without  the  in-   ' 
yention  no  one*  can  sky  that  we  could 
have  gone  on  building  these1  Vessels.    As 
to  the1  Palliscfr  shot ;  arid  gun,  which  arfc 
so  largely    used,   only  to-day  a  Naval 
gunnery  officer1  of  gfeat  experience  told  - 
me  that  he  considered  the  country  must7 
have  saved'"  millions  by.  thjfct  invention,  ' 
and    that  the    i*atifser    shot    and  gun 
were   still  the  most  economical  as  well  ' 
as  among  the'T^ost  effective  weapons  in   • 
use.     The  hori.  ah<J  'gfcliant  Member  for 
Galway    occupied :  'half    his    speech  in 
trying  to  show  that  Sir  William  Palliser 
had  made  no  considerable  fe/um  of  money 
by  his    inventions.^'  "But  I   think   the 
Hbuse  had  alright  to  take  it  for  granted 
that  Sir  W.  Palliser  d#l  tot  make  any  » 
money  out  6f 'his  inventions,  from  the 
simple  fact 'that  the  internment  have •" 
given  his  widow  ''J&30Q'  a  year.    I  pre- 
sume that  before  grafting  that  allowance 
they    satisfied     thetnd§lve's     that     Sir 
William  had  not  died  a  :  rich  man,  and 
had    not    been'  able :  to  make  adequate 
provision  for  his'  family. '  What  is  it  the 
House   is  nW  asked  to .  do  ?    The  cus- 
todians of  the  Public  Purse  are  asked  to  - 
do  what,  I  feel  sure;  the  House  and  the 
whole  country  al  wWyS  wfch  them  to  do,  * 
namely,  to  reward  those*  who  have  done 
great  and  signal  service  to  their  country: 
I  feel  equally  'Sure  '  tfyt'  the  British  tax- 
payer would  be  the' last  person  in  the' 
world  to  wish  the  "reproach  to  be  truth- 
fully uBcd  $f  Jthis'  ifiduntry,  that  she  is 
in  the  habit  of  forgetting  those  who,  by 
the  use  of  their  ability,  their  bravery,'* 
their  time,  "arid  their'  talents,  have  con- 
ferred upon  her  benefits  '  by  which  mil-  * 
lions  are  saved;  and  the*  greatest  possible 
advantage  gained  to  thex  nation. 

(10.19.)  #r.  CONrBBARB  (Cornwall;  '- 
Oamborne) :  I  should  like'to  say  a  word  or 
two  in1  suppdtt "of 'thifej1' Motion,  and  to 
explain     the  *  reason's    why  "t    intend c 
to    support    it,     becahse     I    am    not 
anxious  on   ordinary  'occasions   to  vote 
money  by  way  of  pe'ttsibris1,  or!  in  any  way 
to  place  further  buttons'  oh  the  taxpayers 
of  this  country.     I1  think  this  is  :a  case' 
particularly  deserving"  the  attention  and^ 
favour  of  the;Hou0e.    I  -do  not  propose1 
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0  deal  with  it  from  a  technical  point  of 
▼iew,  or  to  approach  the  merely  personal 
aspects  of  the -question ;  but  I  shall  take 
my  stand  en  Che  broad  and  general 
principle  t  c.t  it  has  been  too  mnoh  the- 
habit  of  th.  Government  in  this  country 
to  neglect  ?•  d,  in  some  "cases,  to  treat 
with  extrem  unfairness  those  who  make 
these  great  i  ' .  cntions.  I  need  not  9tay 
now  to  call  attention  to  any  particular 
case,  but  I  hope  we  may  be  said  to  be 
turning  over  a  new  leaf  in  this  respect. 
No  doubt  a  Session  or  two  ago  a  large 
sum — £100,000 — was  voted  to  the  in- 
ventor of  some  new  engine  of  war — I 
think  it  was  the  case  of  the  Brennah 
torpedo — but  I  believe  that  was  an 
exceptional  case.  '  In  the  course  of  my 
reading  I  have'  constantly  come  across 
cases  in  which  men  who  have  given  this 
country  the  benefit  of  great  inventions 
have  received  no  adequate  payment  for 
the  services  rendered.  I  am  not  bring- 
ing  this  charge  against  any  Government 
in  particular ;  it  has,  unfortunately,  been' 
a  characteristic  of  English  Governments 
that  they  have  been  stingy  in  this 
respect.  I  hope  we  shall  put  an  end  to 
that  state  of  things,  because  the  effect 
is  to  discourage  inventors  and  compel 
them  to  take  service  under  Foreign  Go- 
vernments. That,  surely,  is  not  the 
best  policy  to  pursue.  It  is  neither  the 
most  economical,  the  wisest,  or  the 
most  patriotic.  Now,  we  know  that  Sir 
William  Palliser  was  so  patriotic  aenot 
to  take  his  great  inventions  to  foreign 
countries ;  he  gave  this  country  the 
benefit  of  all  of  them.  1,  therefore, 
consider  that  the  House  is  bound  to 
recognise  the  services  of  Sir  W; 
Palliser,  and  to  see  that  his  family 
are  not  left  in  the  condition  the 
House  is  now  led  to  believe  they  are  in. 
We  know  that  the  ancient  Greeks  had  a* 
special  system  of  providing  for  those 
who  rendered  great  services  to  their 
country.  But  we,  unfortunately,  do 
nothing  of  the  kind,  and  now  we  hear  of 
men  in  humble  life  who  wear  the 
Victoria  Gross,  and  men  who  are 
survivors  of  the  Balaclava  Charge, 
spending  their  last  days  on  earth  in  a 
workhouse.  That  surely  is  not  the  way 
to  treat  those  who  have  bravely  and 
nobly  served  the  country.  Before  I  sit 
down  I  should  like  to  fortify  the  position 

1  have  taken  up  by  pointing  out  that  in 
the  past  the  Government    have  made 


special  provision  for  the  families  of>  men ' 
who  have  rendered  notable  service  to 
the  country.     In  1854  the  three  .Misses 
Tucker  were  granted  a  pension  in  con- 
sideration of  MBheir  late  father's  services 
as  Surveyor  to  the  Navy  for  18  years  ;.: 
two  years  later  the  three  daughters  of ' 
Mr.    Bayly,    of   the  War    Office,  were 
awarded  a  pension  in  consideration  of 
their    father's     long    and     meritorious 
services;  grants  have    also  since  been 
made  to  Miss   Ford  in  1861 ;  to  Miss  ( 
lizzie  Vincent ;  to  the  daughters'  of '  Sir'  ■. 
John  Burgoyne  (who  occupied  the  posi-" 
tion  of  Constable  of  the  Tower)  ;  and  to  • 
General  Chesney  for  his  exploration  in 
the      Euphrates     Valley.      We      have 
pensions    granted  to  ladies,  the  living  • 
descendants  of  men  of  long  ago.    It  can 
hardly  be  suggested  that  the'  daughters  > 
of  Sir  William  Palliser  are  not  entitled 
to  consideration  at  our  hands.  A  pe&Bion  - 
{s  granted  to  Prince  Lucien  Buonaparte 
for    his     literary    services,    but    those  • 
services  were   done  to   the  world,  not' ' 
to  Englishmen.     I  believe  in  r06rnwall 
he  put  up  a  memorial  to  Peggy  :sdA*b«0 
body  or  other,  the  last  woman  who- spoke' 
in    the     Cornish    dialect.     I    am    not' 
aware    that     his    explorations    in    the 
field  of  philology  have  given  him  any 
real  claim  upon  the  English  Civil  List,  - 
but  sat  her  on  his  own  people.     Then  I 
find    a    notable    pension     to    Mr.    K.  . 
Thompson  for  his  services  to  the  Royal  • 
family,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  personal 
services  might  well  entitle  him  to  a  pen- 
sion out  of  the  Privy  Purse,  and  not  the  ! 
Civil  List.     Bat  if  a  man  is  entitled  to  a  ' 
pension  on  such  grounds,   then  A  far- ' 
tiari,    Sir  William  Palliser  is  entitled  : 
to  consideration  at  our  hands.      I  can 
only  hope  we  shall  hear  no  discordant 
note    from     those     Benches     opposite, 
though  I  do  not  think  we  need  fear  it,  •■ 
because  there  is  so  much  support  from 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  the  onus 
and    burden    of    the    responsibility    of 
granting  a  pension  will  rest,  not  upon  a 
part,  but  the  whole  House. 

(10.33.)  Mr.  JENNINGS  (Stookport) .' « 
Sir,  I  thought  this  case  of  Sir  William 
Pallisser  was  a  very  hard  one,  and  that  » 
it  was,  in  point  of  fact,  the  case  of  an ' 
officer  who  had  rendered  distinguished  ' 
services  to  his  -  country,  and  '  •  whose 
services  had  not  been  recognised.  "But'* 
I  muBt  confess,  since  I  have  listened  tod 
the  discussion,  that   opinion  hufl*heenJ) 
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very  considerably  shaken.       The  hon. 
Member     (Mr.    Conybeare)     has     gone 
extensively  into  the  Civil  List  with  a 
view  to  find   cases  which  would  show 
that  the  ssrvices  of  Sir  William  Paliiser 
had  been  overlooked.     I  shall  not  go  into 
the  cases  which  he  quoted,  but  he  may 
rest  assured  that  they  all  come  strictly 
within  the  Act  under  which  Civil  Ser- 
vice Pensions  are  granted.      In  that  Act 
services  to  the  Sovereign  are  distinctly 
mentioned.     The    hon.    Member   seems 
not  to  be  aware  that  on  this  very  Civil 
List  there  are  two  pensions  to  the  family 
of  Sir  William  Paliiser  ["  How  much  ?!'] 
£300  a  year — as  large  a  pension  as  there 
is  on  the  Civil  List,  with  three  or   four 
exceptions.     There   are  pensions  on  the 
Civil   List    which    I  am  not  going  to 
defend.     I  think  the  distribution  of  the 
Civil  List  has  often  been  open  to  grave 
and  grievous  criticism — in  fact,  I  would 
go  so  far  as  to  say  that  it  is  not  properly 
distributed.       But    under   the    present 
Government  there  has  not  been  the  mis- 
application tof  a  single   shilling  on  the 
Civil  List,  on  which  the  family  of  Sir  W. 
Paliiser  are   fairly  represented.     There 
appear    two    pensions   granted    to    the 
family  of  Sir  W.    Paliiser,   amounting 
together  to  £300.     Very  few  pensions 
on  the  Civil  List  are  for  larger  sums. 
Then  Sir  W.  Paliiser  has  received  him- 
self   £24,000    from    the   Government, 
and    a    sum  of  £20,000    was   paid  to 
him    by    Sir   W.    Armstrong    for    his 
inventions.       These  are  not  mean  sums. 
If  the   descendants  of  the  inventor  of 
the  spinning  jenny  had  been  brought 
into  the  Lobby  to  appeal  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers' sympathies,  would  they  have  been 
given  anything?     Has  the  inventor  of 
the  spinning  jenny,  or  of  any  other  won- 
derful invention   benefiting  commerce, 
ever  received  a  single  shilling  from  the 
country  ?    No,  those  inventors  have  been 
left  to  languish  in  poverty  and  neglect. 
Their  names  will  not  be  found  in  the 
Civil  List.     Had  the  Government  been 
niggardly  in  its  recognition  of  Sir  W. 
Palliser's  services,  something  might  have 
been  said  for  this  additional  demand,  but 
it  has  not  been  niggardly.     £24,000  is  a 
large  sum  to  give  for  the  improvements 
which  Sir  W.  Paliiser  introduced.     We 
are  asked  to  provide  some  indefinite  sum 
out    of  some    unnamed    fund  for    the 
benefit  of  a  family  that  is  undoubtedly 
deserving    of    sympathy    and    respect, 
Mr.  Jennings 


but    not  more   so  than  many  another 
family  now    in    the    direst    depths   of 
poverty  and  misery.     Out  of  what  fund 
does  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  pro- 
pose that  this  money  should  come  ?    We 
have  all  heard  lately  distressing  stories 
about  the   gallant  men  who  fought  at 
Balaclava,  and  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  has  stated  that  he  has  no  fund 
at  his  disposal   for  their  relief.     It  is 
evident  that  if  once  the  State  were  to 
relieve  these  gallant  fellows  the  matter 
could  not  end  there,  for  how  are  we  to 
draw  a  line  between  the  men  who  fought 
at  Balaclava  and  those  who  fought  and 
bled  at  Lucknow  and  Delhi  and  through- 
out the   Indian  Mutiny?     But  if  the- 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  has  not  the 
means  of  relieving  the  grevious  necessi- 
ties of  these  heroic  men,  how  can  it  be 
expected  that  he  should  provide  a  large 
sum  of  money    for  the   family  of  Sir 
W.    Paliiser?     The    hon.    and    gallant 
Member  has  calculated  the  debt  which  > 
he  said,  the  country  owes  to  the  family 
by  the  saving  on  the  shot  and  shell  intro- 
duced by  Sir  W.  Paliiser.     But  when  is 
the  calculation  to  end  ?     I  presume  that 
the  saving  will  go  on,  and  if  the  applica- 
tion be  granted  I  suppose  that  in  ten. 
years1  time  another  application  will  be 
made  to  the  country  on  behalf  of  the 
family.     The  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff 
has  fairly  enough  represented  that  an 
application  in   progress  of  time   would 
come  from  his  family,  but  I  hope  it  will 
be  many  years  before  that  application  is 
made.     Is  there  to  be  no  limit  ?     Is  this 
House  the  proper  tribunal  to  decide  upon 
those  inventions,  or  to  vote  away  public 
money  in  ignorance  to  a  large  extent  of 
their  value  and  of  the  extent  to  which 
future  applications  will  be  made  ?     I  am 
quite  aware  that,  surrounded  as  we  are 
by  representatives  of  the   Services,  the 
voice  of  a  civilian  will  be  "as  the  voice  • 
of  one  crying  in  the  wilderness."     But  I 
do  not  think  the  country  will  approve, 
with     a   pension    list    which     already 
exceeds     £7,000,000,     of     our     voting 
another  pension  of  considerable  amount. 
Coming  down  to  the  House  this  evening 
I  read  a  paragraph  in  an  evening  paper 
to  the  effect  that  considerable  influence 
had  been  brought  to  bear  on  us   here. 
I  read  that  it  was  au  unique  incident.    I 
have   seen  a  good  deal  of  lobbying  in 
other  countries.     [Cheers  from  below  the 
Gangway.] 
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•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order !  I 
must  appeal  to  hon.  Members  not  to 
continue  these  constant  interruptions  of 
the  hon.  Member. 

Me.  JENNINGS :  The  fact  that  Sir 
William  Palliser  was  an  Irishman  may 
account  for  these  constant  interruptions. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  really  do  carry 
their  patriotism  a  little  too  far,  if  that 
is  the  explanation.  However,  there  is 
this  paragraph  in  the  evening  paper.  It 
says  that  a  considerable  amount  of 
Lobbying  went  on,  and  that  the  names 
of  Members  who  promised  to  vote  for  the 
Motion  were  put  down  in  a  book.  I 
say  that  is  a  very  improper  way  of 
bringing  influence  to  bear,  and  when 
money  is  to  be  voted  away,  although  I 
hope  it  will  not  be  permitted  to  damage 
the  case  which  has  been  presented,  still, 
I  sincerely  trust  it  will  not  help  it.  I 
am  perfectly  convinced  that  the  country 
would  not  approve  an  extension  of  the 
pension  list,  or  our  voting  blindly  and 
recklessly  another  grant  of  money.  Sir, 
I  shall  vote  against  the  Amendment. 

(10.45.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  is  a  journalist,  yet 
actually  being  a  journalist,  he  asks  this 
House  to  believe  everything  that  appears 
in  an  evening  paper.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  there  was  a  considerable 
amount  of  Lobbying,  and  it  seems  to  me 
that  he  is  anxious  to  pose  as  a  species  of 
Scipio  Africanus.  Now,  about  this 
Lobbying  by  my  hon,  and  gallant  Friend 
who  had  this  Motion  before  the  House 
this  evening.  Everybody  knows  that 
when  an  hon.  Member  has  a  private 
Motion  on  at  9  o'clock  on  a  Friday  night, 
it  is  not  always  easy  to  get  a  House. 
My  hon.  Friend  went  about  asking  his 
friends,  apparently  with  some  success, 
to  be  good  enough  to  come  here  and 
to  make  a  House,  and  to  hear 
the  arguments  which  he  was  pre- 
pared to  advance  in  regard  to  this 
matter.  The  hon.-  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Jennings)  asks  where  the  money  is  to 
come  from.  Where  ?  If  it  does  not 
come  from  the  Civil  Pension  List,  it 
will  come  from  the  Supplementary 
Estimates.  Instead  of  a  pension,  you 
will  give  a  lump  sum,  the  amount  of 
which  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  left 
to  the  Government.  This  is  a  mere 
question  of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence. 
I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  import  any 


specious  sentiment  into  the  matter.     To 
say  that  because  there  are  other  families 
living  in  misery,  we  ought  not,  there- 
fore,  to  give    the    daughters    of    this 
inventor  some  adequate  recognition  of 
their  father's  services  to  the  country,  is 
very  poor  logic.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
also    said    that     Sir    William    Palliser 
received  adequate  reward  for  his  inven- 
tions,     and      he     says     that      if    we 
are      to      consider      the      amount     of 
saving    which    those    inventions    have 
effected  the  country,  we  shall  have  some 
one  else,   ten  year*  hence,  asking    for 
more.     There  would  be  some  point  in 
this  if  we  based  our  calculation  of  what 
should  be  granted  on  the  amount  saved. 
But  we  do  not.     We   only  ask  that  a 
reasonable  amount  should  be  given  to 
the  children   of  Sir  W.   Palliser.     The 
saving  may  have  been  £3,000,000  or 
£12,000,000,  or  £1,000,000,  I  will  not 
discuss   the  point.     I  will  assume,  for 
the   purpose    of    my    argument,    it    is 
£1,000,000.      What  has  he    received? 
He  has  received  the  sum  of   £24,000, 
but  of  that  he  expended  in  these  inven- 
tions £13,171,  so  that  he  only  received 
£10,378.       Considering    the    disparity 
between  the  saving  effected,  the  grant 
made,  and  the  pension  given,  I  do  not 
think  Sir   W.    PalHser*s  services  have 
been  adequately  rewarded.     It  is  said 
that    Radicals     are    niggardly     in    the 
matter  of  public  expenditure.     I   have 
always  protested  against  this.     We  do 
not  iant  money  tobe  illegitimately  or 
improperly  spent.     When  a  fair  case  is 
made  out,   we  .are  as  ready  to  take  a 
generous  view   of    the  matter  as    any 
Member  in  any  part  of  the  House.     We 
do  not  trouble  ourselves  about  Lobbying. 
-We  are  asked  to  come  down  and  hear 
the  case,   and  we  are    not,  of   course, 
actuated .  by    anything  but  a  fair    and 
honest  belief,  on  our  part  that  the  country 
has  .  benefited    very  largely    by  these 
inventions.       If    this    gentleman    had 
sold  them  to    some    private  'firm,    he 
would    have    been   able    to    have    left 
his  family  much  more  money  than  he  did, 
but    he    preferred    to    deal    with    the 
Government,  and  the  Government  ought 
to    deal    fairly  and  generously  by  his 
family. 

•(10.55.)  The  FINANCIAL  SECRE- 
TARY to  the  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr. 
Beodeick,  Surrey,  Guildford) :  Sir,  the 
hon.   Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
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^terminated'  his  speed*  with  man  appeal 
i  which  «very  Member  of  the  House  most 
-have  regarded  with  great:  satisfaction.  - 

•  Nobody  can  doubt  that  in  matters  of  this 
kind,  where  the  power  -of  the  State  is 
on  one  side,  and  the  weakness  of  the 

•  individual  on  the  other,  it  is  extremely 
.'necessary  that  the  House  should  see  that 
justice  is  done. '•  This  is  not  a  case  in 
which  we  need  fear  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  not  do  justice .  Sir  W.  Palliser 
was  enormously  respected,  and  untilalmost 
recently  one  of  our  Colleagues  in  this 
House,  well-known  to  many  of  us,  and 

~his  inventions  have  achieved  an  almost 
world-wide  reputation.     A  great  deal  of 

•  public  sympathy  has  been  evoked  in  the 
matter,  and  the  subject  has  been  constantly 

^brought  before  the  Departments.    Suc- 

:  cetesive  Secretaries  of  State,  First  Lords 

of  the  Admiralty,  and  Chancellors  of  the 

•  Exchequer  have  been  involved  in  the 
'decision  of  it.     The  contention  of  the 

Government  is  that  it  is  necessary  to  shut 
out  oar  personal  sympathies,  which  are 
r  naturally  on  the  side  of  a  man  who  has 
-done  good  service  to   his  country,  in 
order  that  we  may  do  justice-  between 
'*  him  and  others  who  may   have  equally 
>  Well-founded  claims.     Looking  at  it  from 
that  point  of  view,  it  is  very  difficult  to 
see  the  great  injustice  which  it  is  sug- 
gested has  boen  done  to  Sir  W.  Palliser. 
Hon.  Members  seem  to  forget  when  they 
-speak  of  Sir  W.  Palliser  as  a  man  who 
has  given  his  lifetime  to  inventions,  and 
who  might    have    dealt    with    foreign 
Governments  and  private  firms,  that  he 
was  an  officer  in  the  Army,  holding  Her 
Majesty's  commission,  from  the  beginning 
to  the  end  of  the  inventions.    Lieutenant 

•  PalHser,  as  he  was  then,  joined  the  Army 
in  1855.  He  went  on  half-pay  in  1864 
at '  his  own  desire,  and  remained  on 
half-pay  up  till  1871.    In  June,  1867, 

\having  perfected  his  inventions  of  chilled 
projectiles,  he  received  £15,000.  In 
'February,  1869,  he  received  £7,500 
for.  his  plans  for  converting  cast-iron 
guns.  In  1871,  and  before  he  left  the 
Army,  he  received  £ly500  for  improve- 
ments in  artillery,  and  those  payments 
'were  treated,  not  merely  by  the  Depart- 

•  ipent,  but  by  Sir  W.  Palliser  himself,  as 
a  final  settlement  of  his  claim.     In  sob- 

•eequent  communications,  Sir  W.  Palliser 

•  acknowledged  frankly  that  although  be 
'had    not  .had    the  intrinsic  ,  value    of 

•  hie-  inventions    given-  him,     still   the 
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account  was  finally  closed.,  between 
him  and  the  War  Department. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gal  way 
said  that  out  of  these  sums  Sir  W. 
PalHser  only  received  £12,000  altogether. 
For  my  own  part,  I  am  not  in  a  position, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  any  Member  of 
the  House  is  in  a  position,  to  establish 
exactly  what  sum  Sir  W.  Palliser  spent 
on  his  inventions.  Those  are  always 
difficult  questions,  but  one  thing  we  do 
know  is,  that  those  hon.  Members  who 
have  spoken  and  have  assumed  that  the 
Government  had  a  monopoly  of  the  in- 
ventions, are  in  error.  There  are  two 
fallacies  underlying  this.  In  the  first 
place,  it  is  not  germane  to  the  case  of 
1890to  compare  the  sums  which  would  be 
given  now  by  foreign  Governments  with 
those  which  would  have  been  given  23 
year£  ago.  But  there  is  another  fallacy 
in  this,  because  the  Government  did  not 
buy  from  Sir  W.  Palliser  a  monopoly. 
He  received  from  Sir  W.  Armstrong 
alone  over  £20,000  during  the  same 
period,  and,  therefore,  even  tajring  the 
computation  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  who  brought  forward  this 
case  with  so  much  moderation,  Sir  W. 
Palliser  received  for. his  inventions  in 
the  course  of  four  or  five  years  between 
£30,000  and  £40,000.  It  has  been 
urged  that  this  is  not  a  large  sum  as 
compared  with  what  has  been  received 
by  some  inventors.  X  am  not  going  to 
trouble  the  House  with  a  comparison 
which  would  probably  be  inaccurate,  and 
would  certainly  be  unconvincing,  but  I 
should  like  to  say  that  it  is  an  error  to  sup- 
pose that  the  War  Office  are  responsible  for 
thecheckwhichoccurredtoSirWrfPalliser's 
profits,  when  the  question  of  the  patents 
being  renewed  was  brought  before  the 
Privy  Council.  The  War  Office  made 
no  objection  to  the  prolongation  of  the 
patents  in  1876,  but. stipulated  that,  as 
they  had  paid  £15,000  for  their  share  in 
that  particular  invention,  the  Government 
rights  should  be  reserved,  and  that  they 
should  not  be  forced  to  pay  a  royalty. 
The  Privy  Council  considered  the  case 
in  all  its  bearings,  and  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  profits  made  by  Sir  W. 
Palliser,  amounting,  as  they  knew,  to 
some  £20,000  from  private  sources  alone, 
represented,  a  fair  consideration  for  the 
patent,  and  they  refused  the  application 
altogether.  But  I  putit  most  stpongly 
to  the  House,  that  we — the.  present. War 
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Offioe^arermot  responsible  for  that  deci- 
sion.' Th&  &overnmeiit  wore  anxious  to, 
protect  themselves,  of  course,  but  would 
have  welcomed'  any  concession  made 
to'Sir  Wi  Palliser':  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  also1  called  attention  to  the  treat- 
ment of  Sir  W.  Fallise*  by  the  Admiralty 
with*  reference  to  the  bolts  for  armour 
plates.  I  'Will  leave  it  to  the  First  Lord 
of  •  the  Admiralty  to  explain  to  the  House 
the  exact  .difference  in  these  armour1 
bolts,  which  prevents  the  patent  being  as 
valuable  now  aa  it'  Was  in  the  first  in- 
stance, but  I  sbould  like  to  refer  the1 
House  to  the  fact  that  in  1874  Sir  W. 
Palliser  wrote  to  the  Admiralty  and 
asked'r  for  an  •  acknowledgment  of  his 
services  with  .respect,  to  these  armour 
belts,  his  method  of  testing  material  by 
tension,  and  chilled  projectiles.  In  his 
letter  he  said — 

"  1  beg;  rispectfuliy  'to  state  that,  Bbcmld  my 
teqiftBt  bis  granted,  I  should  not  raise  aay  claim 
of  a  pecanMrfy  natarefor  the  use  of  my  patent 
bolts  nor  on  any  other  account." 

I  maintain  that  these  words  should  be 
taken  by  the  .House,  as  they  were  taken 
by  the  Government, !  to  be  a  formal 
reannciation  on  tShe  part  of  Sir  W. 
Palliser  to  any  further  royalties,  subject 
to  the  condition  that '  the  Government 
should  acknowledge  the  benefit  of  his  in- 
vention, which  was  patented,  and  which 
he  was  at  liberty  to  offer  to  any  Foreign 
Power.  Now,  I  am  not  here  to  contend 
that  the  sums  paid  to  Sir1  W.  Palliser  are 
to  be  taken  as  a  full  equivalent  of  the 
whole?' gain  which  the  Government  may 
have  obtained;  but  I  do  contend  that  the 
Government  made  *their  bargain  at  the 
time,  and  that  that  bargain  was  accepted 
by  Sir  W.  Palliser  for  his  services  as  an 
inventor  alone. 

tin.  MACNBILfir  (Donegal,  S.):  I 
would  ask  if  there  is  not  a  letter  of  Sir 
W.  Palliser's  extant  in  which  he  says 
—1  [Cries  of  "  Order  1  ?] 

*Ma.  SPEAKER:,  The  hon.  Member 
can  use  that  argument  in  Debate. 

.  *Mb>  BRODRICE:/The  hon.  Member 
will  have  -  an- v  opportunity  of  correcting 
me  later  on.  if  X  say  anything  which  does 
not.  accord  with  his  *  view  of  the  facts. 
i  Bail  would  put  it  to  the  House  that  the 
Government  have  not  been  niggardly  in, 
endeavouring  to  show  their  recognition 
of  Sir  W.  Palliser's  services  to  the  Eon 


pire.  Hon.  Members  .will  not -expect 
me  to  put  any  pecuniary  value  upon  the 
honours  which  were  conferred  upon 
Sir  W.  Palliser ;  but  we  all  know  that  he 
received  the  Cross  of  the  Bath,  and  in 
1872  was  raised  to  the  honour  of  knight- 
hood. Those  honours  will  be  admitted 
by  every  one  to  be  a  token  of  the  value 
of  his  inventions  and  a  recognition  of  his 
public  services.  Hon.  Members  have 
somewhat  disregarded  what  has.  been 
done  since  the  death,  of  Sir  W.  Palliser. 
When  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport 
spoke  there  was  a  laugh  among  hon. 
Members  opposite  at  the  mention  of  the 
sum  of  £300  a  year  having  been  granted 
to  Lady. Palliser  and  her  children.  We 
must  all  regret  that  after  considerable 
sums  passed  through  the  hands  of  Sir  W. 
Palliser  he  was  not  in  a  position  to  make 
provision  for  his  family.  I  believe  that 
Sir  William  Palliser  invested  a  consider- 
able amount  of  money  in  freehold  securi- 
ties, which,  as  he  died  intestate,  passed 
to  his  only  son. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  They: were  abso- 
lutely valueless. 

*Me.  BRODRICK:  At  all  events, 
whatever  its  value,  the  freehold  pro- 
perty of  Sir  W.  Palliser  descended  to  his 
eldest  son,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  widow 
and  her  daughters.  I  should  like  the 
House  to  consider  the  relative  value  of 
the  pensions  which  it  is  in  the  power  of 
the  Government  to  give.  No  doubt  £300 
may  seem  to  many  to  be  a  low  sum.  In 
the  case  of  the  £250  pension  awarded  to 
Prince  Lucien  Bounaparte  there  were  ex- 
ceptional circumstances,  which  were 
explained  to  the  apparent  satisfaction  of 
the  House  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition. 
A  pension  of  £300  is  higher  than  that 
which  can  be  awarded  to  the  widow  of  any 
General  Officer,  whatever  his  distinction, 
even  if  he  happens  to  have  fallen  on  the 
field  of  battle  and  in  the  service  of  his 
country.  No  higher  pension  could  be 
given  to  the  widow  of,  say,  Lord  Napier 
of  Magdala,  and  therefore  it  cannot  be 
said  that  the  widow  of  Sir  W.  Palliser 
suffers  by  comparison  with  other  cases, 
Great  stress  has  been  laid  on  the  sums 
said  to  have  been  saved  by  Sir  W. 
Palliser's  inventions;  but  the  estimate  of 
over  £5,500,000  is  based  upon  an  assump- 
tion, of  the  present  cost  of  steel  projectiles, 
which  cannot  be  admitted.   .It  must  also 
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be  said,  on  the  other  hand,  that  if  wo  had 
not  had  the  benefit  of  Sir  W.  Palliser's 
inventions,  we  should  have  saved  some 
of  the  money  that  has  been  expended  in 
availing  ourselves  of  them,  and  which  in 
the  absence  of  such  inventions  we  should 
not  have   been   called  upon   to  spend. 
["  Oh,  oh  ! "  and  laughter.]     Well,  you 
cannot  calculate   it    both    ways  at  the 
same      time.        We      have      benefited 
by   steam   and   railways,    and    in    esti- 
mating that  benefit  we  do  not  usually 
take  account  of  the  alternative  expendi- 
ture that  would  have  been  incurred  in 
attempting     to     carry    on     our    traffic 
at  the  same  speed  as  by  train  by  means 
of  horses.      You   cannot  take  the  com- 
parison    both    ways.      While    Sir     W. 
Palliser's     inventions    were     of    public 
service    at   the   time,   still    we    should 
simply     have      had     to    content    our- 
selves    with     a     less    perfect     service, 
not     have     had     to    spend     so     much 
money  in  their  absence  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  estimates.     I  will  only 
put  one  other  consideration  before   the 
House.     No  subject  has  occupied  the 
serious     attention      of      the      Govern- 
ment more  than  this,  even  during  the 
present  Session.     It  has   been   brought 
forward  in  the  most  influential  manner 
from  time  to  time.     I  will  not  allude  to 
the  points  raised  by  the   hon.  Member 
for  Stockport,   an    attempt    to  destroy 
which   was  made    by  the   hon.    Mem- 
ber   for    Northampton    by    a     relation 
of  circumstances  which,  I  venture  to  say, 
was  altogether  incomplete.     I  venture  to 
say  that   the    statement    of    the    hon. 
Member  might  with   truth   have  been 
extended.       Nothing     that     sentiment 
could  do  has  been  wanting.     If  instead 
of  Sir  W.  Palliser  being  an  officer  of  dis- 
tinction he  had  been  a  private  soldier, 
or    if     instead     of     being     a    Mem- 
ber   of     Parliament     he    had   been    a 
mechanic,  no   one  would    say   that  the 
case  has  not  been  sufficiently  recognised 
by  what  has  been  done  by  the  Govern- 
ment, supplemented  as  it  has  been  by 
sums  paid  by  private  firms.     I  do  not 
for  a  moment  suggest  that  the    hon. 
Member  for  Galway  would  have  done 
less  for  a  man  of  low  estate  ;  but,  still,  the 
social  position  of  a  distinguished  officer 
and  Member  of  Parliament  does  make 'an 
appeal  to  sympathies  which  might  not 
have  been  touched  in  other  cases.     The 
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Government  desire  to  do  full  justice  in 
the   matter,   and  in   the   event  of  the 
death  of  the  widow  will  be  glad  to  con- 
sider the   position   and   claims  of    the 
daughters ;    but     they     consider     that 
everything  has  been  done  which  they  are 
justified  in  doing  up  to  the  present  time  ; 
and  they  therefore  hope  that  the  Motion 
will  not  be  pressed  to  a  Division,  but 
that    it    will    be    recognised    that    the 
Government  have  acted  with  justice  and 
liberality,   but   also  with  that  equality 
which  they  are  bound    to   observe  in 
dealing  with  claims  upon  the  public  purse. 
(1 1 .20.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford, 
N.)  :  I  have  considerable  sympathy  with 
the  attitude  adopted  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings),  and  depre- 
cato  any  attempt  to  put  undue  pressure 
on   the   House.     I   must  say,  however, 
that  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel 
Nolan)  would  have  been  the  last  man  to 
have  taken  part  in    any  such  attempt. 
The  only  request  made  to  me  was  that  I 
should  come  down  and  help  to  make  a 
House.    I  declined  in  any  way  to  engage 
to  support  his  Motion.     I  came  down  in 
order  to  assist  in  getting  the  matter 
legitimately  discussed.     Having  heard  it 
discussed  I  will  venture  to   say  a  few 
words  on  it.     Every  Member  must  in 
the  course  of  his  experience  have  had 
brought  under  his  attention  the  claims 
of      neglected      individuals.        As     an 
Irishman  I  shall  never  forget  the  action 
taken  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  G.  Hamilton)  on  a  private  petition 
I  presented  to   him  with  regard  to  an 
unfortunate    coast-guardsman   who    had 
exhausted  himself  in  the  service  of  the 
State,   and   whose   children   were  in  s 
destitute  condition.      The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,   having  no  public  funds 
on   which  he   could  draw   to  meet  the 
case,  was  so  good  ab  to  send  me  a  cheque 
on  his  private  account.     I  could  not  help 
feeling  that  the  noble  Lord  was  an  Irish- 
man, and  that  I  was  another.     Now,  Sir, 
I  have  heard  the  statement  of  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend,  and  the   statement 
made  on  behalf  of  the  Government.    I 
may  mention  that  Sir  W.  Palliser  was  an 
Irish  landlord,  who  could  not  in  any  way 
claim   sympathy  from  those  who  speak 
on  behalf  of  the  tenants,  being  separated 
from  us  by  gulfs  as  far  as  social  relations 
are  concerned.     But  when  a  case  is  made 
we  cannot  shut  our  eyes  or  ears  to  it. 
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My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  says  the 
inventions  of  Sir  W.  PaUiser  have  saved 
the  State  some  £5,000,000  of  money. 
["  No."]  Well,  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  War  Office  (Mr.  Brodrick)  did  not 
dispute  that.  I  am  willing  to  take  the 
saving  at  £1,000,000.  If  he  saved  the 
State  that  amount  his  family  have  claims 
upon  our  consideration.  The  claims  of 
individuals  do  not,  as  a  rule,  fare  well  in 
this  House,  not  because  the  House  is 
unwilling  to  do  justice,  but  for  various 
reasons.  I  remember  when  Frank 
Power  was  killed  with  Gordon  in  Khar- 
toum we  had  to  keep  the  House  sitting 
till  4  o'clock  in  the  morning  to  get  his 
sisters  £150  a  year.  They  had  no 
claim  on  us.  On  the  contrary, 
Frank  Power's  brother  is  at  this  moment 
helping  the  hon.  Member  for  Hunts  (Mr. 
Smith-Barry)  to  exterminate  the  tenants 
in  the  South  of  Ireland.  It  is  very  much 
of  a  lottery  whether  these  private  claims 
are  well  treated  in  this  House  or  not. 
It  may  be  difficult,  in  the  first  place,  to 
get  someone  to  understand  the  case,  and 
then  there  is  the  difficulty  of  getting  some- 
one to  take  it  up,  and  the  further  diffi- 
culty of  obtaining  a  day  for  its  discus- 
sion. The  present  Pension  List  is  ridi- 
culous. I  believe  that  £50  a  year  is 
paid  to  one  gentleman,  whom  I  knew 
myself  to  be  the  chief  Fenian  poet  in  the 
days  of  insurrection  in  Ireland.  I  am 
Bure  I  hope  he  enjoys  his  £50.  I  quite 
agree  that  there  may  be  hundreds  of 
deserving  cases  that  have  not  been  dealt 
with,  but  that  is  no  reason  why  we 
should  not  deal  properly  with  any  case 
that  is  brought  before  us.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  says  Sir  W.  PaUiser 
was  loaded  with  honours.  What  were 
the  loads?  He  got  a  knighthood.  Well, 
you  get  a  knighthood  for  winning  a 
borough.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Or  losing 
one  like  Lewis.]  I  do  not  desire  to  in- 
troduce anything  of  a  controversial  char- 
acter into  this  Debate.  It  is  clear  that 
Sir  W.  Palliser  saved  the  State  a  large 
amount.  He  has  left  a  considerable 
family.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that  the 
Treasury  have  promised  a  certain 
amount.  I  think  the  Treasury  should 
act  handsomely  in  such  a  matter.  I 
entirely  repudiate  the  idea  that  anyone 
on  this  side  of  the  House  is  supporting 
the  claims  of  these  ladies  because  they 
are  Irish  ladies,  and  I  think  that  Irish 
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Members  are  as  fit  and  competent  to  deal 
with  a  question  of  this  kind  as  any 
gentleman  born  within  sound  of  Bow 
Bells.  I  think  that  something  more 
ought  to  be  done  for  Sir  W.  Palliser's 
family  than  is  now  being  done  or  in- 
tended to  be  done. 

*(11.29.)  The'  FIRST  LORD  op  the 
ADMIRALTY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing) :  I  wish  to  state  the 
nature  of  the  transactions  between  Sir 
W.  Palliser  and  the  Admiralty.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  has  just 
sat  down  made  an  allusion  personal  to 
myself,  and  I  may,  perhaps,  be  permitted 
to  refer  to  it  as  showing  that  we  some- 
times oppose  grants  of  public  money  not 
out  of  niggardliness  of  spirit,  but  because 
we  feel,  as  guardians  of  the  public 
purse,  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  be  less 
charitable  in  public. than  in  private  life. 
I  happened  to  be  a  personal  friend  of 
the  late  Sir  W.  Palliser,  and  had  the 
honour  of  belonging  to  the  regiment  to 
which    he    for     some    time     belonged. 

Therefore,  all  my  predilections  and  per- 
sonal sympathies  would  be  in  favour  of 
this  claim.  But  upon  consideration  of 
the  facts  of  the  case  I  find  myself  unable 
to  support  it.  It  seems  to  be  assumed 
that  Sir  W.  Palliser  was  for  the  last  22 
years  of  his  life  in  the  Public  Service  on 
full  pay.  This  was  not  the  fact.  For 
nine  years  of  that  time  he  was  on  full 
pay  as  an  officer,  and  while  on  full  pay 
he  took  out  two  patents  for  inventions. 
When  his  regiment  was  ordered  to  India 
he  made  an  application  to  be  allowed,  on 
special  terms,  to  retire  on  half-pay,  and 
from  that  period — it  was  in  1864 — up 
to  the  time  of  his  death  he  devoted  his 
time  to  inventions,  mainly  on  commer- 
cial lines.  He  did  not  give  the  whole 
of  his  time  to  the  State.  His  transac- 
tions with  the  State  were  of  two  kinds. 
So  far  as  his  chilled  projectiles  were  con- 
cerned the  State  gave  him  a  lump  sum 
in  full  discbarge,  and  as  regarded  the 
bolts,  he  took  out  a  patent,  and  during 
the  whole  time  the  patent  was  in  exist- 
ence the  Government  paid  the  royalties. 
The  House  will  observe  what  an  unfair 
position  the  Government  are  placed  in 
with  regard  to  the  matter.  On  the  one 
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hand,  if  a  lump  sum  is  paid  to  an  officer 
for  the  use  of  his  invention,  it  is  asserted 
that  he  is  inadequately  remunerated,  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  if  the  commercial 
mode  of  transaction  is  adopted  and  a 
royalty  is  paid,  it  is  stated  that  the  State 
does  not  pay  for  the  invention  at  all. 
The  patent  for  the  bolts,  which  were  of 
great  use,  ran  from  1862  to  1876,  and 
two  years  before  it  terminated  Sir  W. 
Palliser  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Admiralty, 
stating  that  if  they  wonld  give  him  a 
testimonial  pointing  out  the  value  of  his 
services — 

"  I  will  not  raise  any  claim  of  a  pecuniary 
nature  for  the  use  of  my  patent  bolts,  nor  on 
any  other  account." 

A  letter  was  written  to  him  to    that 
effect,  and   these    are  the  facts  of  the 
case  so  far  as  the  Admiralty  are  con- 
cerned.     Sir  W.  Palliser  was  a  man  of 
most     prepossessing   manners ;     and   I 
think  must  have  been  liked  by  all  who 
knew  him.     He  was  a  Member  of  this 
House.      However,  I   hope  the  House 
will  not,  for  these  reasons,  treat  the  case 
as  an  exception al  one.      I  would  ask 
whether  the  House  desires  us  to  treat  the 
inventions    of    any  humble    dockyard 
man  on  a  different  principle   from  that 
of  Sir  W.  Palliser  ?    Various  inventions, 
some  of  them  of  a  very  ingenious  charac- 
ter, are  frequently  brought  to  the  notice 
of  the  Government,  but  I  do  not  know 
of  any  inventor  who  has  received  greater 
consideration   than  Sir  W.  Palliser.      I 
am  certain  that  if  any  man   in  a  lower 
position  in  the  employment  of  the  State 
were  to  die  and  his  wife  obtained  a  pen- 
sion,   no     Department     of     the     State 
would  make  provision  for  the  children 
when  the  pension  terminated.     If  what 
I  say  be  in  accordance  with  the  invari- 
able rule,  ought  we  to  make  an  exception 
in  the  case  of  an  individual  who  happens 
to  be  a  Member  of  this  House  ?     I  ven- 
ture  very   respectfully   to   say  that    it 
would  not,  in  my  opinion,  be  wise  for 
the  House  to  assent  to  the  form  of  re- 
commendation  which  has    been  placed 
before  it,  because  the   public   will   not 
fail  to  draw  a  contrast  between  the  treat- 
ment of  this  case  and  that  of  inventors 
generally. 

*(  1 1 .36.)  Sir  W.  BARTTELOT  (Sussex, 
N.W.) :  This  question  has  been  very  ably 
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dealt  with  from  both  points  of  view;  but 
I  think  justice  has  hardly  been  done  to 
those  who  have  advocated  the  claims  of 
Sir  William  Palliser,  because  one  or  two 
points  made  hy  them   have  not  been 
noticed.       Looking    at    what    Sir   W. 
Palliser  received,  and  the   benefits  his 
inventions  conferred  on  the  country,  and, 
bearing  in  mind  also  the  money  he  spent 
in  perfecting  his  inventions,  it  can  hardly 
be  said  that  he  was  adequately  remune- 
rated.     The    expenses    which    he    had 
necessarily  to  incur  in  order  to  carry  out 
the  inventions  ought  to  be  taken  into 
account  when  the  sums  paid  to  him  are 
mentioned.      If,   therefore,  you  deduct 
£13,621     for    expenses,    you    find   he 
absolutely  received  from  the  Government 
£10,328.      The  Financial   Secretary  to 
the    War    Department    (Mr.   Brodrick) 
made  very  little  of  the  conversion  of  the 
old  iron  guns  into  rifled  guns.     I  under- 
take to  say  that  at  that  particular  time 
there  was  nothing  of  greater  importance 
to  this  country  than  the  increase  of  the 
number  of  rifled  guns,  and,  but  for  this 
invention,  other  guns  would  have  cost 
the  nation  a  very  much  larger  sum  of 
money.     By  means  of  the  invention  guns 
which  were  lying  idle  and  useless  in  the 
dockyards  were  converted  to  very  good 
purposes.     As  to  a  royalty  having  been 
paid  by  the  Government  for  the  bolts,  I 
have  just  been  shown  a  letter  in  which 
Sir  W.  Palliser  denies  that  any  royalty 
was  given  him  for  the  bolts,  and  this  can 
be  confirmed  by  one  who  was  nearly  con- 
nected with  him.     I  should,  therefore, 
like  to  be  informed  of  the  amount  of  the 
royalties  alleged  to  have  been  paid  to  the 
deceased  officer.     In  my  opinion,  Sir  W. 
Palliser,  the  value  of  whose  inventions 
to  the  country  is  not  disputed,  was  not 
adequately  remunerated  by  the  State  for 
the  services  he  rendered.     It  is  nothing 
to    the    purpose    to    say  that    had  he 
lived   at  the    present    time    he  wonld 
have     received     much    larger     sums ; 
but  if  of  any  value  it  is  an  argument 
in  favour  of  increasing  the  payment  now. 
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The  position  of  the  case  is  this  :  Sir  W. 
Palliser  received  a  certain  sum  of  money 
from  the  Government,  and  he  might 
have  received  large  sums  elsewhere. 
There  is  now  nothing  left  for  his  children. 
They  are  very  young,  and  there  is  no 
money  to  educate  them  with.  My  hon. 
Friend  thinks  there  is  something  still 
due  to  him  from  the  Government. 
Assuredly,  if  Sir  W.  Palliser  is  entitled 
to  receive  anything  more,  his  family 
has  a  right  to  know  that  they  will 
receive  it ;  because  it  may  be  said  by  a 
future  Treasury, "  If  anything  ought  to 
be  done,  it  ought  to  have  been  done 
before."  I  appeal  to  the  Government 
not  to  put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a 
Division,  but  to  say  that  they  will  give  a 
fair  and  reasonable  sum  for  the  educa- 
tion of  the  children,  and  after  the  death 
of  Lady  Palliser  will  continue  the  grant 
to  the  children. 

*(1 1 .43.)     Sir  J.  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 

eras,  S.):  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  in 

support  of  the  appeal  just  made  to  the 

Government.     I  know  how  difficult  it  is 

for  the  House  of  Commons  to  decide  how  a 

variety  of  claims  shall  be  dealt  with,  but 

I  have  had  brought  before  me  during  the 
last  three  or  four  years  circumstances 
connected  with  the  work  of  Sir  W. 
Palliser,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  in 
regard  to  the  good  he  has  done  the 
country  he  has  not  been  sufficiently 
remunerated.  If  that  is  the  general 
feeling  the  Government  ought  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  happen  to  know  that  Sir  W.  Palliser's 
daughters  have  been  left  in  a  very  poor 
position,  and  that  one  of  them  shows 
signs  of  considerable  ability,  which 
might  be  developed  if  there  were  means 
to  give  her  a  suitable  training.  It  is  not 
for  one  invention,  but  for  several,  that 
Sir  W.  Palliser's  family  have  claims  on 
the  country.  Therefore,  the  case  is  one 
in  which  further  generosity  could  fitly  be 
exercised.  If  something  is  not  done  in 
this  case  no  claim  can  be  successfully 
made  upon  the  House  of  Commons  again. 
This  is  a  good  case.  The  feeling  of  the 
House  is  in  favour  of  something  being 
done,  and  I  hope  the  Government  will 
give  effect  to  that  feeling. 

•(11.46.)    The  FIBST  LORD  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 


Westminster) :  The  Government  feel  a 
great  deal  of  sympathy  for  the  very  gene- 
rous aspirations  of  many  of  my  hon. 
Friends  and  of  Gentlemen  opposite  in  this 
case.  The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has 
appealed  to  the  Government  to  show  their 
sympathy.  I  think  the  Government 
have  already  done  so.  In  1877  the  late 
Lord  Iddesleigh  obtained  a  grant  for 
Lady  Palliser  of  £150  a  year,  and  I 
myself  obtained  a  grant  of  £150  more, 
making  altogether  £300  a  year.  But 
the  Government  are  now  asked  to  pro- 
pose to  the  House  of  Commons  to  give  a 
grant  of  thousands  in  consideration  of 
services  which,  in  the  language  of  the 
gallant  officer  himself,  have  been  amply 
rewarded.  A  Memorandum  has  been 
alluded  to.  That  Memorandum  must 
not  be  held  up  to  the  House  or  the  Go- 
vernment to  reverse  or  to  alter  the  cha- 
racter of  the  discharge  which  has  been 
given.  If  the  Government  are  not  to 
regard  transactions  of  this  kind  as  final 
they  will  be  exposed  to  all  manner  of 
claims.  It  is,  of  course,  a  very  agree- 
able thing  to  be  liberal,  but  to  be  liberal 
in  the  sense  of  giving  away  that  which 
is  expressly  barred  is  a  responsibility 
which  I  cannot  undertake.  In  1869  Sir 
W.  Palliser  wrote  to  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  as  follows  : — 

"I  bave  the  honour  to  acknowledge  the 
receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  24th  inst.,  en- 
closing an  order  for  £7,500,  which  gum  I  accept 
iu  full  discharge  of  my  claim  upon  the  War 
Office  for  the  system  of  ^converting  cast  iron 

gUDS.'* 

That  letter  is  dated  21  years  ago,  and 
now  a  claim  is  set  up,  not  only  with 
respect  to  these  guns,  but  for  other  tran- 
sactions not  with  the  Government  of 
the  present  day,  but  with  the  Govern- 
ment which  existed  in  1868.  Reference 
has  been  made  to  the  Judgment  of  Sir 
Barnes  Peacock.  He  decided  that  the 
invention  was  a  meritorious  one,  and 
that  it  was  impossible  to  say  how  much 
had  been  expended  by  Sir  W.  Palliser 
on  his  patents.  He  further  went  on  to 
say  that  Sir  W.  Palliser  had  received 
£20,000  for  his  invention  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  that  he  had  also  received 
large  remuneration  from  Sir  W.  Arm- 
strong in  respect  of  royalties.  It  is  to 
be  deeply  regretted  that  Sir  W.  Palliser 
should  have  made  no  provision  for  his 
family ;  but  I  ask  the  House  whether  it 
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is  a  wise  course,  out  of  sympathy  alone, 
to  go  behind  transactions  of  20  years 
ago  and  make  a  grant  of  money  which 
has  been  held  not  to  be  due  by  the  officers 
of  successive  Governments  acting  in  the 
simple  discharge  of  their  duty.  More- 
over, the  grants  which  have  been  made 
out  of  Her  Majesty's  bounty  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  Government 
exceed  the  pension  which  the  widow  of 
a  Flag  Officer  of  the  highest  rank  is  en- 
titled to  receive  under  the  Regulations 
of  the  Service.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  trust  the  House  will  not  agree 
to  the  Motion. 

(11.55.)  Sib  W.  HARCOURT 
(Derby)  :  I  am  bound  to  say  I  feel  it 
my  duty  to  support  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  in  the  position  he  has  taken 
up.  Nothing  is  easier  and  more  agree- 
able than  to  be  sympathetic,  generous, 
and  liberal  with  other  people's  money, 
but  it  should  be  recollected  that  we  are 
dealing  with  the  money  of  the  nation. 
We  have  to  consider  whether,  in  acceding 
to  this  Motion,  we  should  be  acting  upon 
a  rule  which  we  can  apply  to  others 
under  all  circumstances.  Otherwise  we 
should  be  properly  condemned  for  having 
established  a  sort  of  privilege  or  favour 
in  one  particular  case.  Sir  W.  Palliser 
was  a  man  of  distinguished  ability,  but 
he  received  very  large  rewards  from  the 
State,  with  which  he  declared  himself  to 
be  satisfied.  It  would  be  unsafe,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  for  any 
Government  to  disregard  that  acquittance. 
Besides  that,  it  appears  that  Sir  W. 
Palliser  has  derived  what  everyone  must 
consider  a  very  considerable  sum  on  his 
own  private  account.  It  is  to  be  re- 
gretted that  he  has  left  his  family 
unprovided  for;  but  in  dealing  with 
other  persons  the  absence  of  that  pro- 
vision cannot  be  taken  as  a  ground  for 
replacing  it  with  public  money.  More- 
over, it  is  not  denied  that  the  benevo- 
lence which  has  been  granted  to  Lady 
Palliser  is  at  least  as  great  as  has  ever 
been  accorded  to  anyone  under  similar 
circumstances.  I  think  nothing  could 
be  more  dangerous  than  to  encourage 
Motions  of  this  kind  in  favour  of  indi- 
vidual interests,  and  if  a  Division  takes 
place  I  shall  certainly  vote  against  the 
Motion. 

•(11.59.)     Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  wish 
to  add  one  word.     I  ought  to  have  said 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


that,  having  regard  to  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  children  of  Lady 
Palliser  are  now  placed,  I  shall  deem  it 
my  duty  to  endeavour  to  secure  that  the 
pension  of  £300  a  year  which  Lady 
Palliser  now  receives  shall  be  continued 
to  her  children  in  the  unfortunate  event 
of  her  death. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland  Division) :  I  think  we  are 
all  thankful  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  the  concession  he  has  made. 
I  object  to  the  manner  in  which  this  case 
has  been  met.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  says  it  is  wrong 
to  be  generous  with  other  people's  money ; 
but  I  think  we  may  ask  the  State  to  be 
honest  and  just  in  its  dealings  with  its 
servants  who  have  served  the  State  well ; 
it  is  no  question  of  generosity.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  says  that  £300  a 
year  is  more  than  would  be  received  by 
the  family  of  a  General  Officer  who  had 
passed  his  life  in  the  Service  ;  but  has  a 
General  Officer  ever  saved  the  country 
£5,000,000?  I  have  listened  to  the 
whole  Debate,  but  no  answer  has  been 
given  to  this  part  of  the  argument  of  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  It  is  said  that 
present  claims  are  at  least  five  times  too 
high,  and  still  large  claims  on  the  State 
are  left  unrecognised.  I  was  sorry  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings) 
used  the  argument  he  did.  I  belong  to 
the  same  profession  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  I  think  it  would  be  very  unfair 
to  hold  reasonable  claims  urged  in  this 
House  prejudiced  by  what  may  have 
appeared  in  the  newspapers.  Every  case 
should  be  judged  upon  its  own  merits, 
and  so  we  on  this  side  support  the  claim. 
We  have  no  feeling  in  the  matter.  Sir 
W.  Palliser  was  politically  an  opponent 
of  ours,  and  I  suppose  his  family  have 
inherited  the  political  traditions.  Com- 
ment has  been  made  upon  the  fact 
that  Sir  William  Palliser  left  no  provision 
for  his  family,  and  the  inference  has  been 
drawn  that  he  was  a  man  of  extravagant 
habits.  Nothing  could  be  further  from 
the  truth.  The  reason  why  his  family 
were  left  unprovided  for  was  that  he 
made  speculations  in  house  property 
which  did  not  turn  out  successfully.  A 
further  reason  was  that  his  mind  was  so 
preoccupied  in  scientific  pursuits  that  he 
was  unable  to  pay  sufficient  attention  to 
the  material  interests  of    himself    and 
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family,  like  many  another  man  from 
whose  services  the  country  at  large  has 
benefited. 

(12.2.)    General    GOLDSWORTHY 

(Hammersmith) :  As  to  what  the  First 

Lord   of  the  Treasury  said  just  now,  I 

would  observe  that  though  Sir  William 

Palliser  is  dead  his  inventions  still  live, 

and  we  are  still  deriving  advantage  from 

them.     Quite  recently  the  manufacture 

was  being  carried  on  at  Woolwich.  I 
feel  very  strongly  the  position 
in  which  Sir  W.  Palliser's  family 
is  placed.  At  this  time  money  is 
particularly  required  for  education,  and 
year  by  year  the  country  is  saving 
immense  sums  of  money  beyond  anything 
that  was  anticipated  when  the  inventions 
were  submitted  to  the  Government. 
Strong  supporter  of  the  Government  as 
I  am  when  I  think  they  are  in  the  right, 
I  must,  if  there  is  a  Division,  support  this 
Motion. 

*(12.3.)    Sir  E.  WATKIN   (Hythe)  : 

I  will  only    detain    the    House    for   a 

moment,     but    I    cannot    but    protest 

against  the    mean  and  shabby  character 

of  the  speeches  with  which  the  First 

Lord    and     the     right    hon.    Member 

for  Derby  have  opposed  this    Motion. 

I    am     quite     sure     the     First     Lord 

would  never  apply  such  principles  to  his 

transactions  in  the  Strand.     The  right 

hon.  Gentleman  knows  very  well  that  if 

an  employer  does  not  treat  members  of 

his  staff  with  a  generous  measure    of 

justice  he    cannot    keep    a    good  staff 

together.  The  lesson  he  teaches  the 
House  he  would  not  apply  to  his  own 
affairs.  Here  is  a  man  who  has  done 
the  State  a  noble  service,  and  in  his  un- 
selfish efforts  his  family  have  suffered, 
and  is  the  justice  of  the  case  met  by  the 
miserable  pittance  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  offers  ?  I  am  not  an  Irish- 
man ;  I  am  an  Englishman — perhaps  I 
should  be  better  if  I  were  an  Irishman 
and  a  little  more  generous  ;  but  I  have 
30,000  people  engaged  in  industrial  em- 
ployment to  deal  with,  and  I  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  would  not 
demean  myself,  I  would  not  injure  the 
sentiment  that   should  exist    between 


employer  and  employed  by  dealing  with 
a  question  of  this  kind  in  the  manner  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  was 
attracted  to  this  discussion  because  I  knew 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Galway  had,  year  after  year, 
urged  this  House  to  adopt  the  system  of 
breech-loading  to  our  guns,  and  in  vain. 
Yet,  at  last,  that  system  has  been  adopted 
after  enormous  waste.  I  respect  such 
a  representative,  and  I  felt  sure  he 
would  urge  the  just  claims  of  a 
man  who  did  his  best  to  arrest  the 
miserable  dry  rot  of  the  Service,  and 
to  give  as  improved  defences;  and  though 
he  may  fail  of  success  to-night,  in  my 
judgment  he  has  done  good  service.  If 
you  are  to  have  good  employes  you  must 
not  talk  about  justice  and  generosity  in 
the  tone  of  official  utterances  we  have 
heard  from  both  sides  to-night.  Is  it 
just  to  requite  the  services  of  a  man  who 
has  saved  you  millions  by  inventions  you 
are  using  to-day  by  giving  £6  a  week 
towards  the  expenses  of  his  wife  and 
family  ?  Is  there  any  hon.  Member 
present  who  will  say  he  thinks  that  is  a 
just  way  of  dealing  with  this  matter? 
I  will  be  no  party  to  such  a  settlement. 
I  will  tell  you  what  I  will  do.  I  make 
this  offer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Member  for  Derby,  if  they  will  join  with 
me  I  will  add  to  this  miserable  £300  a 
year  my  share  to  make  £300  a  year 
more. 

(12.9.)  Sir  J.  PULESTON  (Devon- 
port) :  I  do  not  wish  to  prolong  the  dis- 
cussion. I  will  only  make  a  suggestion 
which  may  prevent  a  Division,  which,  I 
think,  we  are  all  desirous  to  avoid.  There 

is  not,  I  think,  any  great  division  of 
opinion  on  the   merits  of  the  case,  for 

there  is  no  question  of  the   advantage 

the  country  has  derived  from  the  inven 

tions.     Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  allow  me 

to  make  an  appeal  to  him  to  carry  his 

own  suggestion  a  little  further  and  to 

make  at  once  an  additional  allowance  of 

£150  a  year  to  the  children  of  Sir 
William  Palliser,  an  additional  income 
being  more  needed  now  to  meet  educa- 
tional requirements  than  it  will  be  here- 
after.    In  the  unfortunate  event  of '  the 
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death  of  Lady  Palliser,  the  sum  of  £300 
might  be  reverted  to.  This  is  not 
inconsistent  with  the  view  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  will  meet  the 
present  necessities  of  the  young  ladies 
immediately  concerned. 

(12.10.)     Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  105  ;  Noes 
85.— (Div.  List,  No.  90.) 

Main  question  proposed,  "That  Mr 
Speakor  do  now  leave  the  chair." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich),  who 
had  a  Notice  on  the  Paper:  "To  call 
attention  to  the  low  wages  paid  to 
labourers  in  the  Government  Establish- 
ments ;  and  to  move,  That  a  Committee 
of  this  House  be  appointed  to  inquire 
and  report  thereon,  and  the  market  rate 
of  wages  for  similar  labour  in  private 
firms,"  rose 

*M*.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order !  The 
Motion  is  withdrawn. 

Colonel  HUGHES :  My  Motion,  Sir, 
is  not  withdrawn. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  Motion  to  which 
thejhon.  and  gallant  Member  has  given 
notice  of  Amendment  has  been  with- 
drawn. 

Committee  upon  Monday  next. 

INLAND  REVENUE  REGULATION 

(RE-COMMITTED)  BILL.-(No.  211.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(12.20.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to 
put  a  question,  Sir,  on  a  point  of  order. 
I  am  not  contesting  this  Bill ;  but  to-day, 
Sir,  while  you  were  in  the  Chair  in  Com- 
mittee on  another  Bill,  this  Bill  stood  as 
second  Order,  and  the  question  I  have  to 
put  is  on  a  matter  of  regularity.  The 
Evening  Sitting  is  well  understood  to  be 
devoted  to  discussions  raised  by  private 
Members  on  Bills  or  Motions  as  they 
stand  on  the  Notice  Paper.  But  we  find 
that  the  order  of  business  has  been  com- 
pletely changed,  and  the    Government 

Orders  have  been  plumped  down  in  front 
Sir  J.  Puleston 


of  the  private  Bills.  Now,  considering 
the  few  opportunities  private  Members 
have,  I  think  we  may  well  protest 
against  the  little  salvage  of  time  that 
remains  between  this  and  1  o'clock 
being  appropriated  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

(12.21.)  The  CHAIRMAN  :  Friday  is 

a    Government    night,  subject    to    the 

obligation  of  putting  down  Supply  as  the 

first  Order,  and  the  arrangement  for  the 
evening  is  subject  to  alterations  conse- 
quent on  the  Morning  Sitting. 

(12.21.)  Me.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Does 
that  not  involve  the  obligation  that  the 
Government  are  to  proceed  with  the 
Motion  for  Supply,  and  that  when  the 
Motions  hon.  Members  desire  go  raise  are 
exhausted,  they  should  take  Supply? 
Instead  of  this,  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  appropriate  the  time  to  these 
Bills.  I  must  say,  speaking  with  all 
submission,  that  this  is  an  irregular  and 
unusual  proceeding.  Why  was  Supply 
withdrawn?  Are  not  the  Government 
anxious  to  proceed  with  Supply? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Order,  order ! 

Clause  1. 

(12.22.)   Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) : 

I  beg  to  move,  Sir,   that  you  do  now 

report  Progress.     I  have  been  a  close 

observer  of  procedure  for  some  years, 

and  I  have  never  known  a  transaction  of 

the   nature   we    have    just    met    with. 

When  a  Division  has  been  taken  on  the 

first  Amendment  to  a  Motion  for  Supply, 
it  is  usual  for  the  Member  having  the 
next  notice  to  proceed  with  the  matter 
he  desires  to  raise  on  the  Main  Question, 
and  which  he  is  entitled  to  discuss. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  In  Committee  on 
this  Bill  the  hon.  Member  cannot  discuss 
what  may  have  happened  in  the  House 
on  a  Motion  for  going  into  Committee  on 
Supply. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  merely  wish  to  make 
my  protest  against  the  manoeuvre  which 
has  been  practised :  Supply  being  with- 
drawn before  any  Member  could  rise, 
and  before  we  were  aware  of  what  was 
proceeding. 


1201 


Inland  Revenue  {Mat  16,  1890}  Regulation  BiU.         1202 


This  CHATBMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  entitled  to  move  to  report  Progress, 
but  be  cannot  now  enter  into  what 
happened  before  I  was  in  the  Chair.  I 
am  quite  unconscious  of  what  happened 
in  the  House,  and  the  hon.  Member 
cannot  discuss  that  now. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  On  the  ground  that 
by  the  proceeding  which  has  been 
adopted  we  have  been  deprived  of  our 
Constitutional  right  to  raise  grievances 
on  the  Motion  of  Supply,  I  move  that 
Progress  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the '  Chairman  do  report  Progress 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— (Mr. 
Sexton.) 

(12.25.)  Colonel  HUGHES :  I  sup- 
port the  Motion  for  reporting  Progress. 
I  appreciate  the  kindness  of  those  who 
consider  I  had  a  right  to  proceed  with 
the  Motion  I  have  upon  the  Paper.  I 
was  waiting  to  be  called,  but  I  under- 
stand that  the  original  Motion  to  which 

my  Motion  was  an  Amendment,  was 
withdrawn,  and  I  was,  therefore,  precluded 
from  moving  my  Motion.  I  can  only 
think  that  was  a  slight  upon  myself,  be- 
cause it  was  done  without  a  word  of 
explanation. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order!  I 
must  point  out  again,  as  I  have  already 
pointed  out  to  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast,  it  is  incompetent  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  Motion  to  discuss  what  hap- 
pened when  Mr.  Speaker  was  in  the 
Chair. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  sorry  to 

find  so  serious  a  misapprehension  prevails 

in  certain  quarters  of  the  House  as  to 

the  course  which  has  been  pursued.     It 

was  in  perfect  accordance  with  the  rules 

of  the  House,  and  there  was  no  intention 

.of  taking  any  advantage  of  my  hon.  and 

gallant    Friend.     I    may,    perhaps,    be 

allowed  to  make  this    explanation    to 

remove  misapprehension.     The  hon.  and 

gallant  Member  could  not  have  made  his 
Motion  under  any  circumstances,  because 
the  question  that  Mr.  Speaker  should 
leave  the  Chair  was  carried  by  the 
Division  which  took  place. 


Mb.  SEXTON :  But  he  might  have 
discussed  it.  He  might  have  made  his 
speech. 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  No  doubt  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  might  have 
made  his  speech,  but  he  could  not  have 
made  his  Motion.  I  understand  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  desired  to  do  more 
than  make  a  speech. 

Colonel  HUGHES :  No. 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  course  taken 
was  precisely  that  which  has  over  and 
over  again  been  taken  under  similar 
circumstances.  All  I  can  say  now  is 
that  if  hon.  Members  do  not  desire  to 
make  Progress,  I  have  no  objection  to 
this  Motion  being  carried,  and  then  I 
will  move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House 
forthwith. 

(12.28.)  Db.  TANNERT  (Cork  Co., 
Mid):  I  want  the  First  Lord  to  understand 
the  real  circumstances  of  the  case  in  con- 
nection with  to-night's  Sitting.  In  the 
course  of  the  last  few  days  we  were 
asked  by  a  Conservative  Whip  whether 
there  might  not  be  a  count-out  taken 
this  evening,  and  in  the  face  of  that 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 

(12.28.)  Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR:  I 
simply  wish  to  put  a  question 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
reference  to  Order  No.  35  (School 
Board  for  London  (Superannuation)  Bill). 
It  has  been  several  times  before  the 
House.  Are  the  Government  prepared 
to  accept  the  Second  Reading  and  refer 
the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  ?  I  am 
only  raising  the  question  in  the  interest 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Richard 
Temple),  to  whom  I  have  promised 
support.  

(12.29.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The 
First  Lord  has  suggested  a  course  which 
is  somewhat  inconvenient.  It  is  far 
better  to  run  through  the  Orders  than 
to  have  them  deferred  in  a  batch.  It  is 
far  better  to  let  the  day's  work  be  done 
in  the  day.  There  is  no  advantage  in  a 
sudden  Motion  for  Adjournment. 

•(12.29.)  Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  On  the 
whole,  I  think  it  is  better  to  move  the 
Adjournment,  seeing  there  is  no  disposi- 
tion to  make  progress  with  business  we 
have  before  us. 
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(12.29.)  Mb.  CONYBEARE:  It  is 
not  that  we  object  to  making  progress; 
we  object  to  the  shabby  dodge  the 
Government  have  resorted  to. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

ADJOUENMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith.) 

(12.31.)  Me.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR:  I  am 
not  going  to  oppose  the  Motion,  but  I 
call  on  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Evesham  to  witness,  that  I  have 
done  my  best  to  help  him  to  get  forward 
with  the  Bill  in  which  School  Board 
teachers  are  interested,  and  which  I  believe 
the  Government  are  in  favour  of.  I  under- 
took to  assist  the  hon.  Baronet  in  facili- 
tating the  progress  of  the  measure,  and 
if  I  have  failed  it  is  not  from  any  want 
of  zeal  on  my  part. 

•(12.31.)  Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Worcester, 
Evesham) :  I  thank  the  hon.  Gentleman 
for  his  assistance,  and  I  hope  that  on 
some  other  occasion  our  joint  efforts  may 
be  more  successful. 

(12.32.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  We 
cannot  pass  this  Motion  without  a 
protest  against  the  deliberate  attempt  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  fasten 
upon  us  responsibility  for  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  he  makes  the 
Motion  because  he  understands  there  is 
a  desire  on  our  part  not  to  go  on  with 
business.  So  far  is  that  from  the  fact 
that  we  have  made  an  offer  to  the 
Government  to  proceed  with  non-conten- 
tious business.  Among  this  there  are  the 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Pleuro- 
pneumonia Bill,  a  Government  measure 
they  profess  to  be  anxious  to  get  on  with, 
the  East  India  (Civil  Servants)  Com- 
mittee, the  Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  and  there  is  the  Statute  Law 
Revision  Bill,  all  Government  Orders, 
which  they  might  have  proceeded  with, 
but  for  reasons  of  their  own,  perhaps  to 
furnish  an  election  cry,  the  Government 
have  deliberately  refused  the  proposal 


to  go  through  the  Orders,  and  they  make 
this  sudden  Motion.  We  take  note  of 
their  action.  I  suppose  they  have  some 
motive  in  it,  possibly  it  foreshadows 
an  early  dissolution,  and  an  appeal  to  the 
country  on  the  question  of  obstruction. 
If  it  does,  I  can  tell  the  Government 
that  they  have  attempted  a  bad  piece  of 
tactics.  We  made  the  offer  to  proceed 
with  business  in  the  usual  way,  and 
it  was  deliberately  refused. 

(12.33.)  Mr.  SEXTON:  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  unwilling  to  do  more, 
perhaps  he  will  tell  us  what  be  proposes 
to  take  between  now  and  the  adjourn- 
ment for  the  holidays  ? 

*(12.33.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The 
desire  of  the  Government  is  to  pass  the 
Budget  Bill  before  the  holidays,  and 
to  that  end  we  propose  to  proceed  with 
it  day  by  day.  In  answer  to  the  remark 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  I  may 
point  out  that  we  did  desire  to  proceed 
with  a  Bill  that  was  practically  uncon- 
tested, and  were  met  with  a  Motion  to 
report  Progress.  I  yielded  to  that 
rather  than  subject  the  Committee  to  a 
protracted  discussion,  and  had  no  alter- 
native. 

*(12.34.)  Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch, 
Haggerston) :  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  make 
a  protest  against  the  course  the  Govern- 
ment have  pursued,  and,  for  my  part,  I 
am  disposed  to  divide  against  the  Motion 
now  submitted  to  us,  as  a  protest  against 
the  treatment  meted  out  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Woolwich  (Colonel  Hughes). 
If  the  Government  did  not  care  to  utilise 
the  three-quarters  of  an  hour  left  after  the 
Division  surely  they  might  have  allowed 
the  hon.  Member  the  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  important  Motion  standing 
in  bis  name.  It  seems  to  me  that 
when  questions  are  attempted  to  be 
raised  here  vitally  affecting  the  interests 
of  thousands  of  our  skilled  artisans 
and  labourers  —  I  have  noticed  it 
on  other  occasions  when  efforts 
have  been  made  to  discuss  these 
grievances — by  some  ingenious  process 
the  Motion  is  invariably  shunted.  Many 
of  us  remained  in  the  House  to-night  for 
the  purpose    of    supporting   the    hon. 
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Member  on  a  question  which,  in  my 
view,  is  a  far  more  serious  one  than 
that  upon  which  to-nigbt  we  have 
wasted  several  hours'  discussion.  But, 
whatever  view  may  be  taken  of  its  im- 
portance, we  had  the  reasonable  hope 
and  expectation  that  it  would  be  dis- 
cussed. The  Government  have  acted  in 
a  most  disingenious  manner  towards 
thousands  of  men  whose  complaints  the 
hon.  Member  for  Woolwich  was  to 
unfold  to-night.  If  I  get  any  assist- 
ance I  shall  register  my  protest  by 
taking  a  Division. 

(12.36.)  Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury,  E.) :  I  rose  just  now  to  make  a 
similar  protest,  and  I  entirely  endorse 
my  hon.  Friend's  remarks.  It  was 
known  that  many  of  us  were  waiting 
here  to  take  part  in  the  very  important 
discussion  we  expected.  The  importance 
of  the  subject  has  bean  indicated  by  the 
questions  which,  from  time  to  time, 
have  been  asked,  and  to  a  very  large 
number  of  the  artisan  class  it  is  of  serious 
interest.  Though,  by  the  Rules  of  the 
House,  the  Motion  could  not  technically 
have  been  made,  yet  in  three-quarters  of 
an  hour  we  could  have  ventilated  the 
grievances  complained  of,  and  could 
have  extracted  from  the  Ministerial 
Bench  some  statement  as  to  the  action 
the  Government  are  prepared  to  take. 
It  is  not  a  question  necessary  to  divide 
upon ;  it  is  for  the  Government  to  say  if 
they  will  assent  to  a  Committee,  and 
then  we  shall  know  what  course  to  take 
in  and  out  of  the  House.  Instead  of 
this,  we  have,  if  the  expression  is 
not  un-Parliamentary,  b3en  jockeyed 
out  of  the  Debate.  I  lodge  my 
emphatic  protest  against  this,  and, 
if  my  hon.  Friend  divides,  I  will 
with  pleasure  act  as  Teller  with  him. 
Then,  on  another  question.  We  have 
tried  to  get  the  School  Board  Super- 
annuation Bill  through  the  House,  and, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland 
Division  has  said,  it  would  have  been 
possible  to  have  taken  the  Second 
Reading  to-night.      We   all    know   the 


deep  interest  taken  in  this  measure  by 
school  teachers  throughout  the  country, 
and  the  Second  Reading  might  have  been 
taken  ;  but  simply  because  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  happen  to  have  their  way 
with  the  First*  Order  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  turns  round  in  dudgeon  and 
says,  there  shall  be  no  progress  with 
anything  else.  I  denounce  thi$  obstruc- 
tive policy  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

(12.40.)   Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I 

hope  a  Division  will  be  taken  as  a  protest 

against  these  tactics.     We  are  frequently 

blamed  for  what  is  called  wasting  time, 

but  here  we  are  anxious  and  eager  to  do 

business,  anxious  to  advance  a  Bill   a 

stage,  but  because,  for  reasons  that  seem 

good  to  themselves,  Members  objected  to 
proceeding  with  business  unexpactedly 
brought  on,  the  First  Lord,  in  a  fit  of 
temper,  makes  this  sudden  Motion  for 
adjournment.  I  think  we  certainly 
ought  to  divide  against  the  Motion. 

•(12.41.)  Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (  Wigan) : 
I  have  but  a  single  observation  to  make 
in  reference  to  the  School  Board  Super- 
annuation Bill,  and  that  is  that  I  and 
others  deeply  interested  in  the  work  of 
voluntary  schools  should  have  opposed 
the  Bill  in  the  strongest  manner  possible, 
and  the  Second  Reading  could  not  have 
passed  to-night.  More  than  that,  we 
have  had  support  in  our  opposition  from 
that  quarter  of  the  House  from  which 

we  now  hear  of  support  to  the  Bill.  It 
is  a  fact  that  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  have  on  previous  occasions  raised 
objection  to  the  Bill,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
they  will  do  the  same  on  future  occa- 
sions. It  is,  therefore,  unfair  to  say 
that  the  action  of  the  Government  has 
in  any  way  prevented  the  passing  of 
the  BUI. 

(12.42.)  Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (Holm- 
firth)  :  It  is  a  fact  that  should  not  pass 
without  comment  that  the  Government 
can  find  day  after  day  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  compensation  for  publicans, 
and  yet  they  are  unwilling  to  afford  40 
minutes  for  the  consideration  of  the  griev- 
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ances  of  a  body  of  public  servants,  whom 


the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Woolwich 

represents.     While  they  are  prepared  to 

spend   millions    in    the    one    case — for 

though  not  now,  millions  are  ultimately 

involved  —  they  will  not  hear  the 
grievances,  or  alleged  grievances,  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  desired  to  draw 
attention.'  I  sincerely  hope  the  protest 
will  be  carried  to  Division. 

(12.43.)  Colonel  HUGHES:  I  have 
no  wish  at  all  to  provoke  a  fierce  conten- 
tion. I  certainly  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  it  was  competent  for  me,  at 
least,  to  speak  to  the  Motion  of  which  I 
had  given  notice.  Perhaps,  Sir,  you 
will  be  good  enough  to  say  whether  I 
understand  the  point  rightly.  Is  it  the 
case  that  it  was  not  possible  for  me, 
after  the  Division  on  the  Motion  for  going 
intoSu  iply,  to  even  spaak  upon  the  second 
Motion?  [Cries  of  "  No."]  Could  I  not 
even  speak  to  my  Motion  unless  the 
Government    set  up  Supply    a   second 

time  ?  [Cries  of  "  No."]  If  that  is  the 
rule  I  must  bow  to  it;  but  if  I  am 
incorrect  it  seems  to  me  that  somehow,  in 
a  manner  I  do  not  understand,  I  have 
lost  a  right  I  thought  I  possessed  and 
should  not  have  lost.  Perhaps,  Sir,  I 
may  have  a  word  of  explanation  P 

•(12.44.)  Mr.  SPEAKER :  There  was 
no  need  for  the  Government  to  set  up 
Supply  again  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  to 
speak ;  the  Motion  for  Supply  was  still 
before  the  House  after  the  Division. 
After  the  result  of  the  Division  was  de- 
clared a  Member  of  the  Government 
rose  at  the  Table  and  said,  "Supply 
withdrawn,  Supply  Monday,"  and  this  I 
repeated  from  the  Chair.  I  was  not 
bound  to  call  upon  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  seeing  that  his  Motion  would 
be  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion  that  I 

leave  the  Chair.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  did  not  rise  when,  in  a  loud 
voice,  I  said,  "  Motion  withdrawn,  Supply 
Monday."  This  was  what  passed,  and 
when  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson 
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rose  and  said,  "  My  Motion  is  not  with- 
drawn," I  said  the  Motion  on  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member's  notice  gave 
him  the  right  to  speak  was  withdrawn. 
With  the  withdrawal  of  the  Motion  his 
right  disappeared. 

•(12.45.)  Sib  JULIAN  GOLDSMID 
(St.  Pancras,  E.) :  One  question,  Sir,  I 
beg  to  put  to  you.  Would  it  not  be 
more  convenient  that  the  question  for  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Motion  for  Supply 
should  be  put  from  the  Chair  in  the 
same  manner  as  ordinary  questions  upon 
which  there  is  right  of  discussion  ?  Pro- 
bably in  such  a  case  no  misunderstand- 
ing would  have  arisen.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  did  not  rise  quickly 
enough,  being  under  the  impression  that 
he  would  be  called ;  and  so  the 
Motion  for  Supply  was  withdrawn 
apparently  without  objection.  If,  Sir, 
you  could  adopt  the  practice  followed  in 
the  ordinary  course  of  putting  the 
Question  "That  the  Motion  be  with- 
drawn," no  such  difficulty  could  arise. 

•(12.45.)     Me.  SPEAKER:  The  hon. 

Baronet  will  observe  that  I  said  "  Motion 

withdrawn,  Supply  Monday."  It  was 
competent  for  any  hon.  Member  to  ques- 
tion that.  I  could  not  put  the  Question 
in  any  other  way. 

•(12.46.)    The  CHIEF  SECRETARY 

for    IRELAND    (Mr.    A.  J.   Baltour, 

Manchester,  E.) :  May  I  ask  you,  Sir, 

would  it  not  have  been  competent  for  the 
hon.  Member  to  have  made  his  speech 
on  the  Motion  for  withdrawal  of  Supply f 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :   The  hon.  Member 

being  under  the  impression  that  I  would 

call  upon  him  did  not  rise.  But  I  was 
not  bound  to  call  upon  him,  though  I 
expected  him  to  rise ;  but,  when  the 
Motion  for  withdrawal  came,  I  was 
under  the  impression  that  the  whole 
thing  had  been  arranged. 

(12.47.)  Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Brad- 
ford, W.) :  I  must  say  I  think  the 
Government  have  acted  with  very  little 
consideration  for  one  of  their  own  sup- 
porters. They  knew  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  the  notice  on  the  Paper, 
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and  the  j  should  have  known  the  import- 
ance of  the  subject.  I  do  not  say  what  line 
I  may  have  taken  on  the  case  put  forward; 
but  I  do  say  it  is  a  gross  injustice 
towards  a  great  body  of  men  outside, 
as  well  as  to  those  who  had  been  waiting 
here  through  the  evening,  to  refuse  to 
have  the  case  heard,  and  it  is  but  scant 
courtesy  to  one  of  their  own  supporters. 

(12.48.)  Mb.  A.  J.  Balfour  rising 
was  met  with  cries  of  "  spoken." 

Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  :  I  rise  to  order, 
Sir.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  al- 
ready spoken.  If  he  asks  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  I  apprehend  there  will  be 
no  objection  to  his  speaking  again,  but 
he  has  no  right  to  speak  again. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER :  Only  by  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House  can  a  Member  speak 
the  second  time.  [Cries  of  "Ask  in- 
dulgence." ] 

•Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  quite 
willing  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  ;  but  I  think,  Sir,  you  will  allow 
that  when  I  rose  just  now  it  was  to  ask 
your  opinion  on  a  point  of  order,  and  by 
doing  this  I  am  not  awaie  that  I 
exhausted  my  right  of  speaking.  But  I 
have  no  wish  to  insist  on  the  right  I  think 
I  possess,  and  I  will  ask  the  indulgence 
of  hon.  Oentlemen  if  they  will  listen  to 
a  word  or  two.  We  are  attacked  for  a 
want  of  generosity  towards  those  whom 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  so  ably 
represents.  But,  in  the  first  place,  the 
Government  have  acted  strictly  in 
accordance  with  the  usual  practice  ;  and, 
secondly,  if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man had  thoroughly  understood  the  pro- 
cedure usual  on  these  occasions,  and  had 
risen  immediately  after  the  Division 
had  been  declared,  he  would  probably 
have  been  called  upon,  and  he  would 

have  had  the  opportunity  of  making  the 
statement  he  desires  to  make.  He  could 
have  laid  the  case  of  the  workmen  in 
the  Government  establishments  before 
the  House,  but  he  could  not  have  made 


his  Motion  or  have  taken  a 
All  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
could  have  done  under  any  circumstances 
was  to  make  his  speech,  and  he  had  the 
opportunity  under  the  ordinary  Rules  of 
the  House  had  he  risen.  The  Govern- 
ment strictly  followed  the  ordinary  pro* 
cedure  on  Friday  nights,  and  nothing 
that  was  done  was  intended  to  prevent, 
or  could  have  prevented,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  making  that  state* 
ment  to  which  we  should  all  have 
listened  with  great  interest. 

(12.50.)  Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.): 
It  seems  to  me  the  Government  did  not 
follow  the  usual  course,  but  a  very  un- 
usual course.  What  occurred?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Woolwich  did  rise  to  address 
the  House  as  soon  as  the  opportunity 
offered  ;  but  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, availing  himself  of  his  nearer 
proximity  to  the  Table,  took  a  course 
utterly  without  parallel  in  my  recollec- 
tion of  proceedings  on  Friday  nights. 
The  Government,  knowing  there  was  a 
Member  behind  them  who  had  an  im- 
portant Motion  to  bring  forward — and  I 
may  mention  a  very  embarrassing 
Motion,  indeed,  for  the  Government — a 
very  important  matter  for  consideration, 
and  knowing  that  he  would  make  his 
statement,  without  taking  the  trouble  to 
look  round  to  see  whether  the  hon. 
Member  was  prepared  to  rise  or  not, 
sidled  up  to  the  Table  and  requested  the 
withdrawal  of  the  original  Motion  for 
Supply  before  the  hon.  Member  or  any- 
one  else  was  aware  of  what  was  being 
done.  The  fact  is,  both  the  hon.  Member 
and  those  of  us  on  this  side,  who  I  may 
perhaps  say  are  more  up  to  the  tricks 
and  dodges  of  debate  than  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  is,  were  taken  by  sur- 
prise by  the  rapid  manoeuvre  executed  by 
the  Government,  and  before  we  had  time 
to  appreciate  the  situation  the  right  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Woolwich  was  gone. 
All  that  I  can  say  is,  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  practised  such  a  trick  upon  a 
Member  of  our  Party  they  would  hear  a 
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great  deal  more  of  it  than  perhaps  they 
may  from  their  own  supporters.  I  am 
sure  the  Government  would  not  dream 
of  attempting  such  a  trick  against  one  of 
their  opponents.  All  I  can  say  is,  daring 
the  time  1  have  been  in  the  House,  and 
I  have  been  a  close  observer  of  proceed- 
ings, I  have  never  seen  such  a  thing 
done  before. 

(12.54.)  Mr.  Mac  Neill  rose  in  his 
place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the 
Question  be  now  put ; "  but  Mr.  Speaker 
withheld  his  assent,  and  declined  then 
to  put  that  Question. 

'   Debate  resumed. 

(12.54.)  Mr.  CHARLES  DARLING 
(Deptford)  :  It  was  my  desire  to  second 
the  Motion  standing  in  the  name  of  my 
hon.  Friend  tho  Member  for  Woolwich, 
and,  for  my  own  part,  I  do  not  think — 
and  I  do  not  think  that  my  hon.  Friend 
believes  either — that  any  kind  of  trick  has 
been  practised  against  us.  It  is  perfectly 
obvious  that  if  my  hon.  Friend  had 
understood  what  the  hon.  Member  calls 
the  dodges  of  this  House,  as  well  as  hon. 
Members  do  who  have  made  them  the 
subject  of  study  and  practice,  he  might, 
without  being  called  upon,  and  after  the 
Government  had  made  the  Motion  for 
withdrawal,  have  done  exactly  what  he 
could  have  done  before.  [Cries  of"l$ol  " 
and  "  Divide  !  "]  It  will  be  easier  to 
divide  if  I  am  allowed  to  proceed  without 
interruption.  It  is  perfectly  obvious  my 
hon.  Friend  might  have  made  the  speech 
he  intended  to  make,  and  others  inter- 
ested in  the  subject  might  have  followed 
him;  but,  after  all,  the  time  at  our 
disposal  was  only  that  between  12.15  and 
1  o'clock,  and,  I  must  say,  I  think  that 
those  who  have  complained  that  we  did 
not  proceed  with  the  subject  at  12.15 
are  far  more  anxious   to   make   out   a 

grievance  against  the  Government  than 
to  have  an  adequate  and  effective 
discussion  of  the  subject  itself.  We 
desired  to  go  to  a  Division,  but 
Mr.  Dillon 


we  could  not  have  done  so.  ["Yes."] 
We  could  not  have  done  so.  I  prefer  the 
opinion  of  the  Speaker  to  that  of  any  hon. 
Member.  We  could  not  have  gone  to  a 
Division.  [Cries  of  "Agreed."]  No, 
we  are  not  agreed  yet.  What  my  hon. 
Friend  and  I,  with  others  who  support 
him,  desire  if  we  do  not  get  the  inquiry 
for  which  we  ask  is  that  we  should  be 
able  to  take  a  Division  on  the  subject. 

(12.58.)  Mr.  R.  Phiupps  (Lanark, 
Mid)  rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to 
move,  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

•Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  have  not  thought 

it  right  to  put  the  Question.  The  Motion 

before  the  House   is  the  Adjournment ; 

and  in  two  minutes  I  shall,  in  accordance 

with  the  Rules  of  the  House,  leave  the 
Chair,  and,  therefore,  I  do  not  think  1  am 
called  upon  to  put  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  a  Division. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  On  a  point  of  order, 

Sir,  I  would  ask  you  whether,  if  the  hon. 

Member  for  Woolwich  had  spoken  after 

the  Division,  he  could  not  have  divided 
the  House  on  the  Main  Question,  that 
you  do  leave  the  Chair  ? 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER :  Yes ;  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  could  have  challenged  a  Division  on 
the  Motion  that  I  now  leave  the  Chair 
but  not  on  his  own  Motion. 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  ior 
INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst,  Chatham): 
May  I  ask  you,  Sir,  if  any  Member  had 
objected  to  the  withdrawal  of  Supply 
could  the  Motion  have  been  withdrawn 
without  discussion  ? 

•Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  Motion  could 
not  have  been  withdrawn  under  those 
circumstances.  As  I  have  already  ex- 
plained, I  put  the  Question  "Motion 
withdrawn,"  "  Supply  Monday."  These 
were  the  words  that  passed  my  lips. 

It  being  One  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker 
adjourned  the  House  without  Question 
put. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock 
till  Monday  next. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Monday,  19th  May,  1890. 


COUBT  OP  CHANCERY  OF    LANCASTER   BILL. 

(No.  93.) 
A  Bill  to  further  improve  the  administration 
of  justice  in  the  Court  of   Chancery  of   the 
County  Palatine  of  Lancaster  :  And 

OFFENCES  COMMITTED  ABROAD  BILL. 
(No.  94.) 
A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  respecting  the 
arrest,  detention,  trial,  and  punishment  of 
persons  committing  offences  abroad — were  pre- 
sented by  the  Lord  Chancellor ;  read  1'  ;  and 
to  be  printed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  AUDITS. 

QUESTION — OBSERVATIONS. 

•Earl  SPENCER :    My  Lords,  I  have 

given  private  notice  to  my  noble  Friend 

the  noble  Earl  who  represents  the  Local 

Government  Board  of  a  question  of  con- 
siderable importance  to  County  Councils, 
which  I  desire  to  ask.  It  relates  to  the 
audit  under  the  Local  Government  Act 
of  1888.  I  understand  that  some  of  the 
auditors  consider  they  ought  to  audit 
sums  of  money  which  have  been  paid  by 
Quarter  Sessions  after  the  appointed  day 
for  current  expenditure,  which  were  due 
under  their  order,  before  the  County 
Councils  came  into  existence.  Those 
amounts  in  some  counties  reach  a  very 
considerable  sum,  but  whether  the 
amount  be  considerable  or  not,  it  will 
involve  considerable  trouble  on  those 
who  have  to  deal  with  the  accounts. 
So  far  as  I  understand  it,  there  is  a 
clause  in  the  Act  which  enables  Magis- 
trates after  the  appointed  day  to  pay 
sums  of  this  sort.  The  clause  which  I 
understand  the  auditors  rely  upon  seems 
to  me  only  to  refer  to  mortgages  and 
liabilities  of  that  kind  which  are  handed 
over  to  the  County  Councils ;  but  what 
will  possibly  occur  is  this,  that  the 
auditors  may  insist  upon  auditing  those 
sums  paid  by  the  Quarter  Sessions,  and, 
as  it  appears  to  me,  for  no  purpose  what- 
ever. If  every  one  of  those  charges 
should  be  incorrect  the  auditor  could 
not  surcharge  the  Magistrate,  and  he 
certainly  could  not  surcharge  the  County 
Council.      I   should  like,   therefore,   to 
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know  from  my  noble  Friend  what  view 
the  Local  Government  Board  take  of 
this  matter.  It  is  a  matter  which  affects 
a  very  considerable  number  of  County 
Councils.  I  will,  therefore,  ask  my  noble 
Friend  whether  the  auditors  appointed 
under  the  Local  Government  Act,  1888, 
will  audit  payments  made  after  the 
appointed  day  by  the  Justices  of  Quarter 
Sessions  for  expenditure  incurred  before 
their  jurisdiction  over  county  fiscal  busi- 
ness ceased  ? 

♦The  Earl  of  JERSEY:  The  ques- 
tion which  the  noble  Earl  has  put  to  me 
is  one,  no  doubt,  of  great  importance  to 
County  Councils  at  this  moment,  and  I 
hope  the  answer  I  have  to  give  him  will 
put  the  matter  in  a  clear  and  intelligible 
light.     The   Local    Government    Board 

considers  that  all  payments  which  were 
made  from  the  county  treasuries  after 
the  1st  April,  1889,  although  they  may 
have  been  made  under  orders  of  Justices 
in  Quarter  Sessions,  are  subject  to  audit 
by  the  County  District  Auditors.  Sec- 
tion 64  of  the  Act  of  1888  provides  that 
after  the  appointed  day,  that  is,  the  1st 
April,  1889,  all  property  and  monies 
belonging  to  Quarter  Sessions  of  a 
county  shall  be  vested  in  the  County 
Councils,  and  the  monies  in  the  hands 
of  the  County  Treasurer  who,  up  to  that 
time,  was  an  officer  of  Quarter  Sessions, 
but  who  after  the  1st  April,  1889,  be- 
came an  officer  of  the.  County  Council, 
therefore  became  the  property  of  the 
County  Council  on  that  day.  From  that 
date  the  County  Treasurer  became  under 
Section  118  (13)  of  the  Act  an  officer  of 
the  County  Council.  As  regards  audit, 
it  is  expressly  provided  by  Section  71  (3) 
of  the  Act  that  the  accounts  of  the 
County  Treasurer  shall  be  subject  to 
audit  by  the  District  Auditor  appointed 
by  the  Local  Government  Board.  If  in 
any  case  the  accounts  of  the  payments 
which  are  referred  to  in  the  question  have 
not  been  included  in  the  accounts  of  the 
County  Councils,  it  will  not  be  necessary 
that  those  accounts  should  be  rewritten. 
The  requirements  of  the  Statute  will  be 
regarded  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  as  satisfied  if  a  supplemental  or 
separate  account  is  furnished  in  respect 
of  the  payments  made  by  the  treasurer 
after  the  appointed  day  under  orders  of 
Quarter    Sessions.       No    doubt    under 
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Section  106  (7)  of  the  Act  the  Quarter 
Sessions  are  empowered  to  make  after 
the  appointed  day  orders  for  the 
ordinary  quarterly  payments ;  but  as 
those  payments  will  be  made  out  of 
monies  which  have  become  vested 
in  the  County  Council  and  by  the  County 
Treasury  who  has  become  an  officer  of 
the  County  Council,  it  appears  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  that  these 
payments,  like  all  other  payments  made 
by  the  County  Treasurer  after  the 
appointed  day,  should  be  included  in  the 
accounts  submitted  for  audit.  I  will  add 
that  the  Local  Government  Board, 
whilst  it  must  insist  upon  an  efficient 
audit,  is  anxious  to  cause  as  little  trouble 
as  possible  to  County  Councils. 

The   Earl    op    KIMBERLEY :    The 

noble    Earl     has     not     answered     that 

part  of  my  noble  Friend's  question  as  to 

the  power  of  the  County  Councils,  because 
neither  of  the  bodies  appears  to  be  re- 
sponsible to  the  auditor. 

*Eabl  SPENCER :  What  is  the  use  of 
his  auditing  if  he  cannot  surcharge  any- 
body? 

*Thb  Eabl   of  JERSEY  :    It  may  be 

assumed  that  the  accounts  are  correct,  as 

they  have  been  passed  by  the  Quarter 

Sessions.  It  would  be  inconvenient,  how- 
ever, if  sums  of  money  which  have  been 
paid  by  the  County  Councils  under  orders 
of  the  Quarter  Sessions  could  not  be 
audited,  as  the  payments  have  been  made 
out  of  monies  of  the  County  Council, 
whose  accounts  must,  according  to 
Statute,  be  audited. 

SOCIALISTIC  LEGISLATION. 

♦The  Earl  op  WEMYSS :  My  Lords,  I 
have  on  two  previous  occasions  ventured 
to  bring  before  your  Lordships  the  subject 
which  stands  in  my  name  on  the  Paper. 
I  did  so  in  1885,  and  again  in  1887,  and 
I  had  hoped  to  do  so  again  at  the  close 
of  last  Session,  but  illness  prevented  my 
being  able  to  be  present  in  your  Lord- 
ships' House.  On  the  last  occasion  my 
audience  consisted  of  seven  Peers,  and  I 
am  not  quite  certain  that  they  all  sat  out 
my  speech.  This  time  there  is  a  goodly 
array  of  your  Lordships  present,  which  I 
attribute  to  the  fact  that  Socialism 
is  yearly  acquiring  greater  importance. 
It  is  a  subject  which  cannot  be 
The  Earl  of  Wemyss 


blinked,    but    which    must    be    boldly 
looked  in  the  face.     But  I  am  not  sure, 
as  regards  the  speaker,  who  has  to  bring 
this  question  forward,  that  it  would  not 
have  been  better  for  him  that  he  should 
have  the  chance  of  boring  seven  rather 
than  seventy  of  your  Lordships.    But  I 
ask  your  Lordships'  patience,  as,  without 
entering  into  some  details,  it  is  impos- 
sible  to    give    your*  Lordships    a   fair 
summary  of  the  Socialistic  situation.   On 
the  last  occasion  I   divided  my  subject 
into  the   Socialism   of  the   streets,  the 
Socialism     of    the    schools    or     of  the 
philosophers  who  wrote  on  the  question, 
and  the  Socialism  of  the  Senate,  or  legis- 
lative action.     I  propose  to  adhere  to  the 
same  division,  only  inverting  the  order, 
the  Socialism  of  the  streets  having  of  late 
acquired  much  more  importance  than  it 
had  when  I  first  brought  the  subject  for- 
ward.    My  Lords,  I  propose,  then,  first 
to  call  your  attention  to  the  most  pro- 
minent of  what  I  venture  to  call  the 
Socialistic  measures  which   have    been 
either  passed  or  brought  into  one  or  other 
of  the  Housesof  Parliament.  The  first  ques- 
tion, I  have  no  doubt,  which  your  Lord- 
ships will  ask  is,  What  is  a  Socialistic 
measure  %    ["  Hear,  hear  !  "]     The  noble 
Marquess  cheers,  but  I  will  state  that  at 
once.      The  last  time  I  spoke  on  this 
subject  I  defined  Socialistic  legislation 
to  be  "  legislative  cuitailment  of  liberty 
and  legislative  confiscation  of  property 
for  the  benefit  of  the  politician."    But 
on  this  occasion    I    will   apply  a  test 
to    Bills    which     I     think    my    noble 
Friends   on  my  right  cannot    possibly 
object    to.      I    hold    all    measures    to 
be  Socialistic  which,   up  to    a  certain 
date,  about  20  or  25  years  ago,  were 
held  by  the  old  Liberal  Party,  and  by 
the   political  economists  of  those  days, 
to  be  outside  the  province  of  Parliament. 
At  that  time  the  object  of  Parliament 
was  to  free  men  from  restrictions  and 
to  take  away  whatever  inequalities  they 
considered  to  exist  in  legislation,  so  that 
men  might  be  free  and  unfettered  to  run 
the  race  of  life.     At  that  time,  down  to 
1860,  so  successful  had  Parliament  been 
in  freeing  men  by  legislation  that  a  well- 
known  Liberal  writer,  Mr.  Bagehot,  said 
that  there   would   soon   be  nothing  left 
for  Parliament  to  do.     But,  my  Lords, 
this  was  in  pre- G  lads tonian  days ;  since 
then  a  new  spirit  has  arisen,  for  since 
1870  all  the   endeavours  of  Parliament 
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have  been  directed  to  undo  the  work 
of  previous  Legislatures,  and  again  im- 
pose restrictions.  Land  was,  no  doubt, 
the  first  subject  of  retrograde  legislation, 
under  the  Irish  Act  of  1870.  But  since 
then  every  great  interest  in  turn — houses, 
ships,  railways — in  short,  all  the  great  in- 
terests in  the  State,  have  been,  more  or 
less,  the  objects  of  attack  and  of  grand- 
motherly legislation.  I  rejoice  at  that,  and 
on  this  ground,  that  when  the  property  of 
the  Irish  landlords  was  shamefully  con- 
fiscated the  other  great  interests  stood 
calmly  by  and  allowed  this  legislation  to 
take  place.  It  was  as  if  they  said  to 
themselves,  "  Let  the  galled  jade  (land) 
wince,  our  withers  are  unwrung."  But 
they  are  no  longer  unwrung,  and  other 
interests  now  see  the  danger  that  hangs 
over  them,  for  they  are  all,  more  or  less, 
the  subject  of  attack,  and  they  find  that 
they  must  combine,  irrespective  of  Party, 
to  resist  the  State  Regulator  and  robber. 
My  Lords,  I  have  used  a  strong  term, 
but  I  think  the  legislation  that  has  been 
passed  justifies  it,  and,  indeed,  to  call  a 
spade  a  spade  is  about  the  only  satisfaction 
that  is  left  to  us.  But  while  saying  this, 
I  wish  to  guard  myself  upon  one  point. 
I  should  like  to  express  the  sympathy  I 
honestly  feel  for  the  poor.  I  do  not 
believe  there  are  any  of  your  Lordships 
who  have  keener  sympathy  than  myself 
with  the  trials  of  the  poor,  and  the  load 
that  lies  on  the  shoulders  of  labour,  or 
who  would  more  gladly  lighten  the  toils 
of  the  worker  and  relieve  Mm,  if  possible, 
of  the  burden  he  has  to  bear.  But  I  do 
not  think  the  best  way  to  do  that  is  by 
false  economies ;  and  the  worst  method 
of  all  is  to  shake  confidence  in  the 
security  of  property — the  soul  of  success 
and  prosperity  in  a  mercantile  com- 
munity—by confiscating  the  property  of 
one  set  of  people  for  the  supposed  benefit 
of  another.  There  is,  moreover,  a  vital 
point  which  should  not  be  forgotten  in 
considering  these  questions,  and  in  taking 
what  is  called  the  harsh  political-economy 
view  of  these  measures.  It  should  be 
remembered  that  we  have  had  in  this 
country — I  do  not  know  whether  it  exists 
in  America,  I  know  it  does  not  exist  in 
France,  Belgium,  or  Germany — a  Poor 
Law  since  the  time  of  Elizabeth,  under 
which  property  to  the  uttermost  farthing 
crm  be  rated,  if  need  be,  for  the  benefit 
of  the  poor.  Now,  my  Lords,  having 
prefaced  this  much,  I  turn  to  the  Acts 


and  Bills  which,  within  the  last  few 
years,  have  come  before  Parliament.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  list  of  those  measures  ; 
and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  when  you 
look  over  them  you  will  find  they  are  not 
all  Liberal  and  Radical  measures,  but 
that  the  Conservatives  have  their  fair 
share  of  them.  Your  Lordships  will  re- 
collect the  definition  I  have  given  of  what 
I  consider  to  be  Socialistic  measures, 
namely,  measures  which  in  the  days  of 
genuine  true  Liberalism  would  have 
been  considered  outside  the  province  of 
Parliament.  During  the  five  years  from 
1885  to  1889  inclusive,  318  Bills  of  the 
character  to  which  I  refer  were  brought 
in,  and  40  became  Acts  of  Parliament. 
In  1888  there  were  89  Bills  of  that 
character  brought  in,  and  eight  became 
Acts.  Of  those  89  Bills,  51  were  brought 
in  by  Liberals  and  Nationalists,  and  three 
of  them  were  carried  ;  38  were  brought 
in  by  Conservative  Unionists,  and  five 
became  Acts.  In  1889  there  were  67  Bills 
brought  in,  of  which  10  became  Acts ;  of 
those  the  Liberals  and  Nationalists  brought 
in  35  Bills,  and  carried  three  as  Acts, 
and  32  were  brought  in  by  Conservative 
Unionists,  of  which  seven  were  carried. 
Now,  my  Lords,  what  is  the  character  of 
all  this  legislation  ?  It  is  to  substi- 
tute State-help  for  self-help,  to  regu- 
late and  control  men  in  their  dealings 
one  with  another  with  regard  to  land  or 
anything  else.  The  State  now  forbids  con- 
tracts, breaks  contracts,  makes  contracts. 
The  whole  tendency  is  to  substitute  the 
State  or  the  Municipality  for  the  free 
action  of  the  individual.  I  have  said 
that  land  was  the  first  subject  of  attack. 
I  need  not  trouble  your  Lordships  with 
many  instances  of  that ;  I  will  simply 
state  generally  that  measures  affecting 
land  are,  in  the  main,  for  the  purpose  of 
putting  the  State  or  the  tenants  practi- 
cally, more  or  less,  in  the  position  of  the 
landlords,  and  to  give  them,  more  or  less, 
control  of  the  landlords'  estates.  Of  the 
Acts  passed  in  1888  there  were  a  Law  of 
Distress  Amendment  Act  as  regards  lands 
and  houses,  a  measure  for  the  preferen- 
tial payment  of  wages,  a  Public  Health 
Amendment  Act,  by  which,  without  com- 
pensation, when  landlords  exercised  their 
right  of  reserving  land  for  building  upon 
at  any  future  time,  they  were  deprived 
of  it  as  regarded  any  gardens  which 
they  had  temporarily  set  aside  for  that 
purpose.  The  tendency  to  State  inter- 
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ference  is  seen  in  every  direction ;  land, 
capital  and  labour,  railways  and  canals, 
trade  and  commerce,  education,  shipping, 
have  been  dealt  with  very  freely  in  the 
same  way.  There  has  been  a  Government 
Bill  dealing  with  technical  education  and 
providing  for  the  addition  of  a  technical 
workshop  to  every  elementary  school. 
But  just  listen  for  a  moment,  my  Lords, 
to  the  sort  of  grandmotherly  legislation 
we  have  had  with  regard  to  merchant 
ships.     The  Merchant  Shipping  Act  of 

1888  empowers  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  enforce  various  regu- 
lations upon  the  owners  of  sea-going 
ships  by  the  imposition  of  £100  fine. 
Those  are  regulations  affecting  the 
quality  and  description  of  boats,  life- 
rafts,  life-jackets,  and  life-buoys  to  be 
carried,  as  to  the  method  of  using  life- 
boats, and  providing  oil  in  stormy, 
weather.  Inspectors  are  appointed  to 
see  to  those  things.  Under  the  head  of 
trades  and  manufactures  I  find  that  the 
Employers'  Liability  Act  has  been 
extended,  so  that  men  shall  not  contract 
themselves  out  of  the  Act.  There  you 
have   interference  with   contracts.      In 

1889  we  had  a  very  remarkable  Bill 
brought  in  by  the  Conservatives,  refer- 
ring to  cotton-cloth  factories.  It  is  to 
enable  State  Inspectors  to  regulate,  under 
heavy  fines,  the  amount  of  artificial 
moisture  to  be  permitted  in  the  atmos- 
phere of  the  factories ;  to  prevent  the 
temperature  being  raised  above  70 
degrees ;  to  ensure  the  placing  in  such 
factories,  and  keeping  in  working  order, 
two  standard  wet  and  dry  thermometers  ; 
that  the  readings  shall  be  recorded  daily 
between  certain  hours,  and  that  they 
shall  be  kept  in  a  properly  glazed  frame  ; 
and  there  are  other  provisions  with 
regard  to  the  inhalation  of  dust  and  the 
humidity  of  the  air.  That,  my  Lords, 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  stretch  of 
even  grandmotherly  legislation.  Then 
with  regard  to  the  Government  Bill 
dealing  with  technical  education — by 
which,  as  I  understand,  it  is  to  be 
in  the  power  of  Local  Bodies  to 
establish  technical  schools,  and  to  attach 
workshops  to  almost  every  school — 
I  should  like  to  ask  what  was  the  Ken- 
sington Museum  established  for  ?  What 
are  the  schools  of  art  throughout  the 
country  in  connection  with  it  for  but  for 
this  purpose  1  And  I  believe  they  have 
worked  very  successfully.    But,  after  all, 

Ike  Earl  of  Wemyss 


it  has  not  been  by  technical  workshops, 
provided  out  of  public  funds,  that  Eng- 
land has  obtained  her  supremacy  in  the 
manufacturing  world.  Lord  Armstrong 
has  condemned  this  system  of  public 
technical  education,  and  he  has  written 
most  ably  against  it.  Further,  there  has 
sprung  up  of  late  a  system  of  what 
are  called  "Home- Art  Industries,"  origi- 
nated, I  believe,  by  my  noble  Friend, 
Earl  Brownlow.  It  is  spreading,  in 
all  parts  of  the  country,  and  I  know 
it  has  succeeded  admirably  well  in  my 
own  district.  Most  excellent  work  is  being 
done  in  that  way  entirely  voluntarily, 
without  any  demands  being  made  upon 
the  rates  for  establishing  technical  work- 
shops, and  simply,  as  many  excellent 
things  have  grown  up  in  this  country, 
by  the  voluntary  action  of  people  who 
are  free,  enterprising,  and  indepen- 
dent. I  venture,  therefore,  to  say,  my 
Lords,  that  these  technical  schools  are 
neither  necessary  nor  desirable.  Let 
me  now  turn  for  a  moment  to  the 
Bills  which  have  been  brought  in 
within  the  last  two  years.  I  will  only 
take  a  few  of  them.  One  measure 
which  was  to  have  come  before  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  and  which  may, 
perhaps,  some  day  reach  your  Lordships' 
House,  is  called  the  Access  to  Mountains 
Bill,  which  will  empower  people  to 
go  for  scientific  or  artistic  purposes 
everywhere  except  where  there  may 
be  enclosures  or  plantations.  That  is 
really  a  measure  to  permit  the  public 
generally  to  roam  at  large.  I  am  speak- 
ing in  the  presence  of  Scotchmen  and 
Yorkshiremen  who  know  what  moors 
are,  and  I  venture  to  say  that,  in  regard 
to  property,  the  value  of  the  grouse 
on  Scotch  moors  is  probably  equal  to 
that  of  the  sheep  on  them.  Thus,  this 
proposal  might  destroy  much  valuable 
property.  If  the  Bill  ever  comes  before 
your  Lordships,  I  hope  you  will  take 
care  not  to  permit  people  to  travel 
freely  over  moors,  and  destroy  the 
grouse  in  the  nesting  season.  I  do  not 
think  that  men  would  be  allowed  for 
a  moment,  for  any  scientific  or  artistic 
purposss,  to  walk  freely  through  cab- 
bage gardens,  or  over  strawberry  beds. 
The  grouse  and  deer  are  about  the 
most  valuable  properties  our  mountains 
produce.  Then  there  is  the  question 
of  fishing,  in  which  many  of  your  Lord- 
ships are  interested.     Another  Bill  has 
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been  brought  in  to  make  all  fishing 
common,  except  salmon.  I  am  not  sure 
whether  it  is  that  Bill  which  contains  a 
very  remarkable  provision,  bnt  I  know 
a  Bill  was  brought  in  which  insisted 
that  the  riparian  owners,  whose  property- 
was  thus  to  be  taken  from  them  and 
given  to  the  public,  were  to  make  paths 
along  the  rivers  and  streams,  and  if  they 
did  not  do  so,  and  their  fences  were 
broken  down,  the  responsibility  for  any 
damage  was  thrown  upon  them,  and  not 
upon  the  trespassers.  Next  there  was 
the  Leasehold  Enfranchisement  Bill. 
That  is  a  nice-  measure  !  It  provides 
that  anybody  who  has  an  unexpired  lease 
of  20  years,  shall  be  able  to  go  to  some 
Public  Authority  and  claim  to  be  allowed 
to  transform  his  leasehold  into  a  freehold. 
And  not  only  does  that  refer  to  houses, 
but  if  there  are  three  acres  of  ground  he 
can  enforce  a  sale.  Can  anything  be 
more  immoral  than  such  a  proposal  1  A 
man  takes  a  lease,  I  do  not  care  whether 
it  be  of  a  town  house,  a  country  house,  or  a 
cottage,  with  his  eyes  open,  and  having 
entered  into  a  contract  to  give  up  peace- 
able possession  at  the  end  of  his  term, 
lie  comes  to  Parliament  and  asks  Parlia- 
ment to  break  his  contract,  and  to 
enable  him  to  force  his  landlord  to  sell. 
I  venture  to  say  that  is  absolutely 
and  entirely  immoral  and  demoralising. 
I  am  myself  a  tenant  of  the  Crown 
in  this  City,  and  if  I  were  to  endea- 
vour, by  passing  such  a  Bill  as  this, 
to  force  my  landlord  to  ssll  I  should 
consider  myself  neither  more  nor  less 
than  a  thief !  That  may  not  be  the 
view  of  the  State  ;  but  I  think  it  is  the 
simple,  plain,  honest,  and  straightforward 
view  of  this  question.  Then  there  are 
three  Bills  which  have  reference  to 
mines.  One  of  them  is  called  the  Eight 
Hours'  Bill,  and  another  refers  to  quar- 
ries. This  is  a  very  remarkable  Bill. 
It  is  brought  in  by  a  Liberal,  and  it 
prescribes  the  angle  at  which  ladders  are 
to  be  placad,  the  distances  at  which 
platforms  are  to  be  fixed  ;  and,  further, 
that  an  Inspector  is  to  go  round,  and  the 
owner  or  person  working  the  quarry  is  to 
state  to  him  the  amount  of  produce  from 
his  mine  and  the  quantity  of  metal  in 
the  mineral  got.  This  is  the  way  trade 
is  expected  to  be  carried  on.  If  this  pro- 
posal were  to  become  law  quarries  would 
simply  become  unworkable  to  their 
owners,  or  those  who  at  present  work  I 


them.  I  will  pass  over  the  Canals  andRail- 
ways,  though  there  is  a  Bill  which  proposes 
to  empower  Municipalities  to  force  the 
sale  of  them.  But  there  is  one  Conserva- 
tive Bill  which  1  will  mention,  which 
prescribes  the  size  of  the  lettering  at 
Railway  Stations.  There  are  19 
Bills  affecting  trade  and  manufactures. 
One  of  them  is  very  remarkable,  about 
hand-loom  weaving.  A  Temporary 
Dwellings'  Bill  provides  that  an  Inspector 
shall  have  power,  at  any  time  between 
the  hours  of  6  a.m.  and  9  p.m.,  that  is 
many  hours  after  dark  during  a  great 
part  of  the  year,  to  enter  temporary 
dwellings,  including  all  houses  on  wheels 
excepting,  I  believe,  shepherds'  huts. 
Then  there  is  another  Bill  to  compel  the 
payment  of  wages  weekly.  If  you  begin 
by  compelling  the  payment  of  wages 
weekly,  how  long  will  it  be,  having  once 
established  such  a  principle  as  that, 
before  you  fix  the  rates  of  wages  to  be 
paid?  Another  compulsory  measure  is 
the  Shops'  Half-holiday  Bill.  Then  there 
have  been  introduced  no  less  than  10  Bills 
in  reference  to  alcohol,  with  which  I 
shall  not  trouble  your  Lordships  further 
than  to  say  that  it  is  a  pity  that  those  in 
power  listen  as  they  do  to  those  who, 
in  regard  to  this  matter  of  temperance, 
are  so  active  and  who  make  so  much 
noise.  They  would  do  far  better  if  they 
relied  on  the  fact  that  999  out  of  every 
1,000  Englishmen  prefer,  on  the  whole, 
beer  to  water.  I  think  we  may  say  in 
England  that  every  man  has  been  more 
or  less  "  sworn  on  the  Horns  at  High- 
gate  ; "  by  which  I  believe  it  is  under- 
stood that  a  man  swears  "  he  will 
never  drink  small-beer  as  long  as 
he  can  get  ale,  and  that  he  will  never 
drink  water  as  long  as  he  can  get  small- 
beer."  Yet  we  have  Parliament  giving 
heed  to  the  noisy  faddists  who  go  about 
the  country  advocating  all  sorts  of  what 
they  call  reforms,  and  crying  out  for 
prohibitory  legislation  in  the  face  of  the 
fact  that  such  legislation  has  signally 
failed  wherever  it  has  been  tried,  as  in 
America  and  Canada.  Your  Lordships 
may  remember  a  famous  passage  in  one 
of  Burke's  speeches,  in  which  he  says 
that— 

"To  listen  to  the  grasshoppers  you  would 
imagine  they  were  the  only  occupants  of  a 
field  in  which  a  herd  of  oxen  were  quietly 
lying." 

I  believe  that  no  Government  is  justified 
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in  giving  in  to  a  baseless  cry  for  legisla- 
tion, which  has  been  shown  again  and 
again  to  be  a  failure   wherever  it  has 
been  tried.    Then,  in  regard  to  education, 
there    have    been    some    extraordinary 
proposals.      A   Bill  entitled   "  Elemen- 
tary Schools  Continuance  "  proposes  that 
there   shall  be   taught  drawing,   book- 
keeping,  shorthand,   German,    or  some 
other  foreign  language,   the   properties 
of  soils  and  manures,  irrigation,  draining, 
the  principles  of  farming,  the  rotation  of 
crops,  the  structural  life  of  plants,  the 
growing  of  fruit,  vegetables,  and  flowers, 
botany,  the  rearing  and  keeping  of  cattle, 
pigs,  and  poultry,  singing,  calisthenics, 
musical  drill,  the  use  of  tools,  laundry 
work,   art-handiwork,   modelling,  wood- 
carving,   <fec.     One  very  comprehensive 
saving   clause  provides   for  instruction 
in    any    other     "  analogous    subjects." 
Then     Mr.     Broadhurst   says    that    he 
holds  it  to  be  the    duty   of  the  State 
to  see  that  every  child  shall  have  daily 
"one  good,   sound,    wholesome    meal.1' 
This,  of  course,  is  to  be  provided  for  out 
of  the  rates.     And  if  they  are  to  be  fed, 
my  Lords,  why  not  clothed  ?     Why  not 
let  the  State  or  the  unhappy  ratepayer, 
who  is  to  stand  in  loco  parentis  to  these 
children,  take  upon  himself  all  the  duties 
of  their  parents  ?     When  a  rate  is  spoken 
of  it  is  said,  "  Oh,  it  is  only  a  £d.  or  Id. 
or  2d.  in  the  £1 ;"  but  the  ocean  is  made 
up  of  drops.      I   know  one   estate   on 
which  the  rents  are  down  25  per  cent,  and 
the  rates  up  50  percent.,  and  I  believe  that 
is    by    no  means  an  exceptional   case. 
On  the  contrary,   I   think    it   is   very 
generally     the     case     throughout     the 
country.     But  who  are  the  people  who 
suffer  most  ?     My  Lords,  the  people  who 
suffer  most  from  high  rates  are  those 
poor  people  who  are  just  able  to  keep 
their  heads  above  water,  and  whom  this 
additional  halfpenny,  penny,  or  twopence, 
may  sink  altogether.   My  Lords,  I  cannot 
pass  from  this  question  of  the  Senate 
and  its  legislation  without  touching  upon 
the  action  of  Trades  Unions,  because  I 
think  I  am  saying  what  is  exactly  to  the 
point  when   I   say  that  I   believe   our 
legislators  are  greatly  influenced  by  the 
opinions     of     workmen,    as     expressed 
through  their  Trades  Unions,  and  rightly 
so  if  those  views  are  reasonable.     What 
is  the  view  of  these  Unions  ?    There  was 
a  Congress,  in  1888,  at  Bradford,   and 
another  in  Dundee,  in  18S9.     Let  us  see 
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what  is  the  view  upon  this  kind  of 
legislation  of  those  who  have  the  right 
to  speak  in  the  name  of  the  working 
men,  through  their  Trades  Unions.  Here 
are  a  few  words  from  the  President's 
Address  at  Bradford.     He  said  that — 

"  The  Eight  Hours  Bill  is  only  a  temporary 
measure.  Land  Reform  will  give  permanent 
relief.  It  must  be  searching,  durable ;  and 
give  the  land  to  the  people In- 
spectors should  be  allowed  to  enter  at  all  hours, 
without  warrant,  to  see  whether  the  work  im- 
properly carried  on,  whether  it  be  in  a  bedroom, 
or  anywhere  else." 

At  the  Congress  at  Dundee  the  Presi- 
dent said  that — 


<« 


The  Eight  Hours  Bill  is  only  a  stop-gap." 


A  stop-gap  till  when,  my  Lords  ? 

"Till  light  has  spread,  then,  indeed,  it  will 
go  hard  with  stock  gamblers,  land  monopolists* 
rents  and  Royalties.  With  Trades  Union 
Magistrates,  trades  Union  Parochial  Managers, 
and  with  Trades  Union  M.P.'a,  what  could  not 
be  accomplished  ?  " 

The  opinion  of  the  Congress  was  in 
favour  of  Land  Nationalisation.  Then, 
my  Lords,  there  is  another  new  element 
in  Socialism  in  a  Public  Body  which 
has  risen  up  among  us.  It  is  not  a 
Senate,  but  it  has  its  President,  its- 
Committees,  and  its  Finance  Minister. 
I  believe  it  has  powers  of  taxation,, 
though,  happily,  it  has  not,  as  yet,  the 
power  of  sanctioning  public  meetings, 
in  Trafalgar  Square,  nor  has  it  got. 
the  police  under  its  control.  Your 
Lordships  will  readily  see  that  I 
refer  to  the  London  County  Council, 
and  I  regret  that  the  head  of  the  London 
County  Council  is  not  in  his  place  to- 
night. Nowhere  in  this  island  are  pre- 
datory principles  more  in  vogue  than  in 
the  London  County  Council,  and  nowhere 
is  grandmotherly  ^legislation  so  palatially 
housed  as  is  the  London  County  Council 
in  the  splendid  hall  that  has  just  been 
constructed  for  them.  It  seems  to 
me,  from  a  picture  I  have  seen  in  the 
Illustrated  London  iTetttt,  that  the 
Throne  of  Her  Majesty  in  this  Chamber 
is  as  a  common  chair  compared  with  the 
seat  which  the  President  has  had  con- 
structed for  himself  out  of  our  rates. 
Let  us  see  what  is  the  sort  of  legislation 
that  finds  favour  in  the  London  County 
Council.  They  propose,  amongst  other 
things,  to  prescribe  the  kind  of  grate 
that  everyone  is  to  use  in  his  rooms ;  they 
wish  to  have  the  control  of  meetings*  in 
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Trafalgar  Square  ;   and  it  is  proposed  by 
an  important  member  that  no  contracts 
should  be  taken  np  save  those  in  which 
the  labour  is  to  be  well  paid.     There  is  a 
proposal  that  all  loans   for    permanent 
works  or  improvements  shall  be  placed 
hereafter  upon  such  persons  as  the  law 
may  direct,  all  contracts  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.     That  is,  they  are  to  be 
dealt  with  entirely  without  reference  to 
any  contracts  which  may  have  been  made 
with   regard   to   those    loans.      Of    the 
betterment  question   I   will   not    speak 
beyond  this,  as  it  is  under  the  considera- 
tion of  a  Committee  in  "  another  place ; " 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  members 
of  the  Surveyors'  Institute  have  given 
the  best  answer  when  they   point   out 
that  there  is,  per  contra,  a  "  detriment " 
question,    where    the    traffic    has    been 
diverted  by  the  alteration  or  betterment; 
and  I  think,  where  you  have  to  consider 
detriment  against  betterment,  the   one 
would  be  simply  a   set-off  against   the 
.other.     Then,  on  the  great  question  of 
the  day — the  housing  of  the  working 
classes — they  propose  to  take  by  compul- 
sion without  compensation,  for  prospec- 
tive advantages,  property  for  the  people 
engaged  in   industry,   both   inside   and 
outside   the   Metropolitan    area.      They 
are    to    build    for    them    baths,  wash- 
houses,  and  "  other  suitable  structures ;" 
provide  open  spaces  for  their  convenience 
within  the  Metropolitan  area  and  five 
miles     beyond.       Kitchens,     nurseries, 
dining-halls,  and  other  rooms  for  joint 
use,  and  buildings  for  shops  and  "  other 
purposes"  are  to   be   provided.     Every 
weekly  tenant,  if  his  house  is  demolished 
after  12  months'  occupation,  is  to  receive 
£1  compensation,  and  for  every  year  up 
to     15     years'     occupation;     the     best 
accommodation  is  to   be   found  at  the 
lowest  rent;   suitable  places  are  to  be 
provided    for    donkeys,    costermongers' 
barrows,  and  other  things,  and  facilities 
for  home  industries.     That  is  the  little 
bill-of-fare  of  the  London  County  Coun- 
cil   for  the    housing    of    the    working 
cliiAjes.     With  regard  to  this  question, 
I  hold  that  the  only  duty  of  the  State 
is    negative.     The    only    duty    of    the 
State    or    Municipality    is  to   say  that 
buildings  unfit  for  habitation  shall  not 
bo   permitted.     I   think  that  is  proper 
and  legitimate ;  but  if  this  sort  of  thing 
is  to  be  done  by  Municipalities  out  of  the 
rates,  if  the  Government  is  to  encourage 


this  sort  of  thing,  it  will  be  interfering 
with  private   enterprise  and   the  inde- 
pendent   action    that    is    going    on    at 
present.     Nothing  could  be  better  than 
Sir  Sydney  Waterlow's  scheme,   which 
was  working  very  well  long  before  this 
proposition  was  put  forward :  and  I  say 
that  nothing  can  be  better  than  to  leave 
such    free   action    to    supply    what    is 
wanted.   Then,  again,  the  London  County 
Council  has  passed  a  resolution  urging 
the  Government  to  seize  the  property 
of  the  City  Companies,  and,  I  suppose, 
hand  it  over  to  them.     That  resolution 
was  carried  by  57  to  40.    Looking,  then, 
at  the  economic  doctrines  which  prevail 
in  the  London  County  Council,  consider- 
ing how   they    refer  back    to    a  long 
past    time    in    our    history,    I    cannot 
help    thinking    that    any    Plantagenet 
Exhibition  which  might  be  held  at  the 
New  Gallery,  or  anywhere  else,  would  be 
incomplete  without  a  bust  of  the  Chair- 
man  of  the   London   County   Council ; 
and,,  looking  at  the  predatory  character 
of  the  proposals  which  they  would  like 
to   see   inaugurated,  I  cannot  but  feel 
that  the  doors  of  their  palatial  chamber 
require  no  lock  and  key,  but  that  they 
will  fly  wide  open  when  the  members 
approach  them,  and  say :  "Open  Sesame !" 
I  can  only  hope  that  the  Oriental  parallel 
will  be  completed,  and  that  the  spirit  of 
Morgiana  will  be  infused  into  the  Metro- 
politan Electorate  before  the  next  London 
County  Council  election.     My  Lords,  I 
have  done  now  with  the  Senate  and  the 
different  bearings  of  its  Socialistic  legis- 
lation, and  I  come  now  to  what  I  have 
termed  the  Socialism  of  the  Schools.     In 
illustration  of  this,  I  will  only  trouble 
your  Lordships  with  one  quotation,  and 
that  is  from   a  Paper  read  before  the 
British  Association,   in    1888,   by    Mr. 
Bernard  Shaw.     He  is  a  member  of  the 
Fabian  Society,  and  I  am  told  that  he 
is  reckoned   the   ablest  writer  and  the 
best  reasoner  upon  the  Socialistic  ques- 
tion.     What  is  his  view  ?     It  is  a  very 
simple  one.     But  first,  I  had  better  say 
what    "  Fabian "   means.     As  explained 
to  me,  it  means  that  this  Society  does 
not  look  to  revolution  to  make  its  ways 
prevail,  but  trusts  to  Fabian  tactics,  to 
silent  influences,  and  the  potent  action 
of  legislation.    Mr.  Bernard  Shaw's  Paper 
was  entitled  "  The   Transition  to  Social 
Democracy,"    and    in    one    passage    he 
said — 
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"  Socialism  involves  the  transfer  of  roDt  to 
the  whole  people.  Here  is  the  rent  from  in- 
dustry, here  are  the  pockets  of  the  proprietors ; 
drop  the  rents  into  the  people's  pocket. 
Organisation  of  industry  required  capital 
and  land,  to  be  obtained  by  the  expropriation 
of  landlords,  and  the  taxation  of  rent." 

The  problem,  then,  is  a  very  simple  one. 
The  land  is  to  be  appropriated  to  the  people 
by  the  expropriation  of  the  landlords 
and  the  taxation  of  rents.  That,  I  think, 
will  be  especially  interesting  to  noble 
Lords  who  receive  rents.  Then  there  is 
another  branch  of  Socialism  which  I  will 
just  touch  upon,  and  that  is  what  may 
be  called  Sacerdotal  Socialism.  Cardinal 
Manning  has  recently  taken  an  active 
part  in  the  dock  labourer's  strike,  and 
his  view  of  these  questions  can  be 
obtained  from  his  utterances  on  the 
subject  of  early  shop-closing,  with 
reference  to  which  he  has  said  that 
no  remedy  except  by  legislation  would 
ever  be  adequate.  My  Lords,  I  come 
now  to  the  question  of  the  public 
meetings  in  the  streets,  to  show  the 
tone  that  prevails  there.  At  public 
Socialistic  msetings,  the  general  charac- 
ter of  the  speeches  is  violent  abuse  of 
holders  of  propsrty,  and  the  speeches 
tend  greatly  to  disorder.  I  need  not 
mention  the  names  of  the  leading 
.Socialists  who  use  that  language ;  their 
names  are  familiar  to  your  Lordships. 
In  two  years  there  have  been  37  impor- 
tant public  meetings  in  London  alone. 
In  1888,  at  a  Social  Democratic  meeting, 
all  the  leaders  were  present,  and  the 
sacerdotal  element,  as  I  have  called  it,  was 
represented  by  the  Rev.  Stewart  Head- 
lam,  who  called  upon  the  white  slaves  to 
possess  themselves  of  the  County  Coun- 
cils, the  Municipalities,  and  the  State; 
using  the  power  gained  to  possess  the 
land,  factories,  mines,  and  all  the  means 
and  instruments  of  production.  That  is 
what  real  Socialism  means.  It  does  not 
mean  attacks  upon  land  alone,  but  upon 
unearned  increment  of  all  kinds,  the 
idea  being  that  the  State  or  the  Munici- 
pality should  possess  all  the  means  and 
instruments  of  production.  On  January 
1,  1889,  at  a  public  meeting,  Mr. 
Williams  threatened — 

"That  they  would  go  in  a  body  to  Gros- 
venor  House  and  Buckingham  Palace,  and 
parade  all  the  thieves  and  criminals  for  the 
benefit  of  the  pot-bellied  aldermen  and  the 
idlers  of  the  West  End." 

Mr.  Morris,  poet,  Socialist,  and  high  art 
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manufacturer,  was  present  on  that  occa- 
sion. On  January  8,  at  a  meeting  of 
the  unemployed  near  the  Marble  Arch, 
Mr.  Burns  said — 

"  By  Heaven,  their  rights  were  worth  fighting 
for," 

and  Mr.  Williams  said — and  I  would  speci- 
ally call  the  Prime  Minister's  attention  to 
this — 

"There  were  thousands  ready  to  cut  off 
Lord  Salisbury's  head,  like  the  French  in 
1789.  They  would  terrorise  Parliament,  and 
knock  down  Members  of  Parliament  like  bul- 
locks." 

On  July  1st  a  mob,  headed  by  the  editor 
of  Justice,  broke  in  upon  and  dissolved 
for  a  time  the  Bermondsey  Vestry.  On 
the  25th  August,  at  a  meeting  of  dock 
labourers  in  Hyde  Park,  Mr.  Burns  said 
that  the  letters  of  the  Dock  Companies1 
Directors  "  expressed  the  sentiments  of 
ghouls  and  financial  Jack- Rippers."  On 
August  30th  an  appeal  was  signed  by  the 
leading  Socialists  asking  all  the  trades  to 
strike  on  the  same  day  and  paralyse  trade 
of  every  kind.  On  November  1 7th  a  very 
nice  meeting  took  place  at  the  Guildhall 
Tavern.  It  was  not  an  ordinary  meeting 
of  people  in  the  streets,  but  a  meeting 
of  shopkeepers ;  and  what  did  they  askt 
They  asked  for  a  Court  to  fix  rent,  that 
rates  should  be  divided  between  the 
tenant  and  the  landlord,  all  contracts  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding,  that 
tenants  should  have  a  vested  right  in 
goodwill,  a  right  to  compensation  for  un- 
exhausted improvements,  and  leasehold 
enfranchisement.  When  I  read  that,  it 
struck  me  that  there  was  a  strange  omis- 
sion in  this  programme.  Snrely  they 
must  have  intended  that  the  Court  that 
is  to  fix  rent  should  fix  the  prices  of  com- 
modities also,  for  if  rents  are  to  be  fixed 
for  the  benefit  of  the  shopkeeper  prices 
ought  to  be  fixed  for  the  benefit  of  his 
customer.  I  think  that  does  not  admit 
of  dispute  for  one  moment.  And  now, 
my  Lords,  I  will  give  the  last  quotation 
with  which  I  shall  trouble  you  on  this 
head.  First  let  me  state,  however,  that 
on  the  15th  November,  at  a  meeting  of 
the  Liberal  Union,  Mr.  Causton,  M.P., 
in  the  chair,  it  was  decided  that,  if  their 
demands  were  not  granted,  a  Liberal 
Party  should  be  formed  on  the  lines  of 
the  Irish  Party.  On  December  22nd, 
at  a  meeting  held  in  connection  with  the 
gas  strike,  a  speaker  said — 
"  That  a  man  like  Livesey" 
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— that  is  the  gentleman  who  showed  so 

much    firmness    in    dealing    with    the 

strikers — 

4 'had  no  right  to  live,  and  that  the  man 
-was  a  hero  who  went  that  night  and  murdered 
him;" 

and  that  atrocious  expression  of  opinion 
at  a  public  meeting  was  loudly  applauded. 
Now,  I  would  say  a  few  words  respecting 
this,  question  of  strikes.  In  1866  I  sat 
on  the  Trade  Unions  Commission  for  two 
years,  but  I  had  previously  had  occasion  to 
consider  the  subject,  as  I  had  addressed  the 
miners  at  Dalkeith  upon  Trades  Unions 
and  strikes ;  and  had  formed  the  opinion 
that  all  a  successful  strike  could  do  was 
to  anticipate  a  rise  in  wages  and  to  check 
a  fall.  After  sitting  on  the  Commission 
for  two  years  I  remained  of  the  same 
opinion.  The  Commission  recommended 
that  Trades  Unions,  which  had  been  up 
to  that  time  illegal,  as  being  in  restraint 
of  trade,  should  be  legalised.  But  cer- 
tainly it  nsver  entered  the  heads  of 
those  who  formed  the  Commission  to 
legalise  tyranny  over  men  who  did  not 
wish  and  who  declined  to  belong  to 
Unions.  Surely,  my  Lords,  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Government,  of  every 
Municipality,  and  of  the  police,  and  of 
everybody  to  take  care  that  the  man 
who  has  for  his  only  property  free  right 
to  labour  shall  be  at  liberty  to  sell  that 
labour  in  whatever  market  he  chooses. 
During  the  gas  strike  a  most  painful 
and  shameful  thing  occurred.  The 
Trades  Unions  in  London  having  de- 
clined, on  behalf  of  the  men,  to  accept 
the  wages  .that  were  offered,  a  body  of 
Scotch  labourers  came  up  to  the  Metro- 
polis from  Dundee,  but  they  were  not 
allowed  to  enter  upon  their  proposed 
service.  They,  were  hustled  off,  and 
had  to  beg  their  way  back  to  Dundee. 
I  say  it  is  a  disgrace  that  such  a  thing 
could  be  possible  in  a  country  which  pro- 
fesses to  protect  liberty  and  to  give  the 
right  to  free  labour.  Now,  my  Lords, 
I  have  so  far  dealt  with  this  subject; 
but  I  think  I  should  be  treating  it  in- 
completely if  I  failed  to  bring  before  your 
Lordships  the  views  taken  upon  this 
question,  and  their  utterances  upon  it, 
of  some  prominent  public  men.  Politi- 
cians are  all,  more  or  less,  worshippers 
of  the  "  jumping  cat,"  and  by  the  actions 
and  speeches  of  public  men  you  can 
often  gauge  the  pressure  that  there 
is     outside    which     is     forcing     them 


in  a  particular  direction.  Now,  my 
Lords,  I  propose  to  call  your  Lord- 
ships* attention  to  the  sayings  of  some 
of  our  public  men  of  note.  The 
first  I  will  take  is  Sir  William 
Harcourt.  Sir  William  Harcourt  was 
called,  in  another  place,  two  years 
ago,  "The  high  priest  of  the  jumping 
cat,"  and  he  has  recently  said,  "  We  are 
all  Socialists  now."  That  was  a  very 
remarkable  statement  coming  from  Sir 
William  Harcourt ;  for  it  will  be  in  the 
recollection  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Prime 
Minister  and  of  others  in  Parliament  at 
the  time  that  it  was  Sir  William  Harcourt 
who,  some  20  years  ago,  ran  off  to  Ox- 
ford with  Mr.  Schofield's  "  Grandmother," 
— Mr.  Schofield  being  the  inventor  of 
the  phrase,  "Grandmotherly  legis- 
lation." Sir  William  Harcourt  was  so 
enamoured  of  it  that  he  took  this  respec- 
table old  lady  down  to  Oxford  and  made 
immense  political  capital  out  of  her; 
turning  her  on  all  occasions  into  ridicule. 
But  when  he  had  to  go  to  Derby  to  con- 
ciliate another  constituency,  finding  they 
had  there  a  great  respect  for  the  old 
lady,  he  completely  changed  his  views, 
and  has  since  taken  every  opportunity 
of  praising  her — in  public.  That  shows, 
I  think,  if  anything  can,  the  contrast 
between  the  utterances  of  20  years  ago 
and  now  on  these  questions.  Then  my 
noble  Friend  Lord  Rosebery  said,  I  think 
it  was  at  Glasgow,  that — 

••  Democracy  would  deal  very  summarily 
with  all  questions  of  land,  and  especially  sum- 
marily with  the  question  of  land  in  towns ; " 

and  Mr.   Morley,  who  stood  stoutly  out 

against  the  eight  hours  movement,  said 

that — 

"  Democracy  would  not  be  tender  to  vested 
interests." 

That,  I  take  it,  means  that  Democ- 
racy will  rob  right  and  left.  But  if  any- 
one wants  to  know  what  is  the  real 
Liberal  programme  of  the  future,  he 
should  turn  to  an  address  delivered  by 
Sir  C.  Dilke  at  Glasgow,  who  is  en- 
deavouring to  work  and  bribe  his  way 
back  to  public  life.  In  this  address 
he  said  he  looked  forward  to  the  time 
when  brains  and  heredity  would  be  at 
a  discount  as  compared  with  strong  arms, 
when  every  one  would  work,  when  there 
would  be  no  lazybones,  shorter  hours, 
more  diffused  work,  when  there  would 
be  free  education  up  to  the  University,  a 
working  day  of  eight  hours,   compulsory 
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acquisition  of  land,  fair  judicial  rents, 
security  of  tenure,  a  division  of  rates 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  gradua- 
tion of  municipal  rates,  equalisation  and 
graduation  of  Death  Duties,  manhood  and 
womanhood  suffrage,  four  Home  Rule 
Parliaments,  payment  of  Members  of 
Parliament  and  of  Local  Bodies,  and 
many  other  extreme  changes.  Bat, 
my  Lords,  if  I  wanted  to  point  to 
one  thing  which  more  than  another 
shows  the  Socialistic  tendencies  of  the 
time,  I  should  find  it,  I  think,  in  the 
Report  recently  drawn  up  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  your  Lordships'  House  ap- 
pointed upon  the  subject  of  Sweating. 
The  Report  of  the  Sweating  Committee 
contains  recommendations  that  the 
weight  and  size  of  hammers  with  which 
women  worked  and  that  chains  made  by 
them  should  be  regulated  by  Statute. 
Why  should  they  not  carry  that  a  little 
further,  and  prescribe  the  weight  of 
every  scuttle  of  coals  that  is  to  be  carried 
upstairs  by  the  housemaids  in  your  Lord- 
ships' houses  1  But  the  most  serious  of 
the  recommendations  of  that  Committee 
is  one  which  suggests  that  Public  Bodies 
should  take  every  precaution  in  their 
power  to  insure  fair  and  reasonable 
terms  to  their  workers.  I  see  before 
me  a  noble  Lord  who  was  a  member  of 
that  Committee,  and  I  should  like  to  ask 
him  if  he  can  make  out  that  that  does 
not  mean  really  fixing  wages  1 

The  Bael  of  DERBY  :  No ;  certainly 
not. 

*Earl  WEMYSS :  Then  I  should  like 
to  be  informed,  if  they  do  not  propose  to 
do  that,  what  they  mean  by  "insuring  fair 
and  reasonable  terms  to  the  workers?" 
Practically,  that  would  make  them  judges 
of  what  is,  and  what  is  not,  sufficient  pay. 
Two  years  ago,  when  speaking  on  this 
subject,  I  referred  to  the  noble  stand 
made  by  Mr.  Bradiaugh  against  the  feel- 
ing prevailing  amongst  working  men  in 
favour  of  State  interference  and  Social- 
istic grandmotherly  legislation.  Lately, 
I  find,  he  has  made  a  similar  stand  upon 
the  eight  hours  question.  All  honour  to 
Mr.  Bradiaugh  for  speaking  as  he  did  ! 
He  said  the  proposal,  if  carried  out,  would, 
in  his  opinion, 

"  Have  a  most  demoralising  effect  upon  the 
labouring  classes.  Let  the  working  men  en- 
courage a  spirit  of  self-reliance  and  settle 
their  hours  of  labour  for  themselves.  Parlia- 
ment cannot  make  backbones  for  men  who 
The  Earl  of  Wemyss 


have  not  got  them  ;  and  to  legislate  for  the 
weakest  and  most  helpless  would  discourage 
the  strongest  and  most  vigorous  in  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  efforts  they  have  hitherto 
made,  and  which  have  advanced  this  country 
before  the  other  nations  of  the  world." 

That  was  a  portion  of  his  speech  delivered 
in  the  House  of  Commons  on  the 
24th  February.  But,  my  Lords,  what  is 
all  important  at  the  present  time,  sur- 
rounded as  we  are  by  all  these  Socialistic 
tendencies,  is  to  know  what  are  the 
views  of  the  Prime  Ministsr  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  was  delighted  to  read  that  at  a 
great  meeting  held  at  Nottingham  in  the 
winter  my  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  while  expressing  full 
sympathy  with  labour,  and  with  the  poor, 
showed  the  folly  and  certain  failure  in 
the  long  run  of  wild  attempts  to  beneT 
fit  them  by  proposals  to  rob  other  people. 
He  spoke  thus — 

"  On  confidence  is  built  the  proud  structure 
of  our  commercial  supremacy ;  on  confidence 
is  based  the  vast  fabric  of  civilisation  which  we 
see  around  us ;  and  if  you  encourage  these 
peddling  philosophers  with  their  petty,  spite- 
ful acts  of  confiscation,  animated  by  no  philan- 
thropic spirit,  but  by  a  mere  impulse  of  claw 
antipathy,  if  you  allow  them  to  have  their 
way,  the  substratum  of  all  your  civilisation 
and  prosperity  and  happiness  will  melt  away." 

Those,  my  Lords,  are  words  of  wisdom, 
and  I  hope  "they  will  be  taken  to  heart 
by  those  Conservatives  who  are  inclined 
to  coquette  with  Socialistic  legislation, 
and  have  brought  in  such  Bills  as  I  have 
referred  to.     Not  long  ago  it  was  my 
good  fortune  to  hear  my  noble  Friend 
at  the  Royal  Academy  ridicule  grand- 
motherly   legislation.     Your^  Lordships 
have  no  doubt  read  the  speech  that  he 
then  made.     It   was  as  wise  as  it  was 
witty.     He  assured  the  Royal  Academy 
that    the    one   thing  they    needed,    as 
in  regard  to  other  institutions,  was  to  be 
left  alone,  and  he  turned  the  whole  idea  of 
State  interference  into  consummate  ridi- 
cule.   He  also  made  some  comparison  be- 
tween my  noble  Friends  on  the  right,  and 
their  position  with  one  of  the  pictures,  to 
which,  however,  I  need  not  further  allude, 
and  I  will  only  say  that  it  is  a  comfor\ 
that  we  have  a  Prime  Minister  who  can 
give  utterance  to   doctrine   so  wise.      I 
have  only  one  other  point  to  call  your 
Lordships'  attention  to,  and  it  is   that 
this  Socialistic   legislation   is   hurtful  to 
trade,  and  to  industry  alike.     I  believe 
that  those  who  encourage  it  are  really 
the  worst  friends  of  the  working  man — 1 
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mean  this  kind  of  Socialistic  legislation, 

which  destroys  confidence.     Nay,  more, 

I  believe  that  by  substituting  State  aid 

for  self-help  you  tend  to  destroy  the  very 

fibre  and  moral  character  of  the  nation. 

There  comes  to  us  upon  this  point  a  voice 

from  Central  Africa,  for  I  find  that  Mr. 

Stanley,  speaking  the  other  day  at   St. 

James's  Hall,  when  giving  credit  to  those 

who  had  served  with  him  and  endured 

terrible  sufferings  with  so  much  courage, 

said —    . 

"  Darkest  Africa  had  been  to  them  a  fiery 
furnace,  a  crucible,  and  a  question  ohamber 
which  have  tried  each  of  them  to  the  very 
depthB  of  their  natures,  and  they  have  borne 
every  trial  to  which  they  have  been  subjected 
with  more  than  Spartan — with  old  English — 
fortitude,  before  mawkishness  and  mock  senti- 
mentality had  rendered  men  maudlin." 

Those  words  from  the  great  explorer  of 
the  great  Dark  Continent  it  would  be 
well  for  all  to  take  to  heart.  My  Lords, 
it  now  only  remains  for  me  to  thank  you 
for  listening  to  me  for  so  long  a  time ; 
but  before  I  sit  down  T  would  point  out 
that  the  time  of  my  bringing  forward 
these  Socialistic  questions  is  singularly 
appropriate.  We  are  still  in  the 
month  of  May.  It  was  inaugurated, 
not  as  the  merrie  month  of  May  was  of 
old  in  the  days  of  Merrie  England,  but 
by  an  organised  demonstration  of  labour 
throughout  the  civilised  world.  On  the 
Continent  those  demonstrations  were 
viewed  with  alarm  \  but  by  the  action 
taken  by  the  Governments  all  danger  was 
removed,  and  they  have  all  passed  over 
without  the  occurrence  of  any  event  which 
there  might  have  been  cause  to  deplore. 
In  our  own  country  also  there  was 
a  similar  and  vast  trades  demonstration 
sanctioned  and  escorted  by  the  police. 
Thanks  to  the  good  conduct  and  order 
maintained  by  the  people  themselves  it 
all  passed  off  in  the  quietest  and  most 
satisfactory  manner.  But  even  here, 
my  Lords,  words  were  spoken  by  one  of 
the  Socialistic  leaders  which  showed  the 
spirit  in  which  the  demonstrations  were 
got  up.  Mr.  John  Burns,  when  a  band 
passed  the  platform  from  which  he  was 
addressing  the  meeting,  playing  the 
"  Marseillaise,"  said,  "  We  can  stand  the 
*  Marseillaise, 'i  ut  we  could  not  have 
stood  '  God  save  the  Queen.'  "  That 
shows,  my  Lords,  the  spirit  which 
animates  some,  at  all  events,  of  the 
leaders  of  the  Socialistic  movement  in 
this  country.      But  all  these  matters,  to 


which  I  have  referred  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  the  spirit  which  animates 
Socialism,  and  what  an  element  Socialism 
is  now  in  the  politics  of  our  country,  sink 
into  insignificance  compared  with  the 
great  Labour  Conference  held  at  Berlin. 
Our  country  was  represented  there — 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly  I  do  not 
pretend  to  say — but  we  ought  to  be 
thankful  that  we  have  come  out  of  it 
untramelled  and  uncommitted,  above  all, 
upon  the  vital  question  of  State  regula- 
tion of  adult  male  labour.  Once  pass- 
that  line  within  which  adult  men  are  left 
free  to  contract  for  their  labour  as  they 
like,  and  we  shall  take  a  leap,  my  Lords, 
not,  indeed,  in  the  dark,  but  from  light 
into  darkness — from  the  light  of  sound 
economic  science  back  into  the  dark  ages, 
of  our  past  legislative  economic  errors.  I 
trust,  my  Lords,  that  that  leap  will  never 
be  taken  by  the  Legislature  of  this, 
country;  and  that  if  any  such  Bill  comes- 
to  your  Lordships'  House  I  hope  you  will 
resist  its  passing  to  the  utmost,  what-, 
ever  the  consequences  to  your  Lordships 
may  be. 

♦The  Earl  op  DUN  RAVEN :  My. 
Lords,  the  noble  Earl  has  made  a  very- 
interesting  and  somewhat  discursive 
speech.  He  has  called  your  Lordships'' 
attention  to  the  Poor  Law,  dating  back 
to  the  time  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  and 
he  has  also  placed  before  you  a  pro- 
gramme of  what  is  to  come  in  the  future,, 
as  announced  the  other  day  by  Sir 
Charles  Dilke.  But,  my  Lords,  the* 
noble  Earl  made  very  few  allusions  to 
the  subject  of  the  notice  which  he 
has  placed  upon  the  Paper,  namely,  to 
call  attention  to  the  Socialistic  Legislation  - 
of  the  last  two  Sessions.  The  Acts  of 
Parliament  to  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
alluded  are  exceedingly  few,  although  he 
has  given  a  long  list  of  Bills,  which  are 
very  different  things.  He  has  called 
our  attention  to  the  saying  of  agitators 
and  others,  the  utterances  of  men 
excited  at  public  meetings.  He  has 
referred  to  the  writings  of  lights  of  the 
Fabian  Society,  and  of  many  other 
authorities  on  that  and  other  subjects, 
but  he  scarcely  alluded  to  the  Acts 
of  Parliament  at  all.  Acts  which  were 
designed,  like  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Act,  and  two  or  three  Acts  of  a  similar 
kind,  to  protect  the  lives  of  men  from 
unnecessary  peril,  ought  not  to  be  called 
Socialistic  measures.     Those  Acts  were 
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so  designed,  and  have,  I  fancy,  proved 
tolerably  successful  for  the  purpose  for 
which  they  were  intended.  The  noble 
Earl  gave  no  definition  of  what  he  means 
by  Socialistic  legislation  or  of  sound 
political  economy.  If  the  noble  Lord 
had  only  explained  what  we  are  to 
understand  by  sound  political  economy, 
he  would  have  made  a  valuable  contribu- 
tion to  the  Debates  of  Parliament,  and 
to  pur  stock  of  knowledge,  because  the 
writers  on  political  economy  at  the 
present  day  appear  to  contradict  in 
almost  every  particular  the  writers  on 
political  economy  a  quarter  of  a  century 
ago.  The  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  was 
full  of  interest ;  it  was  also  a  very  feeling 
speech.  I  know  it  affected  me,  and 
I  think  it  must  have  affected  your  Lord- 
ships, to  contemplate  the  mental  condi- 
tion to  which  the  mere  spectres  which 
the  noble  Earl  has  conjured  up  have 
reduced  him  when  he  said  that,  owing  to 
the  Socialistic  tendencies  of  the  past  25 
years,  the  only  pleasure  left  to  him  in 
life  was  to  "  call  a  spade  a  spade."  It  is 
a  perfectly  innocent  amusement,  and  it 
has  the  merit  of  being  absolutely  true  ; 
but  it  is  a  rather  dismal  kind  of  pastime 
for  him  to  indulge  in,  as  the  only  means 
of  relief  from  the  cares  and  duties  of 
life.  But  I  think  the  difference  between 
legislation  which  might  rightly  be  called 
Socialistic,  and  legislation  designed  to 
protect  people  from  dangers,  physical  or 
other,  from  which  they  cannot  protect 
themselves,  was  sufficiently  instanced 
by  what  the  noble  Earl  said  in  reference 
to  the  Report  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Sweating  System.  He  mentioned  the 
fact  that  the  Committee  recommend 
that  women  should  not  be  allowed  to 
out  cold  iron  with  an  "  oliver  "  beyond  a 
certain  weight,  and  that  they  should 
not  be  allowed  to  make  chains  beyond  a 
certain  size ;  and  he  asked  you  whether, 
if  you  entertain  such  proposals,  you 
ought  not  logically  to  pass  an  Act  of 
Parliament  to  prevent  housemaids  being 
overburdened  by  the  weight  of  coal- 
scuttles. As  to  the  suggestion  that  the 
siz  3  and  we  ight  of  coalscuttle  s  of  the  house  - 
maids  in  your  Lordships'  houses  might 
have  to  be  regulated,  I  admit  that  if 
there  was  an  ovarwhelming  weight  of 
evidence  given  before  a  Committee  that 
the  coalscuttles  in  the  noble  Earl's  house 
were  of  such  a  gigantic  sizs,  and  that 
the  lifting  of  them  caused  physical 
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detriment  to  the  noble  Earl's  housemaids, 
I  should  be  of  opinion  that  the  noble 
Earl  ought  to  be  restrained  in  the  use  of 
such  coalscuttles.  I  think,  my  Lords, 
that  is  a  fair  example  of  the  fact  that 
the  noble  Earl  does  not  seem  to  draw  a 
proper  distinction  between  Socialistic 
Acts  of  Parliament  and  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment which  are  really  intended  to  pre- 
vent injury  being  inflicted  where  injury 
might  and  ought  to  be  avoided.  I  do 
not  venture  to  anticipate  any  discussion 
which  may  take  place  at  a  later  date  on 
the  Report  of  the  Sweating  Committee, 
and  I  do  not  wish  to  be  led  into  an 
academic  argument  upon  what  is  and 
what  is  not  Socialism  or  Socialistic  legis- 
lation ;  I  merely  rise  to  say  that  it  is 
perfectly  true,  as  the  noble  Earl  has  said, 
that  the  legislation  of  the  last  25  years 
has  been  very  different  from,  say,  the 
legislation  of  the  25  years  preceding  it, 
in  the  fact  that  the  former  legislation 
was  directed  to  the  removal  of  restrictions, 
and  that  of  late  years  it  has  been  found 
advisable — necessary,  as  I  think — that 
some  restriction  should  be  placed  on  the 
liberty  of  people  tq  injure  others.  But, 
after  all,  that  only  means  that  Parliament 
has  recognised  that  different  circum- 
stances require  different  laws ;  that  the 
circumstances  under  which  industry  was 
carried  on  at  the  present  day  are  not 
precisely  the  same  as  those  which  existed 
a  quarter  of  a  century  ago.  I  hope  that 
in  dealing  in  that  practical  way  with 
the  problems  which  present  themselves 
for  consideration  Parliament  will  not 
allow  itself  to  be  influenced  by  the 
spectres  and  the  bogeys  which  appear  to 
have  so  much  troubled  the  mind  of  the 
noble  Earl. 

Earl  COWPER:  My  Lords,  I  am 
sure  we  have  all  listened  with  the 
greatest  interest  to  the  speech  of  my 
noble  Friend  in  bringing  this  subject  for- 
ward.  I  believe  that  a  great  many 
Members  of  your  Lordships'  House  who 
came  down  last  week  in  the  hope  of  then 
having  that  gratification  were  very  much 
disappointed  when  the  noble  Earl 
thought  proper  to  postpone  it.  He  has 
made  an  interesting  and  able  speech, 
and  I  hope  we  may  have  something  of 
the  same  entertaining  nature  from  him 
every  year  for  some  time  to  come.  I 
sincerely  hope  my  noble  Friend  may  live 
many  years  in  order  to  give  us  that 
gratification.     The    subject    is    a   most 
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important  one.  All  the  great  questions 
of  the  day  which  are  occupying  the 
minds  of  thinking  men,  and  which  are 
being  taken  up  by  statesmen,  involve 
more  or  less  the  question  of  Socialism. 
The  overcrowding  in  our  great  towns, 
the  terrible  revelations  so  simply,  yet  so 
clearly  and  so  forcibly,  put  in  the  Report 
of  the  Sweating  Committee,  the  unneces- 
sary dangers  to  which  our  merchant 
sailors  are  exposed,  and  many  similar 
subjects  which  I  need  not  enumerate, 
ail  involve  the  question  as  to  how  far 
the  State  is  justified  in  interfering.  No 
doubt  it  is  a  sound  principle  that  people 
ought  not  to  be  taught  to  look  to  the 
State  for  everything  ;  but  I  think,  while 
repudiating  the  idea  that  the  State  is  to 
do  everything,  it  would  be  a  great 
mistake  to  fall  into  the  opposite  error 
that  the  State  is  to  do  nothing.  We 
must,  in  fact,  as  we  have  had  to  do  in  so 
many  other  cases,  steer  between  two 
extremes.  I  will  not  go  into  all  the 
points  of  the  interesting  speech  my 
noble  Friend  has  made.  We  have  heard 
his  enumeration  of  the  measures  which 
he  condemns,  and  he  appears  to  admit 
in  some  degree  the  principle  that 
everything  ought  to  be  considered 
on  its  own  merits  and  not  according  to 
any  hard-and-fast  rule,  or  disposed  of  by 
the  formula  that  the  State  has  nothing 
to  do  with  anything  of  that  kind.  He 
showed  fallacies  and  absurdities  in  some 
of  those  proposed  measures,  and  was 
quite  justified  in  doing  so.  Bat  some 
which  he  enumerated,  like  the  Bill  for  the 
Mitigation  of  the  Law  of  Distress,  for 
instance,  could  hardly  be  called  Social- 
istic measures.  On  the  contrary,  the 
tendency  of  that  Bill  was  to  place  the 
landlord  on  the  same  footing  as  other 
creditors,  and  it  was  a  measure  rather  for 
repealing  former  legislation  than  for  enact- 
ing new  legislation.  Neither  could  the 
question  of  the  action  of  the  police  with 
regard  to  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square, 
or  who  is  to  have  the  control  of  the  pol'cs, 
whether  the  Home  Office  or  the  County 
Council,  be  properly  described  as  a  branch 
of  Socialism.  But  my  noble  Friend  ad- 
mits the  proposition  which  I  am  so 
anxious  to  lay  down,  that  every  question 
is  to  be  settled  upon  its  own  merits,  and 
simply  with  regard  to  the  point  whether 
that  particular  legislation  on  that  particu- 
lar subject  will  do  good  or  harm.  I  will 
take  the  instance   of  the   Eight  Horn's' 


Question .  Everybody  who  has  any  know- 
ledge of  the  terrible  state  of  things  which 
exists,  everyone  who  remembers  that  in 
certain  cases  and  under  certain  condi- 
tions persons  have  to  work  from  6 
o'clock  in  the  morning  until  midnight 
for  a  mere  pittance,  being  thus  worn  out 
prematurely  in  body  and  mind,  must 
certainly  feel  that  the  limitation  of 
labour  has,  at  first  sight,  something  to 
say  for  itself.  This  Eight  Hours'  Ques- 
tion has,  no  doubt,  obtained  a  strong  hold 
on  the  country  ;  and  if  your  Lordships 
wish  to  combat  such  views,  it  must  not 
be  by  applying  the  epithet  of  "  grand- 
motherly legislation  "  or  by  asking  what 
the  State  has  to  do  with  private  con- 
tracts. Some  one  must,  if  it  is  desired 
to  combat  such  views,  take  the  trouble 
to  show  that  that  legislation  would  be 
positively  harmful  to  the  very  class 
which  it  is  intended  to  benefit.  That 
must  be  plainly  proved.  It  must  be 
shown  clearly  that  such  legislation  would 
probably  lead  to  work  being  carried  on 
in  holes  and  corners  without  check,  and 
would  have  the  effect  of  driving  away 
capital ;  but  it  will  not  do  to  dispose  of 
the  question  merely  on  hard-and-fast 
lines  and  by  saying  that  the  State  must 
never  interfere  in  the  relations  between 
man  and  man.  My  Lords,  I  have 
only  risen  to  say  this:  it  is  utterly 
impossible  for  us  now  to  lay  down  the 
rule  that  the  State  cannot  interfere  with 
these  things.  We  have  gone  a  great 
deal  too  far  in  the  opposite  direction  to 
be  able  to  say  that.  We  are  in  the  midst 
of  things  in  which  the  State  has  inter- 
fered in  every  way,  Look,  for  instance, 
at  the  questions  which  were  brought 
before  the  Berlin  Conference.  It  had  a 
great  effect  there  when  it  was  shown  that 
in  this  country  the  hours  of  labour  are 
limited,  because  there  is  a  day  of  rest 
on  Sunday.  What  argument  is  there 
that  can  be  used  in  favour  of  that 
which  cannot  be  used  in  other  matters 
which  are  called  Socialistic?  Then, 
again,  there  is  the  limitation  in  the  work 
of  women  and  children  by  the  Factory 
Act.  That  is  clearly  Socialistic,  and  it 
would  be  impossible  to  go  back  now.  If 
we  compare  the  far  better  state  of  things 
now  with  that  which  existed  before  Lord 
Shaftesbury  took  up  the  question,  we 
cannot  assume  that  the  State  is  never  to 
interfere.  Many  things  are  now  made 
subject  to  regulation.     Even  the  plying 
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of  the  hack  cabs,  by  which  any  of 
your  Lordships  may  drive  from  this 
House,  is  regulated  by  the  Legislature. 
The  legislation  dealing  with  the  truck 
system,  by  which  people  are  not  allowed 
to  pay  those  who  work  for  them  in  kind, 
and  the  licensing  question  of  which  we 
are  now  talking,  as  if  we  were  going  to 
interfere  in  it  for  the  first  time,  though 
it  has  always  been  a  matter  of  regula- 
tion, are  in  the  same  category.  We  can- 
not, therefore,  go  back  to  the  system 
which  Mr.  Herbert  Spencer  and  his  fol- 
lowers advocate,  of  leaving  everything 
to  settle  itself.  We  have  abandoned 
that  principle  long  ago.  What  I  main- 
tain is  that '  we  must  proceed,  on  the 
lines  we  hitherto  have  ♦followed.  And 
what  have  been  the  lines  on  which  we 
have  hitherto  -proceeded,  almost  ever 
since  the  existence  of  Parliament  ?  Not 
to  lay  down  any  general  principle,  but  to 
debate  every  question  on  its  own  merits ; 
to  see  whether,  in  the  opinion  of  thinking 
and  experienced  men,  who  know  what 
they  are  legislating  about,  the  particular 
measure  brought  forward  will  do  harm 
or  good.  This  is  the  plan  we  must  con- 
tinue to  pursue  ;  and  it  is  only  by  feeling 
our  way,  by  doing  what  is  apparently 
good,  what  we  have  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve is  good,  and  by  not  going  too  fast, 
but  steadily  and  gradually,  and  if  we 
find  we  have  made  a  mistake,  drawing 
back  and  not  going  upon  thaf  line  for  the 
future,  that  we  may  hope  to  grapple  in 
some  degree  with  the  great  problems  before 

118. 

•The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY of  STATE  fob  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
My  Lords,  the  other  day,  when  I  was  de- 
tained elsewhere,  my  noble  Friend  did 
me  the  honour  of  putting  off  the  date  for 
delivering  his  speech  on  the  subject  of 
Socialistic  legislation,  because  I  did  not 
happen  to  be  present  in  your  Lordships' 
House.  I  took  that  as  a  hint  that  I  am 
expected  to  make  some  observations  in 
this  Debate.  That  is  my  only  reason 
for  trespassing  on  your  Lordships' 
attention  for  a  few  minutes  in  case  my 
noble  Friend,  were  I  to  do  otherwise, 
should  consider  that  I  was  guilty  of  dis- 
respect towards  him.  But  I  fear  that, 
after  the  two  speeches  to  which  we  have 
just  listened,  I  have  little  to  add  that 
would  be  of  use  in  considering  this  subject. 
The  noble  Earl  has  brought  before  us  an 
Earl  Cowper 


extraordinary  mixture  and  medley  of 
things ;  every  kind  of  subject,  drawn  from 
every  kind  of  source ;  some  projects  which 
are  utterly  ridiculous  and  absurd ;  others 
which  are  open  to  condemnation  ;  others 
which  are  decidedly  beneficial;  some 
drawn  from  Acts  of  Parliament,  some 
drawn  from  Bills  which  very  irregularly 
he  discussed,  though  they  are  now 
pending  in  the  other  House ;  some  drawn 
from  observations  made  by  gentlemen  at 
meetings  in  Hyde  Park  or  Trafalgar 
Square.  Well,  I  can  only  give  very  much 
the  same  answer  to  these  things  that  has 
been  given  by  my  noble  Friend  who  has 
just  sat  down.  I  do  not  think  it  is  our 
habit  in  this  country  to  ask  how  pro- 
posals are  to  be  classified  before  we 
determine  what  we  are  to  do  with 
them.  We  no  more  ask  what  is 
the  derivation  or  philosophical  extraction 
of  a  proposal  before  we  adopt  it  than  a 
wise  man  would  ask  the  character  of  a 
footman's  grandfather  before  engaging 
the  footman.  What  we  want  to  bow 
is  the  character  of  the  proposal  itself,  not 
how  it  is  to  be  classified  ;  not  where  it 
comes  from,  or  what  motive  has  prompted 
it,  but  whether  it  is  good  or  bad,  whole- 
some or  unwholesome.  As  my  noble 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  has  said, 
we  ought  first  to  discuss  every  subject 
on  its  own  merits.  It  is  astonishing  how 
many  different  ideas  are  mixed  up  under 
this  name  of  Socialism.  And  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that,  although  my  noblo 
Friend  adds  to  the  gorgeous  variety  of 
his  speech  by  the  number  of  subjects 
which  he  introduces  into  it,  he  only 
detracts  from  the  force  of  his  arguments 
by  bringing  so  many  different  ideas  under 
the  denomination  of  one  word.  I  take 
Socialism  in  its  strict  meaning  to  be  for 
the  State  to  do  that  which  is  usually  done 
by  private  people  for  the  sake  of  gain. 
I  believe  that  that  is  sometimes  a 
very  unwise  thing ;  on  the  other 
hand,  it  is  sometimes  a  very  wise 
thing.  There  is  nothing  so  Social- 
istic as  the  Mint  or  the  Post  Office. 
No  doubt  my  noble  Friend  is  right  in 
saying  that  at  the  present  day  there  is  a 
strong  leaning  towards  bringing  in  the 
interference  of  the  State  on  every  possible 
occasion,  and  I  think  that  is  a  tendency 
against  which  it  is  right  that  we  should 
be  upon  our  guard.  It  is  not  that  we  sin 
against  any  principle,  but  that  we  expect 
from  the  State  what  it  cannot  possibly 
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do  if  we  impose  upon  it  tasks  which,  it 
cannot  fitly  perform   or  burdens  beyond 
its  power*;  all  we   shall  do  will  be   to 
create  an  indefinite  source  of  expense, 
and   ultimately   an    unlimited  cause   of 
corruption  and  inefficiency.      My  noble 
Friend  includes  in  the  word  a  number  of 
things  which  have  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  Socialism.       For  instance,  many 
things  are  now  done  by  the  State  which 
were  not  done  before,  because  we  have 
become  much  more  careful  of  human  life 
during    the  last   25   or   30    years,  and 
especially  of  the  lives  and  interests  of 
those  who  are  defenceless — that  is  to  say, 
of  women  and  children ;  but  these  things 
have  nothing  to  do  with  Socialism.    New 
dangers  have  arisen  in  consequence  of  the 
development  and  the  concentration  of  our 
industries,  which  the  State  has  always 
acknowledged    its     bounden    duty     to 
meet,  and  consequently  we   have    had 
new  measures  to  take  to  prevent  them. 
But  that  has  nothing  on  earth  to  do  with 
Socialism.     Then  there  is  another  class 
of  measures  which    my    noble    Friend 
alluded  to — measures  proposed  for  inter- 
fering with  grouse  and  fish — very  foolish 
measures — but  there  is  not  the  slightest 
probability,  I  should  say,  that  they  will 
ever    find  their  way  into  the  Statute 
Book.     They  may  represent  a  transitory 
phase  of  class  antipathy,   but  they  are 
not  Socialism ;  they  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  principle   of  the  State  doing 
what    would   be  much  better  done  by 
private  individuals.      Then,   again,  my 
noble  Friend  referred  to  what  he  called 
the  robbery  and  confiscation  which  has 
characterised  recent  legislation,  and  he 
referred  especially  to  the  legislation  with 
respect  to  Ireland.     I  have  expressed  my 
opinion   too  often   in  this    House  with, 
regard  to  that  legislation  for  it  to  be  in 
the  least  degree  necessary  for  me  now  to 
repeat  it.     But  my  noble  Friend  makes  a 
mistake  in  mixing  that  question  of  legis- 
lative  honesty  in  any  degree  with  the 
question   of  legislative    Socialism.     We 
are  accustomed  to  think  that  this  inter- 
ference with  landlords'  rights  in  Ireland 
is  a  specially  democratic  proceeding,  and 
very  indicative  of  the  spirit  of  the  times. 
I  came  across  the  other  day — I  think  it 
was  in  some  letters  which  have  been  pub- 
lished    of    the     Earl    of  Strafford— an 
account  of  the    proceedings  which  took 
place     in     that    day.     There     was      a 
nobleman  of    very   large     property     in 


Kent,      the      Earl      of    Thanet,     who 
was      guilty     of      what      was       then 
called  depopulation,  but  in  these  days 
would  be  called  eviction.  He  did  nothing 
in  the  least  illegal ;  all  he   did   was  to 
diminish  the  holdings  of  his  tenants,  and 
to  resume  his  land,  but  because  that  had 
the  effect  of  diminishing  the  rural  popula- 
tion in  Kent  the  Earl  of  Thanet  was  had 
up  before  the  Star  Chamber  before  Arch- 
bishop Laud,  and  was  fined  £10,000,  and 
that  proceeding  was  very  much  lauded 
by  the  Earl  of  Strafford.     Therefore,  my 
noble  Friend  will  find  that  the  Land 
League   of    Ireland,    Archbishop  Laud, 
and     the      Earl      of     Strafford     were 
all      equally       guilty       of      Socialism. 
I    am    quite    willing    to    acknowledge 
the  plain  and  frank-spoken  language  of 
my  noble  Friend  when  he  enumerates 
the  kind  of  words  he  would  like  to  attach 
to  spoliation  of  this  character ;  but  I  feel 
that  he  loses  one  of  the  strongest  argu- 
ments against  that  kind  of    legislation 
when  he  includes  it  in  a  class  to  which 
it  does  not  belong,  gives  to  it  a  philo- 
sophical and  legislative  extraction  which 
cannot  be  recognised  as  having  really 
any  reference  to  it,  and  when  he  mixes 
up  an  attempt — if  you  will,  a  blundering 
attempt — at  the   solution  of  some  of  the 
most  difficult  problems  of  the  day  with 
legislation  which  has  nothing  in  it  new 
or  unusual,  but  which  he  condemns  as 
an  innovation   of    private   rights.     My 
Lords,  it  seems  to  me  that  Socialism  is  a 
great  mistake,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  an 
irremediable  evil.  What  it  really  means 
is  spending  public  money  on  a  useless 
object.     The  taxpayers  will  soon  find  out 
that  the  public  money  is  being  wasted  on 
useless  objects,  and  will  insist  on  more 
economy.     No  irremediable  evil  will  be 
the    result,  only    a    certain  amount  of 
legislative  goose-step  will  have  been  per- 
formed.    But  I  agree  with  him  in  think- 
ing that  the  measures  which  are  adopted 
in  defiance  of  private  right  are  of  much 
graver  significance,   and  that    a    much 
more  serious  evil  follows  them.     They 
are  destructive  of  confidence,  and  conse- 
quently the  capital  which  is  created  each 
moment  as  we  go  on  for  the  purpose  of 
being  applied  to  the  industry  of  the  im- 
mediate future  is  prevented  from  flowing 
in  its  true  and  intended  channel ;  and 
the  industry  of  the  future  is  starved. 
My    Lords,  that    is    a  very  great   evil 
which   has  induced  from  time  to  time 
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much  of  the  legislation  to  which  ray 
noble  Friend  has  attached  the  term 
Socialistic,  but  to  which  it  does  not 
really  belong.  There  are  several  other 
matters  to  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
referred.  As  my  noble  Friend  behind 
me  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven)  observed 
there  are  many  spectres  and  bogeys  put 
forward  in  my  noble  Friend's  speech.  I 
think  he  attaches  too  much  importance 
to  words.  These  are  days  of  words.  At 
the  present  day  everybody  reads,  writes, 
and  talks  more  or  less  and  people 
listen  to  words  and  read  them  without 
their  leaving  the  slightest  trace  upon 
their  minds,  or  feelings,  or  actions.  You 
will  see  the  most  extraordinary  doc- 
trines preached,  the  most  extraordinary 
deductions  evolved,  the  most  strange  pro- 
jects unfolded,  and  yet  the  public  look  on 
and  walk  by  peaceably  with  the  most 
pleased  content  as  if  there  was  not  the 
slightest  danger  to  the  order  of  things  to 
be  anticipated  from  the  intentions  ex- 
pressed. But  if  you  go  one  inch  beyond 
words  it  is  a  different  thing.  The 
moment  these  words  take  the  form  of 
action  the  public  is  aroused  very  quickly, 
and  my  belief  is  that  if  some  of  those 
Socialist  schemes,  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  referred,  could  for  a  short  time, 
be  brought  into  action,  they  would  pro- 
mote such  a  vehement  reaction  that  we 
should  hear  very  little  more  of  them  for 
a  long  time  to  come.  These  fallacies 
may  be  trusted  to  find  themselves  out. 
You  may  trust  the  nature  of  things  to 
show  that  the  State  must  not  undertake 
the  work  of  everybody ;  you  may  trust 
the  nature  of  things  to  show  that  legis- 
lation must  not  invade  private  right  or 
undermine  confidence  or  destroy  that 
reliance  on  the  law  by  which  alone  the 
machinery  of  capital  and  industry  can  be 
hoped  to  move.  But  then  there  is 
another  suggestion  which  I  would  sug- 
gest for  the  consideration  of  my  noble 
Friend.  All  this  noise  and  all  these  pro- 
posals have  not  sprung  from  nothing. 
It  is  not  out  of  mere  gaiety  of  heart  that 
all  these  absurdities  are  being  introduced 
in  every  newspaper  and  on  every  plat- 
form. There  is  some  cause  for  it  all.  It 
may  be  that  they  are  quacks  who  make 
these  Socialistic  proposals.  I  do  not  in 
the  least  interpose  to  shield  the  quacks 
from  all  the  contempt  which  my  noble 
Friend  may  pour  upon  them ;  but  when 
you  see  quacks  gathering  round  a  bed, 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


however  deeply  you  may  despise  the 
quacks,  it  is  probable  that  the  patient 
lying  on  the  bed  is  suffering  from  some 
serious  suffering  or  some  deep  disease. 
The  truth  is,  that  these  Socialistic  pro- 
posals indicate  great  evils,  which  they 
are  brought  forward  to  remedy,  and  no 
one  who  is  not  absolutely  blind  will  deny 
the  existence  of  those  evils  in  the  world. 
There  are  evils  to*which  the  German 
Emperor  testifies  in  summoning  the  Con- 
ference to  which  my  noble  Friend 
referred.  How  far  we  can  grapple  with 
them  we  do  not  know  as  yet;  but  we  are 
bound  to  give  our  best  energies  to  the 
the  task,  and  I  think  we  are  bound  not 
to  be  frightened  from  the  clear  and  up- 
right performance  of  that  duty  by  the 
fear  that  we  may  be  imagined  to  he 
yielding  to,  and  misrepresented  as, 
acting  upon  the  sophistries  and 
fallacies  which  my  noble  Friend  has 
exposed.  Undoubtedly,  we.  have  come 
upon  an  age  of  the  world  when  the 
action  of  industrial  causes,  the  great  ac- 
cumulation of  population,  and  many 
other  social  and  economic  influences 
have  produced  great  centres  of  misery, 
and  have  added  terribly  to  the  catalogue 
of  the  evils  to  which  flesh  is  heir.  It  is 
our  duty  to  do  all  we  can  to  find  the 
remedies  for  those  evils,  and  even  if  we 
are  called  Socialists  in  attempting  to  do 
it,  we  shall  be  reconciled  if  we  can  find 
those  remedies,  knowing  that  we  are 
undertaking  no  new  principle,  that  we 
are  striking  out  no  new  path,  but  are 
pursuing  the  long  and  healthy  tradition 
of  English  legislation. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.- (No.  57.) 
House  in  Committee  (on  Re-commit- 
ment)  (according  to  order);  Further 
amendments  made  :  The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  To-morrow. 

COMMITTEE   OF    SELECTION  FOR 
STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Report  from,  That  the  Committee  have 
added  the  Earl  of  Harrowby  to  the 
Standing  Committee  of  Bills  relating  to 
Law,  <fcc.  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Reformatory  Schools  Bill,  and  the 
Juvenile  Offenders  Bill ;  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes  pa**  Six 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  19th  May,.  1890. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — Commis- 
sioners   for   Oaths   Act  (1889)  Amend- 
ment Bill. 

SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 
Sir  John  Mowbray  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection  :  That  they  had 
added  to  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal 
Procedure,  in  respect  of  the  Elections 
(Scotland)  Corrupt  and  Illegal  Practices 
Bill,  the  following  15  Members,  namely, 
Mr.  Barclay,  Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Cald- 
well, Sir  Archibald  Campbell,  Mr. 
Donald  Crawford,  Mr.  Stormonth  Dar- 
ling, Mr.  Esslemont,  Mr.  Hozier,  Mr. 
Hunter,  Mr.  Leng,  Mr.  Fraser-Mackin- 
tosh,  Mr.  M'Lagan,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell, 
Mr.  Shaw  Stewart,  and  Mr.  Shiress 
Wffl. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

INTOXICATING    LIQUORS    (IRELAND) 
HOURS  OF  SALE  BILL.— (No.  44.) 

Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Amendment  on  Second  Beading  upon 
Monday,  2nd  June,  read,  and  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 


BOROUGH  FUNDS  BILL.— (No.  126.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  to-morrow 
read,  and  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
Tenth  Report  brought  up,  and  read ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  (LICENCES 

REFUSED). 

Address  for — 

"  Return  of  the  Number  of  Victuallers', 
Beerhouse,  and  other  Licences  for  the  Sale  of 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  the  renewal  of  which  has 
been  refused,  in  the  years  1887, 1898,  and  1880, 
by  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  in  each  Licensing 
District  in  England  and  Wales,  showing  in 
each  case  the  ground  of  Refusal,  especially 
when  such  ground  was,  in  any  instance,  that 
the  Licence  was  not  required ;  and  showing  also 
the  result  of  Appeal,  if  any  (in  continuation  of 
Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  131,  of  Session 
1S89).M— [Sir  William  Harcourt.) 

COMPANIES  (WINDING-UP)  BILL. 

(No.  113.) 

Bill  reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade,  <fcc. 

Report  of  the  Committee,  with  Minutes 
of  Proceedings,  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  133.) 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  taken  into 
Consideration  upon  Monday  9th  June, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  283.] 


DRUNKENNESS  (CONVICTIONS)  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES). 
Address  for — 

4 'Return,  for  England  and  Wales,  of  the  total  number  of  Convictions  in  respect  of  such 
offences  under  the  following  enactments  as  involve  Drunkenness :  3  and  4  Vic,  c.  97,  8.  13  ;  10 
and  11  Vic,  c.  89,  ss.  29  and  61 ;  35  and  30  Vic  c.  94,  s.  12,  committed  during  the  year  ended 
the  81st  day  of  December  1889  (1)  after  12*30  (noon)  on  Sundays;  (2)  at  any  other  time, 
whether  on  Sundays  before  12*30  (noon),  or  on  any  week  day,  in  the  following  form  : — 


Place. 


Population. 


On  Sundays,  12.30  (noon)  to  midnight. 


At  any  other  time. 


Total. 


(in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  255,  of  Session  1 889)."— (Jf r.  Caitndish  B$ntinck. ) 
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1RELAND-THE      SCHOOLS     OF     THE 
CHRISTIAN    BROTHERS. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  the  members  of  the  Order 
of  "  Les  freres  des  Ecoles  Chre*tiennes " 
have  been  admitted  to  the  position  of 
classed  teachers  nnder  the  National 
Board  in  the  City  of  Waterford ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  direct  the  attention  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  to  the 
Report  of  the  Powis  Commission,  now 
20  years  old,  with  a  view  of  making 
such  alterations  in  their  Rules  as  will,  in 
accordance  with  that  Report,  enable  the 
Irish  Order  of  Christian  Brothers  to 
obtain  State  aid  for  their  Primary 
schools ;  and  whether  he  is  aware  that 
nearly  40  per  cent,  of  the  boys  for  whom 
results  fees  have  been  paid  by  the  Inter- 
mediate Education  Board  during  the 
last  three  years  have  been  educated  by 
the  Christian  Brothers  in  schools 
primarily  intended  for  the  elementary 
education  of  the  poor ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  direct  the  attention  of  the  Inter- 
mediate Education  Board  and  the  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  to  the 
necessity  of  making  such  alterations  in 
their  Rules  as  will  enable  the  Christian 
Brothers  to  obtain  the  State  aid  to  which 
their  services  in  the  cause  of  public 
education  entitle  them,  rather  from  the 
funds  provided  by  Parliament  for 
primary  education  than  from  the  limited 
amount  which  ought  to  be  applied  to  aid 
Intermediate  schools  1 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  It  is  the  case  that  a  body  of  monks 
who  belonged  to  the  Order  of  "  Les 
freres  des  Ecoles  Chr&iennes  "  are  the 
teachers  of  a  National  school  in  Water- 
ford,  and  also  of  National  schools  in 
other  parts  of  Ireland.  These  monks, 
like  the  Brothers  of  St.  Francis,  the 
Patrician,  the  Presentation,  and  the 
Marist  Orders  or  Communities,  have 
undertaken  the  charge  of  National 
schools  upon  the  rules  and  conditions 
applicable  to  the  teachers  of  all  National 
schools.  There  are  26  monastic  schools 
at    present     in    connection     with     the 


national  system  of  education.  Some 
of  these  schools  have  intermediate 
education  departments  attached  to  them. 
The  same  opportunities  to  obtain  the 
grants  of  the  National  Board  are,  of 
course,  open  to  the  Irish  Order  of  Chris- 
tian Brothers  as  those  availed  of  by  the 
Christian  Brothers  of  the  French  Order, 
and  by  the  monks  of  the  various  other 
orders  or  communities  who  are  the 
teachers  of  National  schools.  The  facts 
are  as  stated  in  the  second  paragraph  of 
the  question  ;  but  under  the  Rules  of  the 
Intermediate  Education  Board,  which 
came  into  operation  at  the  commence- 
ment of  this  year,  results  fees  are  net 
now  payable  on  boys  who  pass  in  primary 
subjects  only. 

Me.  A.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.) :  Is 
there  any  national  or  State  reason  why 
the  Code  should  not  be  modified,  in  order 
to  enable  the  Christian  Brothers  to  obtain 
this  aid  1 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Various  orders 
of  monks,  including  the  French  Order  of 
Christian  Brothers,  find  no  difficulty  in 
taking  advantage  of  the  public  grants 
and  putting  themselves  under  the 
general  regulations  of  the  National 
Education  Board,  and  therefore  I  do  not 
see  that  it  is  necessary  to  make  a  special 
modification  of  the  Rules  in  favour  of  one 
monastic  order. 

EVICTIONS    ON   THE    PONSONBY 

ESTATE. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  an  evicting  force  of  many 
bailiffs  and  over  100  policemen,  under 
the  command  of  County  Inspector  Hogel, 
proceeded  on  Thursday  last  to  evict 
Jeremiah  Keohane  and  family,  of  Car- 
hergariffe,  County  Cork,  but  were  de- 
barred from  carrying  out  the  eviction 
owing  to  the  dangerous  illness  of  one  of 
the  tenant's  family  ;  is  he  aware  that  the 
valuation  of  the  holding  is  £82,  whilst 
the  rent  is  £110;  that  Mr.  Keohane, 
being  a  leaseholder,  served  an  originating 
notice  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed  im- 
mediately after  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Act,  1887,  but  that,  owing  to  delay  in 
the  Land  Courts,  the  rent  was  not  fixed 
until  last  December,  and  that  meanwhile 
Captain  Wheeler  served  the  tenant  with 
an  eviction  notice  under  the  7  th  section 
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of  the  same  Act,  thereby  breaking  the 
tenant's  title  to  holding ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  many  cases  of  a  similar 
character  which  have  been  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Government, 
steps  will  be  taken  to  protect  the  in- 
terests of  the  tenants  either  by  legisla- 
tion or  other  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Con- 
stabulary Authorities  report  that  the 
forces  protecting  the  sheriff  and  his 
bailiffs  consisted  of  40  police,  and  not 
100,  as  stated   in    the   question.      The 

eviction  was  postponed  in  consequence 
of  the  illness  of  one  of  the  tenant's  sons. 
It  appears  that  the  man  had  three  farms 
under  a  lease,  the  rents  amounting  in 
the  aggregate  to  £109  10s.,  and  the 
valuation  to  £82  5s.  In  respect  of  one 
of  these  farms  only  did  he  serve  a  notice 
to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed  on  the  passing 
of  the  Act  of  1887.  In  March,  1889,  he 
served  a  similar  notice  for  the  second  of 
the  farms,  but  he  served  no  such  notice 
in  respect  of  the  third.  The  tenancies 
were  terminated  as  stated,  but  I  am 
informed  that  at  the  time  of  the  intended 
evictions  the  agent  offered  the  tenant 
not  to  evict  if  he  paid  the  amount  due 
less  20  per  cent.,  and  also  offered  a 
permanent  reduction  at  that  rate  on  the 
annual  rent,  which,  however,  the  tenant 
refused.  As  regards  the  inquiry  in  the 
last  paragraph,  the  necessary  legislation 
already  exists.  When  the  application  to 
terminate  the  tenancies  was  before  the 
Court,  it  was  open  to  the  man  to  apply 
for  a  postponement  or  suspension  of  the 
proceedings,  on  such  terms  and  conditions 
as  the  Court  might  direct,  until  the 
termination  of  the  proceedings  on  the 
application  to  fix  judicial  rents. 

•Mr.  FLYNN:  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  evictions  are  now  taking  place  in 
the  case  cf  tenants  who  applied  two 
years  ago  to  the  Land  Court  to  have  fair 
rents  fixed,  and  which  cases  have  not 
yet  been  heard,  cannot  the  Government 
introduce  a  short  Act  to  prevent  the 
evictions  from  being  carried  out  until  the 
cases  have  leen  heard  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  is  quite  im- 
possible to  deal  by  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment with  the  case  (that  of  the  Ponsonby 
tenants)  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. 

Mr.  Flynn 


MAIL  SERVICE  BETWEEN  LEHANMORE 
AND  CASTLETOWNBEUE. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
he  has  received  tenders  for  a  mail  car 
service  between  Lehanmore  and  Castle- 
townbere  ;  whether  the  sum  required 
for  such  service  is  23s.  weekly  ;  whether 
the  present  mail  service  amounts  to  that 
sum ;  and  whether  he  purposes  availing 
himself  of  the  tender  for  a  mail  car 
service,  and  thereby  convenience  the 
public  ? 

•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  beg  to  state 
that  I  have  received  a  conditional  offer 
to  provide  for  a  Mail  Car  Service 
between  Lehanmore  and  Castletownhere 
Haven  at  the  rate  of  24s.  a  week,  but  I 
do  not  propose  to  avail  myself  of  this 
offer.  There  is  no  official  post  at  present 
between  the  places  named,  but  a  scheme 
is  under  consideration  which  may  pos- 
sibly admit  of  a  post  being  afforded  by 
messenger  on  foot. 

LAND  COMMISSION— NORTH  LEITBIM. 

Mr.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  will 
afford  immediate  facilities  for  the  return 
visit  of  the  Sub-Commissioners  of  the 
Land  Commission  to  North  Leitrim,  in 
order  to  dispose  of  the  applications  for 
fair  rents,  some  of  which  have  been 
listed  for  hearing  more  than  two 
years  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  they  will 
arrange  to  sand  a  Sub-Commission  to  the 
County  of  Leitrim  as  soon  as  the  cases 
in  other  counties  which  remain  unheard 
are  brought  up  to  the  same  date  as  those 
disposed  of  in  the  County  of  Leitrim. 

OUT-DOOR  RELIEF  IN  MOVILLE. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Sacretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  how  many  persons  received 
out-door  relief  in  the  electoral  division  of 
Moville,  Innishowen  Union,  during  the 
12  months  ending  March,  1890;  and 
what  was  the  average  amount  received 
by  such  persons  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Clerk  of 
the  Union  reports  that  the  number  who 
received  out-door  relief  in  the  electoral 
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division  named,  and  during  the  period 
stated,  was  28,  and  the  average  amount 
received  by  such,  persons  was  £3  2s.  lOd. 

SWIFT'S  HOSPITAL,  DUBLIN. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware,  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
inquire  if  it  is  a  fact  that,  although  on 
the  7th  November,  1889,  it  was  officially 
reported  to  Mr.  Richard  Owen  Arm- 
strong, J.P.,  a  member  of  the  Board  of 
Swift's  Hospital  (Lunatic  Asylum),  Dub- 
lin, that  the  funds  of  the  institution  had 
been  to  a  large  amount  misappropriated 
by  the  Secretary,  Mr.  Newland,  and  that 
although  Mr.  Newland  himself  reported 
to  Sir  Ralph  Cnsack,  J.P.,  D.L.,  another 
member  of  the  J3oard  of  Swift's,  that  he 
had  been  guilty  of  extensive  defalca- 
tions in  the  funds  of  the  hospital,  the 
members  of  the  Board  of  Swift's,  at  a 
special  meeting  held  on  the  12th  Novem- 
ber, agreed  to  allow  Mr.  Newland  to 
make  restitution  to  the  extent  of  £1,000 
of  the  funds  he  had  fradulently  misap- 
propriated ;  whether  such  action  of  the 
Board  was  legal ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  in  consequence  of  this  action  of  the 
Board,  Mr.  Newland,  on  the  15th  of 
November,  1889,  lodged  in  the  Bank  of 
Ireland  a  sum  of  £1,000  to  the  credit  of 
the  Board  of  Swift's  Hospital ;  but,  being 
subsequently  declared  'a  bankrupt,  the 
Board  of  Swift's  Hospital  were  obliged 
to  refund  the  said  payment  of  £1,000  ; 
whether  the  total  loss  to  the  funds  of 
Swift's  Hospital  caused  by  Mr.  New- 
land's  frauds  has  yet  been  ascertained ; 
and,  if  so,  what  is  the  total  amount  of 
the  said  loss;  can  he  explain  how  it 
happened  that  it  was  not  until  the  7th 
February,  1890,  three  months  after  the 
discovery  of  Mr.  Newland's  frauds,  that 
the  members  of  the  Board  of  Swift's 
caused  informations  to  be  sworn  against 
Mr.  Newland,  who  meantime  had  ab- 
sconded, and  placed  himself  outside  the 
jurisdiction  of  Her  Majesty's  Courts  of 
Justice;  and  whether  the  Government 
proposes  to  take  any  action,  and,  if  so, 
what  action  in  the  matter? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  beg  to  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  my  previous  state- 
ments in  regard  to  this  question. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  But  does  not  the 
Coercion  Act  give  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man all    the  control  he   could    require 


where   criminal  proceedings  have   been 
taking  place  1 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
reason, for  believing  that  there  has  been 
any  crime  in  the  matter.' 

Mr.  CLANCY :  Is  it  not  a  crime  for 
persons  in  the  Commission  of  the  Peace 
in  Dublin  tc  condone  the  embezzlement 
of  the  funds  of  a  charitable  institution  in 
Dublin ;  and  is  it  the  fact  that  these 
malpractices  have  been  passed  over 
because  they  were  committed  by  sup- 
porters of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  If  crime  has 
been  committed  it  can  be  investigated  by 
a  proper  tribunal. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  Is  it  not  the  habitual 
practice  of  the  police  in  Ireland  to  swear 
information  upon  which  the  Government 
take  action  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  In  this  case  I 
am  advised  there  is  no  evidence  of  a 
crime  having  been  committed,  and 
under  those  circumstances  there  is  no 
necessity  for  the  police  investigation. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  on  the  first  opportunity  I  will  call 
attention  to  the  matter,  and  endeavour  to 
show  that  there  is  some  connection 
between  the  Government  and  the  de- 
linquents. 

THE  REGISTRAR  GENERAL  FOR 
IRELANP. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  Dr.  Grimshaw, 
Registrar  General  for  Ireland,  was  ap- 
pointed to  that  position  on  the  condition 
of  devoting  his  entire  time  to  the  duties 
of  the  office ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Dr.  Grimshaw  holds  other  appointments 
of  an  honorary  character,  and  also  holds, 
and  has  held  since  his  appointment  as 
Registrar  General,  other  offices  for  which 
he  does  receive,  and  has  received,  re- 
muneration, the  duties  connected  with 
which  demand  for  their  discharge  a 
considerable  amount  of  time;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  Dr.  Grimshaw  is  at 
present  a  member  of  the  Conjoint  Com- 
mittee of  the  Colleges  of  Physicians  and 
Surgeons,  and  is  paid  for  duties  in  con- 
nection with  said  position  a  sum  of  £40 
or  £50  per  annum ;  and  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Irish  Government 
to  call  upon  Dr.  Grimshaw  either  to 
resign  his  appointment  as  Registrar 
General,  or  relinquish  the   office  above 
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mentioned,  and  refrain  in  future  from 
seeking  or  accepting  any  such  appoint- 
ments ? 

-  Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Dr.  Grimshaw 
was  appointed  to  the  office  in  question  on 
the  understanding  that  he  would  under- 
take and  fulfil  all  the  duties  of  his  pre- 
decessor. This  gentleman  holds  certain 
other  appointments  of  an  honorary  cha- 
racter,  and  also  performs  other  duties  for 
which  certain  fees  are  attached,  but  these 
duties  do  not  interfere  in  any  way  with 
the  time  required  for  discharging  the 
duties  of  Registrar  General,  and  the  Irish 
Government  see  no  reason  for  interfering 
in  the  manner  suggested  by  the  question. 

Mb.  CLANCY :  Is  it  not  quite  plain 
that  Dr.  Grimshaw  has  violated  the 
condition  of  his  appointment  that  he 
should  accept  of  no  other  offices  ? 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  No,  Sir;  I 
understand  that  that  is  not  so. 

POLICE  WATCHING  IN  IRELAND. 

Me.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  on  a  recent  occasion,  when 
the  Rev.  Father  Humphrys,  Mr.  Sheehy, 
M.P.,  and  Mr.  CuUinane,  P.L.G.,  were 
standing  talking  to  one  another  in  the 
streets  of  Tipperary,  two  police  constables 
stood  immediately  behind  them  and  took 
down  their  conversation,  and  that,  when 
Father  Humphrys  complained,  one  of  the 
policemen  left  but  the  other  refused  to 
leave ;  whether  he  is  also  aware  that, 
when  Father  Humphrys  stood  speaking 
with  Mr.  Gill,  architect,  of  New 
Tipperary,  a  constable  ordered  them  to 
"  move  on,"  and,  on  their  refusing,  stood 
about  three  feet  off,  listening  to  their 
conversation ;  if  he  can  state  what  the 
constable's  name  was;  whether  Father 
Humphrys  has  complained  of  insulting 
conduct  on  the  part  of  the  constabulary, 
as  likely  to  lead  to  a  breach  of  the 
peace,  and  was  told  by  Inspector  Gamble 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  a  constable  (who 
gave  his  name  as  Wilson  Williams,  of  the 
Tipperary  Depdt)  to  follow  the  rev. 
gentleman  ;  and  whether  he  will  inquire 
into  the  matters  complained  of  ? 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  report  that  it  is  the  case 
that  the  rev.  gentleman  in  question  is 
closely  watched  by  the  police  in  conse- 
quence of  the  leading  part  he  is  taking 
in  endeavouring  to  promote  the  boycott- 
Dr.  Kenny 


ing  of  tenants  who  have  paid  their  rents 
on  the  Smith-Barry  Estate.  On  the 
occasion  referred  to  in  the  second  para- 
graph, the  constable  states  that  he  was 
engaged  in  requiring  a  commercial  travel- 
ler to  remove  some  baggage  which  was 
creating  a  street  obstruction,  and  that  he 
was  not  aware  of  the  rev.  gentleman's 
presence  until  accosted  by  him.  The  con- 
stable's name  was  Patrick  Leonard.  The 
rev.  gentleman  did  not  complain  of  any 
insulting  conduct  on  the  part  of  the 
police.  He  did  complain  that  he  was 
being  watched.  The  District  Inspector 
did  reply  that  the  "  constable  was  only 
obeying  orders." 

Me,  SCHWANN :  Is  it  the  intention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  arrest 
Father  Humphrys  under  the  Statute  of 
Edward  III.  ? 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  "(Tipperary,  S.)  : 
Did  one  of  the  constables  decline  to  state 
where  he  was  stationed,  and  did  the  same 
constable  on  three  occasions  give  a 
different  name  ?  Did  he  not  further 
state  that  he  came  from  the  depdt,  mean- 
ing the  headquarters  at  Dublin  ?  Did 
this  constable,  whose  name  is  Wilson 
Williams,  follow  Father  Humphrys  about 
whistling,  and  was  it  necessary  to 
remonstrate  with  him  twice  before  he 
ceased  ? 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Member  must  give  notice  of  those 
questions. 

Me.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  Having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  constable, 
whose  conduct  is  impugned,  either 
refused  to  give  his  name  or  gave  a  false 
name,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
take  into  consideration  the  proposal 
repeatedly  made  from  these  Benches 
that,  as  the  uniform  of  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary precludes  identification,  the 
men  should  be  numbered  like  the  Dublin 
and  Belfast  police  and  the  police  here  % 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  With  regard 
to  the  numbering  of  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary, that  is  a  question  which  has 
been  often  debated  in  this  House,  and  it 
is  impossible  that  within  the  limits  of 
an  answer  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  ques- 
tion I  could  cover  the  whole  gronnd. 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL :  Will  the  right  hon- 
Gentleman  give  me  an  answer,  yes  or  no> 
whether  these  men  are  unnumbered  in 
order  to  avoid  identification  1 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No. 
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U&BX  BAILWAYS-GALWAY  AWD 

CLIFDEN. 

Mr.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  Mr.  Barton  reported  to  the 
Board  of  Works  his  reason  for  selecting 
Mr.  Price's  line,  as  regards  which  he  had 
to  suggest  considerable  alterations  in  the 
curves  and  gradients,  in  preference  to  a 
line  promoted  by  an  Englishman,  which 
followed  the  same  route,  but  required  no 
.alteration  in  curves  and  gradients ;  and 
whether  the  Commission  appointed  by 
the  present  Government  to  inquire  into 
Schemes  for  Light  Railways  in  con- 
gested districts,  and  presided  over  by  Sir 
James  Allport,  is  still  in  existence ;  and, 
if  so,  why  matters  relating  to  Light 
Railways  have  been  referred  to  gentle- 
men appointed  by  the  Board  of  Works, 
instead  of  being  referred  to  that  Com- 
mission ?  I  have  further  to  ask  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  rejected  line 
of  light  railway  in  Galway,  known  as 
the  Coast  Line,  would  pass  through  the 
most  populous,  poorest,  and  most  con- 
gested districts  in  the  county  ;  whereas 
the  line  selected  by  Mr.  Barton  passes 
through  an  almost  uninhabited  and 
barren  district  between  Oughterard  and 
Clifden,  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that  Mr.  George  Morris,  a 
member  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  a  gentleman  of  considerable  local 
knowledge,  and  Mr.  C.  T.  Redington, 
a  Deputy  Lieutenant  of  the  County,  and 
the  Chairman  of  a  Commission  for  the 
relief  of  distress  in  the  congested  districts 
in  1886,  gave  evidence  in  favour  of  the 
Coast  Line? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  (1) 
The  Commissioners  of  Inquiry,  namely 

— Sir  John  Bull  Greene,  Mr.  Barton, 
Mr.  Bourke,  and  Mr.  Cotton,  were 
unanimous  in  reporting  in  favour  of  the 
Galway  and  Clifden  vid  Oughterand 
Railway,  and  gavo  their  reasons  for  pre- 
ferring it.  (2)  As  regards  the  latter 
part  of  the  question  I  would  point  out 
that  by  the  Tramways  (Ireland)  Act, 
1860,  and  the  Light  Railways  Act,  1889, 
the  duty  of  reporting  on  schemes  sub- 
mitted to  Grand  Juries,  is  imposed  upon 
the  Board  of  Works.  (3)  I  believe  that 
the  two  gentlemen  named  did  give 
evidence  in  the  direction  indicated. 


In  reply  do  a  further  question  by  Mr 
Mahont, 

Mr.  JACKSON  said :  While  negotia- 
tions are  going  on  I  must  ask  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  defer  further  questions. 

Mr.T.  M.  HEALY:  Will  an  oppor- 
tunity be  afforded  to  the  House  of  dis- 
cussing the  matter  before  a  final  decision 
is  arrived  at  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  unable  to  pro- 
mise that. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Then  what  are 
we  to  gain  by  postponing  our  questions  ? 

Ma.  JACKSON:  That  is  another 
question  I  am  unable  to  answer. 

THE  LABOURERS  ACTS. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  an  appli- 
cation was  made  to  the  Guardians  of  the 
Cavan  Union,  six  years  ago,  by  200 
labourers  to  have  the  Labourers  Acts 
put  in  force  in  that  union ;  how  many 
similar  applications  have  been  made  in 
other  unions  in  the  County  Cavan  ;  how 
many  schemes  have  been  drawn  up  by 
the  Guardians  in  the  different  unions  of 
that  county;  how  many  cottages  have 
been  provided  under  the  Acts  in  that 
county ;  and  whether,  considering  the 
insufficiency  of  the  present  law  to  pro- 
vide for  the  better  housing  of  the 
labourers,  he  will  expedite  the  further 
stages  of  the  Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  In  the  year 
1885  representations  were  made  to  the 
Guardians  of  Cavan  Union,  seeking  for 
the  erection  of  over  200  cottages ;  but 
by  reason  of  informality  there  was  a 
delay.  In  1887  the  Guardians  received 
fresh  representations  and  proposed 
schemes  for  85  cottages,  of  which  23 
were  approved.  With  reference  to  other 
unions  in  the  County  of  Cavan,  the 
Local  Government  Board  cannot  say  how 
many  representations  have  been  made 
to  the  Guardians  ;  and  as  several  unions 
are  situated  partly  in  and  partly  out  of 
the  county,  they  cannot  say  what  portion 
of  the  schemes  submitted  to  them  related 
to  the  County  Cavan  alone;  but  they 
have  authorised  the  erection  of  144 
labourers*  houses  in  that  county,  exclu- 
sive of  the  23  above  mentioned  in  the 
Union  of  Cavan. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  not  answered  the  last  paragraph 
of  the  question.  ^ 
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Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  believe  that 
the  opinions  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  that  snbject  are  well  known. 

THE  CORK  CORPORATION. 

Mb.  FLYNN :  I  beg  to  ask  whether  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that,  on  the  right 
last  occasion  for  nomination  of  Governors 
to  the  District  Lunatic  Asylum,  the 
Dublin  Corporation  sent  forward  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  the  names  of 
10  of  their  members,  and  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  appointed  all  tho  gentlemen 
so  named ;  and,  if  so,  why  was  a  different 
course  adopted  by  His  Excellency  in  the 
case  of  the  Cork  Corporation;  also 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Cork 
Corporation  recently  sent  forward  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  the  names  of  four 
members  of  their  body  (including  a 
Mayor  and  ex-Mayor  of  the  city)  as  fit 
representatives  on  the  Board  of  Go- 
vernors of  the  Lunatic  Asylum ;  and  is 
it  a  fact  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  re- 
fused to  appoint  any  one  of  the  four 
gentlemen  named  ;  and,  if  so,  what  was 
the  reason  for  such  refusal,  and  on  what 
principle  of  selection  or  nomination  does 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  act  in  regard  to 
this  matter  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  facts  are  as 
stated  in  both  questions.  The  principle 
acted  upon  is  to  promote  local  represen- 
tation, so  far  as  this  is  consistent  with 
the  duty  thrown  on  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
by  Statute  of  selecting  fit  and  proper 
persons  to  serve  on  the  Asylum  Board. 
This  principle  was  not  inconsistent  with 
the  selection  made  in  the  case  of  Dublin  ; 
it  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  have  been  inconsistent  with 
the  selection  of  the  names  sent  up  in  the 
case  of  Cork. 

Db.  TANNER :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
of  recent  years  the  authorities  of  Dublin 
Castle  have  invariably  chosen  from  the 
list  presented  by  the  Corporation  of  Cork 
either  Conservatives  or  Liberal  Unionists 
to  act  as  Governors  of  the  Asylum  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  cannot 
answer  that  question. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  that  none  of  the  persons 
nominated  by  the  Corporation  of  Cork 
are  fit  to  be  appointed  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  1  cannot  enter 
into  any  invidious  discussion  as  to  the 
merits  of  these  gentlemen. 


Mb.  SEXTON :  Would  not  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  ease  the  situation  if  he  were 
to  appoint  any  of  them  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  That  is  a 
very  different  proposition  from  that  of 
accepting  the  whole  number. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Why  is  it  that 
Conservatives  know  more  about  lunacy 
than  the  Nationalists  ? 

•Mb.  FLYNN :  I  may  say  that  among 
the  names  sent  in  by  the  Corporation  of 
Cork  there  were  those  of  the  present 
Mayor  of  that  City  and  the  ex-Mayor. 

BELFAST  POST  OFFICE. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master  General  how  many  appointments 
have  been  made  to  the  respective  staffs, 
postal  and  telegraph,  of  the  Belfast  Post 
Office,  upon  the  nomination  of  the  local 
postmaster,  during  the  year  ending  the 
31st  March  ultimo,  and  how  many  vacant 
cies  exist  upon  these  respective  staffs 
at  the  present  time  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  all  vacancies  as  they  arise  are  filled 
by  the  nominees  of  the  local  postmaster, 
to  the  exclusion  of  all  other  applicants, 
and  whether  there  is  any  special  reason 
why  vacancies  as  they  arise  on  the 
establishment  of  the  Belfast  Post  Office 
in  the  future  should  not  be  thrown  open 
to  competition  instead  of  being  at  pre- 
sent  dependent  upon  the  nomination  of 
a  local  official ;  whether  the  arrangement 
by  which  nominations  to  vacancies  on 
the  staffs  of  provincial  offices  were 
confided  to  local  postmasters  was  intended 
to  apply  in  cases  of  offices  of  the  standing 
of  Belfast,  or  did  it  only  refer  to  offices 
in  provincial  towns  of  lesser  standing, 
upon  the  staff  of  which  vacancies  seldom 
arise  and  where  it  would  be  inconvenient 
or  impossible  to  hold  competitive  ex- 
aminations ;  whether  he  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  throwing  open  all 
existing  and  future  vacancies  as  they 
arise  upon  the  respective  staffs  of  the 
Belfast  Post  Office  to  public  competition ; 
and  if  he  can  state  under  whose  super- 
vision the  examination  of  the  nominees 
of  the  Postmaster  of  Belfast  to  vacancies 
in  the  Belfast  Post  Office  hitherto  have 
been  held  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES :  The  number  of  appoint- 
ments made  to  the  staff  of  the  Belfast 
Post  Office  during  the  year  ended  the 
81st  of  March  last  was  five  on  the  Postal 
and  15  on  the  Telegraph  side  respectively. 
At    the    present   time    there    are     10 
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vacancies — ail  on  the  telegraph  side. 
At  Belfast,  as  at  other  Provincial  Post 
Offices,  vacancies  are  filled,  as  a  rule,  on 
the  nomination  of  the  local  postmaster. 
As  regards  the  remaining  points,  I  would 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  reply 
which  I  made  to  a  similar  question  on 
the  24th  of  April  last.  I  will  merely 
add  that  the  Committee  of  1854,  on 
whose  recommendation  postmasters 
nominate  to  vacancies  in  their  own 
offices,  contemplated  no  exceptions. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  In  what  other  towns 
are  these  nominations  made  by  the  Post 
Office  Department  ? 

♦Mb.  RAIKES:  I  may  mention  off- 
hand, Liverpool,  Manchester,  Leeds,  and 
Birmingham. 

REGISTRATION  OF  COUNTY  ELECTORS. 
Me.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  if  he  is  aware  that 
"The  Registration  of  County  Electors 
Act,  1889,"  expires  after  the  present 
year,  and  that  great  expense  and  in- 
convenience will  be  caused  if  some 
alteration  is  not  made  early  next  year 
in  the  dates  for  completing  the  registers 
of  county  electors;  and  if  he  will 
consent  to  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  this  Session  to  consider  the 
best  mode  of  altering  the  dates  for  the 
registration  of  Parliamentary,  Municipal, 
and  County  Council  electors  ;  or  whether 
lie  will  undertake  to  introduce  a  Bill  for 
this  purpose  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  or  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  The  ques- 
tion is  one  of  considerable  difficulty.  If  an 
alteration  be  made,  it  must  either  be  in 
the  dates  for  registration  or  in  the  dates 
for  elections  both  to  County  Councils 
and  Municipal  Councils.  In  either  case 
an  alteration  would  entail  considerable 
inconvenience,  and  I  am  not  convinced 
that  under  the  law  as  it  stands  the 
registers  cannot  be  made  out  in  sufficient 
time  if  due  diligence  be  used.  The 
matter  is,  however,  at  present  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Government. 

THE  PLATTERS  ROCKS. 
Mr.  LEWIS  (Anglesey)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  London  and 
North  Western  Railway  Company  have 
offered  to  remove  the  Platters  Rocks  in 


the  Holyhead  New  Harbour  to  a  depth 
of  25  feet  below  low-water  mark,  which 
according  to  Sir  J.  Hawkshaw's  estimate 
would  cost  about  £250,000,  on  the 
condition  that  the  Railway  Company  be 
allowed  to  erect  a  pier  in  a  part  of  the 
harbour  which  is  now  perfectly  useless, 
and  some  other  small  concessions  as  to 
the  lease  on  their  present  premises  in  the 
old  harbour ;  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  any  objection  to  state 
their  reasons  for  refusing  to  accept  that 
offer? 

•The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol,  W.) : 
I  am  unable  to  accept  the  accuracy  of  the 
hon.  Member's  description  of  the  offer 
of  the  London  and  North  Western  Rail* 
way  Company ;  but  if  he  wishes  to  move 
for  copy  of  the  correspondence  between 
the  London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company  and  the  Board  of  Trade  respect- 
ing the  construction  of  a  deep  water 
pier  and  the  removal  of  the  Platters 
Rocks  in  Holyhead  Harbour  I  shall 
offer  no  objection. 

POOR  RATE  DEFAULTERS  AT  GOVAN, 

Mr.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if  he  can  state 
how  many  poor  rate  defaulters  there 
were  in  the  combination  of  Govan,  Scot- 
land, on  20th  June,  1889  ;  how  many  of 
them  subsequently  paid  their  rates; 
what  was  the  amount  due  on  the  said 
date;  and  what  was  the  amount  ulti- 
mately lost  to  the  funds  of  the  combina- 
tion through  defaulters  during  the  year ; 
and  also  the  same  particulars  with  regard 
to  the  barony  and  city  parishes  of 
Glasgow  respectively  ? 

•The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute)  :  On  20th  June,  1889r 
there  were  in  Govan  combination 
10,721  defaulters,  of  whom  1,649  subse- 
quently paid  their  rates,  the  amount  due 
was  £1,551  Is.  5£d.,  and  the  amount 
lost  during  the  year  was«£l,301  12s.  9|d. 
The  information  as  to  the  barony  and 
city  parishes  has  not  yet  been  received, 
as  these  parishes  were  not  included 
in  the  question  as  it  originally  appeared 
on  the  Paper. 

THE  LOSS  OF  THE  ROHILLA. 

Mr.  CUJSTINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his 
attention   has     been    directed     to     tho 


1283 


«  MUcMl  v. 


{COMMONS} 


Regina" 


1264 


inquiry  held  on  Thursday,  the  24th  of 
April,  into  the  circumstances  attending 
the  loss  of  the  iron  sailing-ship  Rohilla, 
which  foundered  with  all  hands,  and  to 
the  suppressing  of  certain  letters  at  that 
inquiry ;  whether  copies  of  those  letters 
are  in  the  possession  of  the  officials  of 
the  Marine  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  written  by  Ned  Butchers,  sail- 
maker  on  hoard  the  Rohilla,  fromPisagua, 
and  dated  15th  October,  and  what  steps 
were  taken  to  ascertain  what  credence 
ought  to  be  placed  in  the  serious  charges 
of  overloading  contained  in  those  letters ; 
whether  he  was  aware  that  Mr.  D.  W. 
M'Donald  left  the  Rohilla  at  Valparaiso, 
and  whether  any  attempt  was  made  to 
communicate  with  him  in  order  to 
ascertain  whether  his  leaving  was  in 
consequence  of  his  refusal  to  sanction  the 
overloading  of  the  vessel ;  whether  it 
was  mentioned  to  the  Court  of  Inquiry 
that  the  owners  of  the  Rohilla  have  lost 
six  vessels  during  the  last  five  years ; 
and  whether  he  has  the  power  to  annul 
the  verdict  of  the  Court  and  to  grant 
another  inquiry  on  the  ground  of  in- 
sufficiency of  the  evidence  laid  before  the 
Court  ? 

•Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  The  Court 
found  that  the  Rohilla  was  lost  through 
striking  on  a  shoal,  and  not  from  over- 
loading. Copies  of  letters  from  Ned 
Butchers,  sailmaker  of  the  Rohilla,  are 
in  the  possession  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
They  contain  allegations  of  overloading 
on  previous  voyages,  and  the  Board 
would  have  endeavoured  to  test  their 
truth,  and  to  place  the  letters  before  the 
Court,  had  there  been  any  ground  for 
supposing  that  the  loss  of  the  Rohilla 
was  due  to  overloading.  The  voyages 
referred  to  in  the  letters  were  made  in 
safety,  and  upon  the  vessel's  arrival  at 
Falmouth  after  the  last  of  these  voyages, 
she  was  seen  by  one  of  the  Board's  Sur- 
veyors, who  found  she  was  not  over- 
laden. During  the  five  days  the  vessel 
remained  in  Falmouth  Harbour,  no  com- 
plaint was  made  by  the  sailmaker  or  any 
other  of  the  crew.  Mr.  Fyf e,  the  gentle- 
man who  forwarded  copies  of  Ned 
Butcher's  letters  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
in  addressing  the  Court,  requested  that 
these  .  letters  should  be  read,  but  the 
Magistrate  held  that  they  were  not 
relevant,  and  could  not  be  received  in 
evidence.  The  Board  of  Trade  made 
every  effort  to  communicate  with  .  Mr. 
Mr.  Cuninghame  Graham 


M'Donald,  but  his  wife  reported  that  he 
would  not  return  to  this  country  for 
three  years.  The  Board  were  advised 
that  there  would  have  been  no  justifica- 
tion for  calling  the  attention  of  the 
Court  to  the  loss  of  other  vessels  be- 
longing to  the  same  owners.  The  Board 
of  Trade  had  no  power  to  annul  the 
finding  of  the  Court,  but  they  could 
order  a  rehearing  if  satisfied  that 
sufficient  ground  for  such  a  course 
existed. 

"MITCHELL  F.  REGINA." 
Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM:  I 
had  intended  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  it  is  true  that  the 
Attorney  General  and  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge have  long  since  advised  the  claim 
of  the  suppliant  in  "Mitchell  v.  Regina" 
to  be  settled  by  a  substantial  payment ; 
and  whether  that  advice  has  been  re- 
jected, and  if  he  could  state  for  what 
reason;  but  I  beg  to  postpone  the 
question  until  to-morrow,  and  also  a 
further  question  which  I  intended  to  put 
to  the  First.  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
namely,  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  report  of  "Mitchell  v. 
Regina  "  in  the  London  Times,  13th  of 
May,  and  the  remarks  in  the  Evening 
Standard  of  that  day;  and  whether 
in  consequence  of  the  decision  of  the 
learned  Judges,  he  is  prepared  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  to  conserve  to  officers  the 
promises  conveyed  to  them  in  Her  Most 
Gracious  Majesty's  Royal  Warrants,  which 
are  signed  by  the  Sovereign  ? 

Me.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM:  I 
Deg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  it  is  true 
that  a  letter  or  petition  of  grace  to  Her 
Majesty  the  Queen  was  .sent  to  the  Home 
Office  many  weeks  ago  by  the  suppliant 
in  "Mitchell  v.  Regina,"  praying  for 
many  reasons  some  payment  of  money 
withheld  by  the  War  Office  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  this  application  was  made 
on  the  written  advice  to  the  suppliant 
by  General  Sir  Henry  Ponsonby,  C.G.B. ; 
and  whether  it  is  true  that  the  suppliant 
has  been  officially  informed  that  the 
letter  has  not  been  forwarded  to  the 
Queen? 
♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  In*  December  last 
Colonel  Mitchell  forwarded  to  the  Home 
Office  a  petition  of  right  in  the  matter  of 
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a  olaim  made  by  him  upon  the  War 
Office.  This  was  submitted  to  the  Queen 
in  the  usual  manner,  and  proceedings 
followed  in  the  Law  Courts.  Subsequent 
to  the  decision  of  the  Courts,  Colonel 
Mitchell,  in  February  last,  sent  some 
printed  documents  relative  to  his  case  to 
the  Home  Office,  and  asked  that  they 
might  be  laid  before  the  Queen,  Sir 
Henry  Ponsonby  having  advised  the 
applicant  that  documents  of  this  nature 
could  only  be  submitted  to  Her  Majesty 
through  the  Secretary  of  State.  No 
petition  accompanied  these  papers,  and 
the  applicant  was  informed  that  his  case 
having  been  decided  by  the  legal  tri- 
bunals of  the  country,  it  would  be 
improper  to  lay  papers  before  Her 
Majesty  which  were  in  the  nature  of  an 
appeal  against  the  decision  of  those 
tribunals. 

THE  ORDNANCE  SURVEY  STAFF. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
what  are  the  percentages  of  increase  of 
salary  given  the  Ordnance  Survey  Staff 
in  the  years  from  1883  to  1890,  and 
when  was  the  new  scheme  of  increase 
of  pay  communicated  to  the  men  1 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lincoln 
shire,  Sleaford) :  If  I  understand  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  rightly,  I 
may  say  in  reply  that  there  is  no  regular 
progressive  increase  of  salary  given  to 
the  civil  assistants  of  the  Ordnance 
Survey.  I  stated  in  my  reply  to  a  similar 
question  on  the  8th  inst.  that  increase  of 
pay  in  the  Ordnance  Survey  Department 
is  dependent  on  increased  efficiency,  com- 
bined with  length  of  service.  The 
average  pay  in  the  skilled  branches  of 
the  Survey  is  now  from  15  to  30  per 
cent,  higher  than  it  was  eight  or  nine 
years  ago.  But  no  new  scheme  of 
increase  of  pay  has  been  proposed,  and 
therefore  no  such  scheme  has  been  com- 
municated to  the  men. 

THE  NEW  OFFICES  IN  WESTMINSTER 

HALL. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
if  it  is  a  fact  that  fireplaces  without 
chimneys  have  been  supplied  to  the  new 
offices  off  Westminster  Hall,  now  used  as 
the  offices  for  Private  Bills  ;  whether  it 
is   true  that  gas  fire  appliances    were 


placed  in  them,  and  whether  they  have 
been  or  can  be  used ;  who  is  responsible 
for  the  fireplaces  and  fittings ;  and  what 
was  the  expense  incurred  in  connection 
with  each  1 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunkei,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  It  is  not  the  fact  that  fireplaces 
without  chimneys  have  been  constructed 
to  the  new  offices  off  Westminster  Hall, 
now  used  as  the  Private  Bill  Offices ;  but 
owing  to  the  change  in  the  appropriation 
of  the  whole  of  the  rooms  in  the  new 
building,  certain  expensive  warming  and 
ventilating  arrangements,  which  were 
originally  intended  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  rooms,  if  used  as  Com- 
mittee rooms,  were  not  fully  carried  out. 
Some  additions  are,  however,  about  to  be 
made  to  the  extracting  flues,  which  will 
enable  the  rooms  to  be  suitably  ventilated 
for  the  purposes  for  which  they  are  now 
used.  It  was  at  one  time  intended  to  use 
gas  fires  in  the  new  fireplaces;  but 
as  the  whole  of  the  rooms  have 
now  been  warmed  by  steam  pipes  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  rooms  recently 
vacated  by  the  departments  now  occupy- 
ing the  new  rooms,  it  has  been  found 
to  be  unnecessary  to  adopt  those  fires. 
The  Office  of  Works  is  responsible  for  the 
fireplaces  and  fittings,  and  the  fact  of 
their  having  been  provided  renders  the 
rooms  fit  for  any  future  occupation  in 
case  of  change.  It  is  impossible  to  give 
the  cost  of  the  said  fireplaces  and  flues 
separately  from  that  of  the  building,  as 
they  were  constructed  as  part  of  the 
later,  and  in  that  way  they  certainly  cost 
very  much  less  than  would  be  necessary 
to  form  them  at  a  future  time  if  they 
should  be  required. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Am  I  to  understand 
that  there  are  chimneys  existing  in  con- 
nection with  these  rooms  which  cannot 
be  used  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET :  I  believe  that  there 
are  chimneys  in  existence. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Are  they  closed  up? 

Mr.  PLUNKET :  I^think  not. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  propose  to  smother  all  the 
unfortunate  persons  who  are  obliged  to 
use  the  Hall  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET :  I  propose  to  make 
changes  to  prevent  any  inconvenience ; 
and  unless  I  were  to  climb  the  chimneys 
myself,  I  do  not  know  what  more  I  can 
do. 
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LIGHTHOUSE  ILLUMINANTS. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  the  Committee,  con- 
sisting of  certain  members  of  the  Royal 
Society,  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
question  of  Lighthouse  Illuminants  has 
yet  reported;  and,  if  not,  when  it  is 
likely  to  do  so  ? 

Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  There  has 
been  some  unavoidable  delay  in  this 
matter  in  consequence  of  a  change  that  it 
was  found  necessary  to  make  in  the  com- 
position of  the  Committee  ;  but  I  have 
communicated  with  the  President  of  the 
Royal  Society,  and  I  understand  that  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  may  be 
expected  in  the  course  of  the  summer. 

THE    SCIENCE   AND    ART    DRAWING 

GRANT. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  (Devon, 
Tavistock)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether,  provided  that 
drawing  be  satisfactorily  taught,  teachers 
holding  the  general  certificate  of  the 
Education  Department  will  be,  under  the 
New  Code,  considered  eligible,  ashither  to, 
to  earn  the  drawing  grant  from  the 
Science  and  Art  Department,  irrespective 
of  their  holding  any  special  certificate  in 
that  subject  ? 

•The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  So  long  as  the  instruction  is 
satisfactory,  I  am  not  disposed,  at  any 
rate  for  some  time  to  come,  to  insist  upon 
the  possession  of  the  drawing  certificate 
by  every  teacher  under  Article  85  (b)  of 
the  Code ;  but,  where  practicable,  I  hope 
that  managers  will  avail  themselves  of 
the  recognition  which  the  Code  affords  to 
the  peripatetic  teacher  for  this  and 
other  purposes. 

FRANKING    MEMBERS'     LETTERS. 

Mb.  JEFFREYS  (Hunts,  Basingstoke): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  great 
amount  of  time  that  hon.  Members  now 
hav%  to  devote  to  their  Parliamentary 
correspondence,  and  that,  in  addition  to 
this,  they  have  not  only  to  go  and  pur- 
chase stamps,  but  even  to  affix  them  to 
their  letters,  he  will  restore  to  them  their 
ancient  privilege  of  sending  their  letters 
free  of  charge   provided  that  they  are 


written  on   House   of  Commons  paper, 
and  posted  in  the  House  1 

•Mr.  RAIKES  :  The  privilege  to  which 
my  hon.  Friend  refers  was  abrogated 
by  the  Penny  Postage  Act,  and  he  will 
therefore  see  it  is  not  in  my  power  to 
restore  it. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  last 
part  of  the  question — whether,  after  a 
Member  buys  stamps,  he  will  give  orders 
to  some  person  to  affix  them  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES:  I  thought  my  hon. 
Friend  hardly  put  that  part  of  the  ques- 
tion seriously. 

THE     CARDIFF     SAVINGS    BANK. 

Mr.  DAVID  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydvil)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  if  he  is  yet  in  a  position  to 
state  the  exact  amount  owing  by  the 
Trustees  of  the  late  Cardiff  Savings 
Bank  to  the  Commissioners  for  the 
reduction  of  the  National  Debt,  on 
account  of  the  loss  of  forfeitures  resulting 
from  the  omission  to  enforce  signed 
declarations,  and  of  the  large  sums  in- 
vested and  drawing  interest  in  excess  of 
the  sums  the  Trustees  were  entitled  to 
invest  1 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  A  Return  of  the  num- 
ber of  savings  banks  which  had  failed 
between  1852  and  1888,  and  of  the  loss 
to  the  depositors  as  far  as  it  could  be 
ascertained,  was  presented  in  December, 
1888.  The  Return  also  stated  how  the 
deficiencies  were  met.  Since  the  date  of 
that  Return  the  following  savings  banks 
have  been  closed,  or  are  in  process  of 
closing  : — Castle  Cary,  Dorchester,  Mac- 
clesfield, and  Chelsea.  In  the  first  two 
cas3s,  the  Trustees  undertook  to  make 
good  any  deficiency  there  might  be  ;  the 
assets  of  die  Macclesfield  Savings  Bank 
exceeded  the  liabilities  ;  and  the  liquida- 
tion of  the  Chelsea  Bank  is  still  proceed- 

Mr.  DAVID  THOMAS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  he 
can  state  how  many  Trustee  Savings 
Banks  have  failed  since  1852  up  to  the 
beginning  of  last  year ;  in  how  many 
of  the  cases  of  failure  the  depositors 
ultimately  suffered  loss;  how  the  defi- 
ciency was  met  in  those  cases  where  the 
depositors  were  paid  in  full ;  and  what 
is  the  total  amount  of  loss  sustained  by 
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depositors,  exclusive  of  those  in  the  late 
Cardiff  Sayings  Bank,  whose  case  is  still 
sub  judice  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  No;  the  exact 
amount  of  the  sums  has  not  yet  been 
ascertained,  but  the  matter  will  not  be 
lost  sight  of. 

THE  ORDNANCE  SURVEY. 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  whether,  now  that 
the  Ordnance  Survey  has  been  merged 
in  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  the  Circular 
issued  by  Sir  Charles  Wilson  in  Novem- 
ber, 1887,  as  to  the  "new  scheme  of 
pay  for  the  Ordnance  Survey,"  still  holds 
good,  or  whether  that  Circular  is  super- 
seded by  the  Treasury  Minute  of  the 
4th  February,  1890;  and  whether  it  is 
the  case  that  the  men  on  the  Ordnance 
Survey  are  in  the  dark  as  to  their  future 
pay  and  prospects,  in  accordance  with  a 
rule  which  does  not  exist  in  any  other 
Department  1 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  I  understand  that 
the  Treasury  Minute  of  February  4th, 
1890,  relates  to  the  Second  Division 
Clerks,  and  does  not  apply  to  the 
Ordnance  Survey;  and  it  is  not  the 
case  that  any  Circular  was  issued  by  Sir 
Charles  Wilson,  in  1887,  as  to  the  new 
scheme  of  pay  for  the  Ordnance  Survey. 
The  men,  I  am  informed,  on  the  Ordnance 
Survey  are  in  the  same  position  now  as 
to  knowledge  of  their  pay  and  prospects 
as  they  always  have  been. 

OUTRAGE  IN  CRETE. 
Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire,  Lichfield)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  telegram  in  the  Evening 
Standard  of  15th  May,  purporting  to 
come  from  Canea  (in  Crete),  in  which  it 
is  stated  that  a  young  Christian  had  been 
stabbed  to  death  by  some  Mussulmans 
near  that  town;  and  whether  he  will 
cause  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to  the  truth, 
or  otherwise,  of  this  telegram  ? 

•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
for  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
gusson,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  No  such  in- 
formation has  as  yet  reached  Her 
Majesty's  Government ;  but  the  British 
Consul  will  not  fail  to  report  the  matter 
by  despatch  if  such  a  murder  has  been 


committed.  Murders  are  not  infre- 
quently committed  by  members  of  the 
different  factions. 

THE  INDIAN  CTVIL  SERVICE. 

Sir  HENRY  ROSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.)  :  I  had  intended  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  he 
is  aware  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
regulations  which  will  presently  come 
into  action  in  regard  to  the  limits  of  age 
for  candidates  for  the  higher  branch  of 
the  Indian  Civil  Service,  there  have 
been  strong  expressions  of  opinion  in  the 
scientific  Press  and  at  the  Universities, 
that  the  conditions  of  the  examinations 
for  this  Service  ought  no  longer  to  con- 
tinue to  be  relatively  so  unfavourable  to 
candidates  whose  studies  have  been 
chiefly  in  science  as  has  hitherto  been 
the  case;  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
Memorial,  signed  by  50  distinguished 
graduates  of  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge, including  several  heads  of  houses, 
many  professors,  and  a  large  number  of 
Fellows  of  Colleges,  has  been  presented 
to  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners,  in 
which  it  is  pointed  out  that  the  position 
of  the  science  tripes  in  their  University 
is  now  practically  on  an  equal  footing 
with  the  classical  or  the  mathematical 
tripos,  both  from  its  numbers  and  from 
the  awards  assigned  by  the  colleges  to 
those  of  their  members  who  distinguish 
themselves  therein ;  and  whether  he 
will  endeavour  to  secure  that  changes 
shall  be  made  for  admission  to  the 
Indian  Civil  Service  such  as  shall  secure 
more  equal  prospects  of  success  for  those 
whose  chief  studies  have  been  in  science 
than  are  at  present  accorded  in  these 
competitions.  At  the  request  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  beg  to  postpone 
the  question. 

RATING  OF  FEU  DUTIES. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
refer  the  subject  of  the  Taxation  and 
Rating  of  Feu  Duties  and  Ground 
Annuals  to  the  Committee  now  sitting 
on  Town  Holdings,  <kc,  on  which  there 
is  only  one  Scotch  Member,  or  whether 
they  would  consent  to  refer  the  subject 
to  a  separate  Committee  next  Session, 
composed  to  a  large  extent  of  Scotch 
Members  ? 
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•Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
taxation  and  rating  of  Feu  DutieB  and 
Ground  Annuals  seem  to  fall  within  the 
terms  of  the  reference  to  the  Town 
Holdings  Committee,  and  it  is  manifestly 
desirable  that  the  Committee  which  is 
charged  with  the  consideration  of  the 
question  generally  should  be  enabled 
effectively  to  take  up  this  branch  of  it. 
The  Government,  therefore,  propose  to 
move  the  addition  of  six  Scotch  Members 
to  the  Town  Holdings  Committee. 

EXTINCTION  OF  LICENCES. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ACLAND  (York, 
W.R.,  Rotherham):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether  the  same  disabilities  will  attach 
to  members  of  County  Councils  in  deal- 
ing with  the  extinction  of  licences  under 
the  Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise) 
Duties  Bill,  as  now  attach  to  Magistrates 
pecuniarily  interested  in  the  trade  in 
dealing  with  licensing  matters  ? 

•Mr.  RITCHIE :  The  Bill  does  not  pro- 
vide  for  disabilities  such  as  those  sug- 
gested in  the  question ;  but  the  matter  is 
one  which  will,  no  doubt,  have  to  be  con- 
sidered in  Committee. 

BRITISH  AND  GERMAN  INTERESTS 

IN  AFRICA. 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith) :  I 

beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 

for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  following 

extract  of  a  letter  from  the  Marquess  of 

Salisbury  to  Sir  E.  Malet,  dated   2nd 

July,    1887,    forms    the    understanding 

upon   which  the    British    and  German 

spheres  of  influence  are  defined  in  East 

Africa: — 

"  Baron  Von  Piemen  said  that  the  Imperial 
Government  had  started  from  the  idea  that 
England  would  leave 'Germany  a  free  hand  for 
the  future  in  the  territories  south  of  the  Vic- 
toria Nyansa  Lake,  and,  without  interfering 
with  the  territories  lying  to  the  east  of  the 
Lakes  Tanganyika  and  Nyassa,  at  the  baok  of 
the  German  Protectorate,  would  oonfine  herself 
to  opening  up  the  territories  lying  to  the  north 
of  the  agreed  line ; " 

and  whether,  therefore,  a  line  drawn 
from  the  south  of  Victoria  Nyanza  to  the 
northern  extremity  of  Tanganyika  forms 
the  line  of  demarcation  between  the 
British  and  the  German  spheres  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  These  spheres 
of  influence  have  not  yet  been  geographi- 
cally defined,  and  the  understanding  in 
question  was  general  in  its  terms. 


Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  it  is  proposed 
to  surrender  the  country  of  the  Bamang- 
watos,  to  the  extent  of  100,000  square 
miles,  lying  between  Damaraland  and 
Lobengula's  territory,  to  Germany,  in  the 
negotiations  now  taking  place  at  Berlin  ; 
and,  if  so,  on  what  ground  ? 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  such  proposal  is  under  con- 
sideration. 

Earl  COMPTON  (York,  W.R.,  Barns- 
ley)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  whether  the  Foreign  Office  have 
had  any  communication  from  Mr.  A.  J. 
Nicholls,  lately  returned  from  that 
country,  and  who  seems  to  have  entered 
into  some  arrangements  for  concessions 
on  behalf  of  British  interests  1 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  think  I  must 
ask  the  noble  Lord  to  give  notice  of  that 
question.  I  cannot  give  an  answer  off- 
hand. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
entire  question  of  the  relations  between 
this  country  and  Germany  throughout 
Eastern  and  South  Western  Africa  is  the 
subject  of  negotiation  at  Berlin  at  the  pre- 
sent time ;  whether  he  will  inform  the 
House  what  is  the  scope  of  Sir  Percy 
Anderson's  instructions,  or  lay  these  in- 
structions upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ; 
and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  endeavour  that  any  arrangement  that 
may  be  arrived  at,  particularly  with  regard 
to  South  Western  Africa,  shall  be  such  as 
will  commend  itself  to  the  approval  of 
the  opinion  of  the  Cape  Colony  and  our 
other  South  African  Settlements.  Will 
Her  Majesty's  Government  take  care  to 
ascertain  what  the  opinion  of  the  colonies 
are? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  Undoubtedly  it 
will  be  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  ascertain  and  to  give  due 
consideration  to  the  opinion  of  the 
colonies.  The  communications  between 
Sir  J.  Anderson  and  Dr.  Kranel  at  Ber- 
lin have  had  reference  to  questions  both 
in  East  and  West  Africa.  The  communi- 
cations are  confidential,  and  no  Papers 
can  be  laid. at  present.  In  any  arrange- 
ment that  affects  the  interests  of  the 
British  colonies  in  Africa  full  considera- 
tion will  be  given  to  their  opinions. 
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Mb.  BUCHANAN:  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  all  the  difficulties  that  arose  in 
1884-5,  with  regard  to  Germany  in  this 
quarter  of  the  globe,  were  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  English  Government  were 
not  acquainted  with  and,  therefore,  could 
not  give  full  consideration  to,  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Cape  Colony  ;  and*  will  the 
Government  take  care  on  this  occasion 
that  they  are  fully  acquainted  with  the 
views  of  the  colonists  1 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  Without  going 
formally  into  the  question  which  has 
been  put  by  the  hon.  Member,  I  think  I 
am  correct  in  saying  that  I  believe  the 
Government  are  fully  aware  of  the 
opinions  of  the  colonists. 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  Seeing 
the  total  absence  of  information  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  on  the  subject,  and 
in  view  of  the  great  interest  taken  in  it, 
will  he  see  that  the  House  has  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  matter  before  a 
definite  decision  is  come  to  with  the 
German  Government? 

•Sib  J.  PERGUSSON :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  knows  how  these  things  are  done. 
While  there  is  every  disposition  not  to 
undervalue  the  great  interest  taken  in 
this  question,  it  is  manifest  that  while 
negotiations  are  pending,  discussion  is 
not  conducive  to  success. 

Mb.  A.  O'CONNOR:  May  I  ask 
whether  the  Government  will  take  care 
to  ascertain  the  views  of  other  people  in 
Africa  with  regard  to  the  contemplated 
proceedings  before  a  criminal  conspiracy 
is  entered  into  by  two  great  Powers  to 
plunder  the  people  of  Africa  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

INDIAN  COUNCIL  BILLS. 

Mb.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield)  :  I  had 
intended  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  what  is  the  amount  of 
Council  Bills  sold  since  the  commence- 
ment of  the  present  financial  year  ;  what 
proportion  is  this  amount  of  the  whole  of 
the  current  year's  estimate  ;  under  whose 
advice  has  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of 
State  forced  on  the  market  so  much 
larger  a  proportion  of  the  year's  drawings 
than  is  needed  for  the  current  require- 
ments of  the  India  Office,  and  what  is 
the  present  amount  of  the  cash  balances 
in  the  Home  Treasury  of  the  India 
Office  ?  but,  in  the  absence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  will  postpone'  the 
question. 


SCOTCH  CENSUS  RETURNS. 


Mr.  S.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock, 
<fec.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether  he  will  make  arrangements  in 
order  to  make  the  expressed  desire  of 
about  50  School  Boards  in  Scotland, 
representing  a  population  of  over 
800,000,  to  make  the  Census  Returns  of 
all  children  under  1 4  years  of  age  avail- 
able for  School  Board  purposes,  no 
addition  to  the  existing  schedules  being 
required  and  no  additional  cost  incurred, 
the  School  Boards  being  willing  to  pay 
for  copies  of  the  particulars  required,  or 
to  make  copies  themselves,  under  such 
conditions  as  would  not  affect  the  con- 
fidential character  of  the  Returns  ? 

*Mr.  RITCHIE :  The  Census  Returns 
are  obtained  for  statistical  purposes  only. 
The  information  given  on  the  house- 
holders' schedule  is  of  a  confidential 
character,  and  it  is  clear  that  if  permitted 
to  be  used  in  the  manner  proposed  this 
character  would  be  destroyed  and  great 
difficulties  would  be  thrown  in  the  way 
of  obtaining  accurate  Returns.  I  under- 
stand that  this  proposal  was  put  before 
the  Committee  on  the  Census,  whose 
Report  is  now,  I  believe,  about  to  be 
presented. 

COMMANDER  ANNESLEY. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  has  yet  received  any  Report 
from  Admiral  Sir  W.  Dowell,  K.C.B.,  aB 
to  the  inquiry  held  into  the  conduct  of 
Commander  Annesley  on  board  the 
Icarus ;  and  whether  he  can  state  the 
result  of  such  inquiry  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  op  th*  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  The  Report  has  been  pre- 
sented, and  is  now  under  consideration. 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  repeat  the 
question  on  Thursday  next,  I  shall  be 
able  to  answer  the  second  part  of  it. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  will  repeat  it 
on  Thursday. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  as  regards  Civil  Service  writers, 
considering  that  the  Royal  Commission 
on  Civil  Establishments  had  confined 
their  deliberations  to  general  propositions, 
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and  recommended  that  the  writer  system 
be  put  an  end  to  without  saying  in  what 
manner,  and  had  not  specifically  con- 
sidered questions  of  adequacy  of  pay, 
holidays,  sick  leave,  and  other  griev- 
ances of  which  the  writers  complained, 
the  Treasury  would  now  do  so,  and  for- 
mulate a  scheme  for  the  permanent 
settlement  of  the  case,  which  had  been 
left  in  a  transitory  state  by  the  Treasury 
Minute  of  December,  1886,  and  which 
that  Minute  itself  stated  would  be  done 
as  soon  as  the  Government  had  arrived 
at  a  decision  upon  certain  ulterior 
questions  appertaining  to  the  Civil 
Service  then  about  to  come  before  them, 
which  had  since  been  disposed  of  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  cannot  agree  that 
the  Royal  Commission  confined  their 
deliberations  respecting  the  copyists  to 
general  propositions,  or  left  the  questions 
of  pay  and  other  matters  open.  On  the 
contrary,  they  stated  that  they  could  not 
report  that  the  copyists  had  established 
any  grievance  which  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
State  to  remedy.  Nor  can  I  admit  that 
the  Treasury  Minute  of  1886  left  the 
position  of  the  copyists  in  a  transitory 
state.  It  dealt  with  all  the  questions 
raised  respecting  the  copyists.  The  only 
words  which  can  give  colour  to  the  hon. 
Member's  contention  are  "  pending 
ulterior  arrangements."  These  words 
referred  to  the  fact  that  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Civil  Establishments  were 
then  sitting,  and  doubtless  any  recom- 
mendations of  that  Commission  would 
have  received  the  respectful  attention  of 
the  Government,  but  the  Commission 
really  confirmed  the  settlement  made  by 
the  Treasury  Minute  of  1886. 

THE  LATE  GENERAL  ,8IR  W.    JONES. 

Sir  E.  WATKIN  (Hythe) :  I  had 
intended  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
•for  War  with  reference  to  that  part 
of  the  Queen's  Regulations  of  1889, 
which  specifies  that 

"  Officers  are  not  interred  with  Military 
"honours  unless  they  are  at  the  time  of  their 
decease  on  fall  pay,  or  employed  on  the  Staff, 
or  in  the  exercise  of  some  Military  command  or 
office ;" 

whether  General  Sir  William  Jones, 
G.C.B.  (who  was  in  command  in 
the  capture  of  Delhi,  the  turn- 
ing point  of  the  great  Mutiny N,  was,  at 
the  time  of  his  decease,  Colonel  of  the 
Duke  of  Connaught's  Light  Infantry,  and 
Mr.  Cuninghame  Graham 


in  receipt  of  the  pay  of  £1,000  a  year ; 
and  whether  he  was  therefore  entitled 
to  a  Military  funeral  ?  At  the  request  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  will  postpone 
the  question  until  to-morrow. 

LOSS  OF  THE  CAM  ELI  A. 

Sir  E.  WATKIN:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  if 
inquiry  will  be  made  into  the  circum- 
stances of  the  loss  of  the  fishing  boat 
Camelia  (232),  believed  to  have  been 
run  down  by  a  steamer  between  Dungen- 
ness  and  Folkestone  in  the  night  of  the 
8th  May,  the  master,  Donaldson,  and  the 
two  fishermen,  the  brothers  Harris  (being 
the  craw)  having  apparently  lost  their 
lives,  as  their  bodies  have  not  been 
recovered,  nor  have  any  tidings  of  them 
been  received;  if  the  Bremen  steamer 
the  Trave,  bound  east,  and  the  west 
bound  steamer  Essequibo,  were  passing 
the  point  of  accident  at  about  the  same 
time ;  and  if  he  is  aware  of  the  many 
narrow  escapes  of  fishing  boats  in  the 
Channel,  and  of  the  reckless  speed  and 
course  adopted  by  the  foreign  steam 
liners  ? 
•Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  The 
question  of  directing  an  inquiry  in 
the  case  of  the  Camelia  must  depend 
upon  the  possibility  of  obtaining  evidence 
of  the  facts.  The  German  steamer 
Trave  and  the  British  steamer  Essequibo 
are  believed  to  have  been  in  the  vicinity 
at  the  time  of  the  accident,  and  inquiries 
have  been  set  on  foot  to  ascertain 
whether  either  of  them  was  in  collision 
with  the  Camelia.  I  am  not  aware  that 
foreign  steam  vessels  are  especially 
dangerous  to  fishing  boats  in  the  English 
Channel. 

LITERATURE  FOR  WORKHOUSES. 
Mr.  SUMMERS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  Boards*  of  Guardians  may 
legally  spend  a  portion  of  the  poor  rate 
in  supplying  the  inmates  of  workhouses 
with  newspapers,  periodicals,  and  books ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  cause  inquiry 
to  be  made  as  to  the  extent  to  which 
these  bodies  have  availed  themselves  of 
this  particular  power  1 
♦Mb.  RITCHIE  :  Boards  of  Guardians 
are  empowered  to  defray  out  of  the  rates 
the  cost  of  supplying  the  inmates  of 
workhouses  with  newspapers  and  perio 
dicals  and  books.     I  have  directed  that 
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the  Inspectors  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  shall  be  instructed,  in  connection 
with  their  visits  to  workhouses,  to  give 
this  subject  their  special  attention,  and 
to  report  to  the  Board  as  to  the  views 
and  practice  of  the  Guardians  with  re- 
spect to  such  supply. 

ORDNANCE  MAPS  OF  SOMERSET. 

Mr.  HOBHOUSE :  I  beg.  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
when  the  Ordnance  Survey  maps  on  the 
one- inch  scale  are  likely  to  be  pub- 
lished for  the  County  of  Somerset ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  the  existing  maps 
on  that  scale  are  80  years  old,  he  will 
take  steps  to  accelerate  the  publication 
of  the  new  maps  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  am  afraid  it  is  im- 
possible to  fix  a  date  for  the  completion 
of  the  Ordnance  Survey  maps  of  Somerset 
on  the  one-inch  scale ;  but  the  engraving 
of  the  one-inch  map  of  England  is  being 
pushed  forward  as  rapidly  as  possible. 
Engraving  is  a  slow  process,  and  the 
supply  of  engravers  is  '  limited.  The 
Director  General,  however,  is  aware  of 
the  defective  nature  of  the  old  one-inch 
map  of  the  south-western  counties  of 
England,  and  is  taking  steps  to  expedite 
the  publication  of  the  new  map.  I  may 
add  that  Somerset  has  recently  been 
published,  both  on  the  25-inch  and  the 
six-inch  scales. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  SUPER- 
ANNUATION. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether,  after 
payment  of  the  £150,000  proposed  in 
the  Local  Taxation  Duties  Bill  in  aid  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Superannuation 
Fund,  the  total  annual  amount  allowed 
for  the  superannuation  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  will  be  larger  than  at 
present ;  and,  if  so,  by  how  much  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  annual 
amount  allowed  for  superannuation 
grows  automatically  year  by  year,  as 
more  constables  become  entitled  to  pen- 
sion under  the  existing  scale  ;  but  there 
will  be  no  augmentation  of  that  amount 
as  a  necessary  consequence  of  the  pro- 
posed grant  of  £150,000,  or  before  Par- 
liament has  had  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering the  whole  question. 

VOL.  CCCXL1V.     [third  series.] 


MEETINGS  OF  GOVERNMENT 
EMPLOYES. 

Mr.  A.  WILLIAMS  (Glamorgan,  S.) : 

I    beg    to   ask    the    Secretary    to   the 

Treasury  whether  there  is  any  Order  or 

Regulation  which  prohibits,  regulates,  or 
interferes  with  the  holding  of  meetings 
by  those  employed  in  the  Customs  and 
Excise,  or  any  other  Department  under 
the  control  of  the  Treasury ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  state  the  terms  of  any 
such  Order  or  Regulation  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  such  Order  exists. 

Mr.  A.  WILLIAMS :  May  I  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
Copy  of  the  Order  or  Regulation  as  to 
the  holding  of  meetings  by  those  em- 
ployed in  the  Post  Office  which  was  in 
existence  before  the  Order  or  Regula- 
tion now  in  force  ? 

•Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  :  Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
answers  the  question,  may  I  ask  whether 
it  is  under  the  new  Order  or  an  old  one 
that  a  procession  of  postmen  was  inter- 
fered with  by  the  police  on  Friday 
evening  last  ? 

.  *Mr.  FLYNN  :  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answers,  may  I  ask  him  if 
he  will  endeavour  to  make  himself 
audible  to  this  part  of  the  House? 

•Mr.  RAIKES :  The  question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch  (Mr. 
Cremer)  is  already  on  the  Paper  ad- 
dressed to  the  Home  Secretary.  With 
regard  to  the  first  question,  I  have  no 
objection  to  lay  on  the  Table  a  copy  of 
the  Order  in  question  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  move  for  it. 

THE    STEAMSHIP    HESPER. 

Mr.  A.  WILLIAMS :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  any  inquiry  will  be  made  as  to 
the  circumstances  under  which  the 
West  Hartlepool  steamship  Hesper, 
1,069  tons,  which  sailed  from  Barry  with 
a  cargo  of  2,277  tons  of  coal  on  the  30th 
January  last,  was  lost  on  its  voyage  to 
Genoa,  together  with  its  crew  of  21 
hands? 

•Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  Yes,  Sir ;  an. . 
inquiry  has  been  ordered. 
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CIVIL    SERVICE  WRITERS. 

Mr.  J.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  several  men 
are  now  employed  in  the  Science  and 
Art  Department  at  South  Kensington 
who  have  been  hired  through  Messrs. 
Waterlow  <fc  Sons ;  if  so,  whether 
Messrs.  Waterlow  <fc  Sons  are  paid  at 
the  rate  of  Is.  per  hour  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  respect  of  every  such  man's 
service  for  the  normal  official  day,  and 
of  Is.  6d.  per  hour  for  overtime  ; 
whether  Messrs.  Waterlow  &  Sons  are 
permitted  to  make  a  profit  of  3d.  and 
6d.  per  hour  respectively  out  of  the 
work  of  every  such  man  so  hired  to  the 
Government  through  their  agency ;  and, 
if  so,  on  what  ground  this  system  of 
obtaining  clerical  labour  for  the  Public 
Service  has  been  adopted,  as  it  is  in 
direct  opposition  to  the  advice  of  the 
Playfair  Commission  of  1874 ;  whether  it 
is  the  fact  that,  of  the  Civil  Service  writers 
in  the  Department  in  question  (many  of 
whom  have  served  from  10  to  17  years 
and  who  are  in  receipt  of  only  lOd.anhour 
with  the  bonus  of  Id.  a  day  per  year)  as 
many  as  45  out  of  85  were  recommended 
by  the  heads  of  their  Departments  for 
promotion  to  the  Lower  Division,  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  Trea- 
sury Minute  of  December,  1886,  and 
that  these  recommendations  have  been, 
with  two  or  three  exceptions,  ignored  by 
the  Treasury ;  and  if  he  will  state  the 
reasons  for  which  these  recommendations 
of  nearly  40  public  servants  of  long 
standing  and  admitted  merit  have  so 
been  ignored  ? 

•Mr.  CREMER:  Have  the  Govern- 
ment  arrived  at  any  conclusion  in  regard 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Committee,  which 
they  more  than  half  promised  me  last 
Session,  to  inquire  into  the  whole  system 
of  the  employment  of  persons  in  Govern- 
ment Offices  and  allowing  them  to  be 
sweated  by  contractors  1 

♦Me.  JACKSON  :  I  am  informed  that 
13  law  stationers1  clerks  are  temporarily 
employed  at  South  Kensington,  and  that 
Messrs.  Waterlow  receive  Is.  per  hour 
for  their  services,  but  none  of  them  are 
employed  on  overtime  at  ls%  6d.  an  hour. 
I  have  no  cognisance  of  the  arrange- 
ments between  Messrs.  Waterlow  and 
the  men.  The  employment  is  purely 
temporary,  to  meet  a  pressure  of  work, 


and  is  in  accordance  with  recognised 
regulations.  I  have  always  felt  it 
necessary  to  decline  to  discuss  the  con- 
fidential recommendations  made  by  De- 
partments as  to  the  promotion  of  copyists. 
The  recommendations  made  by  heads  of 
Departments  were  not  ignored  by  the 
Treasury;  on  the  contrary,  every  case 
was  carefully  considered. 

•Mr.  CREMER  :  Are  we  to  understand 
from  the  reply  which  has  been  given  that 
Messrs.  Waterlow  are  permitted  to 
deduct  in  one  instance  3d.,  and  in*  another 
6d.,  per  hour  out  of  the  work  of  the 
men  hired  for  the  Government  through 
their  agency  ? 

•Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  am  informed  that 
13  law  stationers'  clerks  were  temporarily 
employed  at  South  Kensington,  and  that 
Messrs.  Waterlow  *  received  Is.  per 
hour  for  their  services.  The  Govern- 
ment have  no  cognisance  of  the  arrange- 
ment between  Messrs.  Waterlow  and 
their  men. 

•Mr.  J.  KELLY :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  when  the  Vote  for  the  moneys  to  be 
paid  to  Messrs.  Waterlow  is  taken,  I  will 
move  its  reduction  by  the  amount  pay- 
able to  them  in  respect  of  this  sweating 
contract  between  the  Government  and 
themselves. 

POOR'S  LAND  AT;  BETHNAL  GREEK. 
Mr.  J.  KELLY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  whether  it 
is  the  fact,  as  reported  in  the  Morning 
Post  of  the  15th  instant,  that  the  Charity 
Commissioners  have  decided  on  directing 
a  poll  to  be  taken  on  the  question  of  the 
alienation  of  the  Poor's  Land  at  Bethnal 
Green  from  the  purposes  for  which  it 
was  given  1 

•Sib  W.  HART  DYKE :  The  Charity 
Commissioners  propose  shortly  to  re- 
publish  the  draft  scheme  already  pub- 
lished for  the  Bethnal  Green  Poor's  Land 
so  revised  as  to  afford  an  opportunity 
to  the  inhabitants  of  the  parish  of  Bethnal 
Green  of  expressing  their  opinion  on  the 
questions  raised  by  the  first  publication 
of  the  draft  scheme.  The  draft  scheme, 
as  revised,  will  not  involve  any  expendi- 
ture out  of  the  rates  ;  and  in  view  of  the 
special  difficulties  which  this  case 
presents  the  Commissioners  are  not 
prepared  to  re-consider  the  matter  until 
the  draft  scheme  has  been  so  re-published. 
The  delay  in  this  matter  has  been  caused 
by  the  number  and  importance  of  the 


1281 


Processions 


{Mat  19,  1890} 


of  Postmen. 


1282 


representations,  oral  as  well  as  written, 
which  have  been  made  to  the  Com- 
missioners as  the  result  of  the  original 
publication  of  the  draft  scheme,  and  by 
the  difficulty  which  the  Commissioners 
have  experienced  in  coming  to  a  con- 
clusion upon  the  conflicting  opinions  thus 
presented  to  them. 

THE    WATER   COMPANIES    AND    THE 
RE- VALUATION    OF  PROPERTY  IN 

LONDON. 

Mb.  J.  KELLY :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether,  in  view  of  the  quin- 
quennial re-assessment  of  property  in 
London,  which  will  come  into  force  in 
1891,  and  will  give  the  Water  Com- 
panies power  to  exact  an  increased 
charge  for  their  supplies,  he  can  give  the 
House  any  assurance  that  he  will  intro- 
duce a  Bill  during  the  present  Session 
for  the  purpose  of  suspending  the  powers 
of  the  Water  Companies  to  increase  their 
charges  for  water  consequent  upon  such 
increase  in  the  assessment,  and  so  prevent 
such  companies  from  being  in  a  position 
to  force  up  the  prices  at  which  their 
undertakings  will  have  to  be  purchased 
eventually  by  the  London  County 
Council  ? 

•Mb.  BITCHIE :  The  powers  to  which 
my  hon.  Friend  refers  are  powers  con- 
ferred by  Statute  on  the  Water  Com- 
panies, and  cannot,  I  think,  be  dealt 
with  alone.  The  matter  is  one  which 
should  be  considered  in  connection  with 
the  whole  question  of  water  supply.  I 
need  hardly  say  we  can  hold  out  no  hope 
of  dealing  with  so  difficult  a  question 
during  the  present  Session. 

PROCESSIONS  OF  POSTMEN. 

Mb.  CHNINGHAME  GRAHAM : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  if  he  can  state  by 
whose  authority  processions  of  postmen, 
proceeding  to  a  meeting  in  Clerkenwell 
Green,  on  the  night  of  Friday,  the  16th, 
were  interfered  with  by  the  police,  and 
forced  to  break  up ;  by  what  authority  a 
bill,  purporting  to  be  from  the  Post- 
master General,  warning  men  from 
attending  the  meeting,  was  issued ;  and 
if  a  postman  is  in  any  way  subject  to 
such  discipline  as  authorises  his  superior 
officers  to  order  him  not  to  attend  a 
meeting  out  of  working  hours  ? 


Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  May  I  ask 
why,  on  the  same  evening,  a  procession 
of  gas  stokers  was  broken  up  by  the  police 
at  Mile  End  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  With  reference  to 
the  last  question,  perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  give  notice  of  it.  It  was 
by  my  authority  that  processions  of 
postmen  were  not  allowed  by  the  police 
to  proceed  along  Oxford  street  or  any  of 
the  thoroughfares  in  which  the  passage 
of  a  procession  at  night  must  necessarily 
cause  inconvenience  and  even  danger  to 
the  public,  especially  on  an  occasion  when 
a  celebration  in  the  city  was  likely  to 
bring  unusual  crowds  into  the  streets. 
The  bill  purporting  to  be  from  the 
Postmaster  General  was  issued  by  the 
authority  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Postmaster  General.  An  order  prohibit- 
ing Post  Office  servants  from  holding 
meetings  outside  the  Post  Office  building 
for  the  discussion  of  official  questions  has 
been  in  existence  since  Maroji,  1866. 
This  order  was  relaxed  by  my  light  hon. 
Friend  in  April  last,  by  a  Circular  in 
which  he  allowed  such  meetings,'  subject 
to  specified  conditions.  The  Post  Office, 
like  any  other  employer,  is  entitled  to 
prescribe  conditions  on  which  the  ser- 
vants of  the  Department  will  be  retained 
in  the  Service. 

Mr.  A.  WILLIAMS  :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  Order  of  1866,  said  to  be 
more  stringent,  has  ever  really  been 
enforced  at  these  meetings  1 

Mr.  CREMER  :  I  would  ask,  on  what 
ground  does  the  Postmaster  General 
claim  to  prohibit  meetings  of  working 
men  after  their  hours  of  employment ; 
whether  such  is  a  Constitutional  course 
of  proceeding;  and  why  he  has  taken 
refuge  behind  the  rules  and  regulations 
framed  by  his  predecessors  ? 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.)  : 
Is  Oxford  Street,  like  other  neighbour- 
hoods, prohibited  to  processionists  ?  I 
also  desire  to  know  whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Home  Secretary,  if  he  re- 
mains in  office  long  enough,  to  close  all 
the  main  arteries  of  London  to  pro- 
cessionists. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  It  is  my  inten- 
tion to  prevent,  as  long  as  I  possibly  can, 
public  inconvenience  and  danger  being 
caused  by  processions,  or  in  other  ways. 
As  to  the  action  of  previous  Postmasters 
General.  I  must  ask  hon.  Members  to 
give  notice  of  their  questions. 
2  Z  2 
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Mr.  C.  GRAHAM :  Is  it  not  the  fact  | 
that    the    procession  was  a  small    one 
of  200  men,  which  could  not  obstruct  the 
traffic? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  had  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  procession  would  be  a 
very  small  one.  It  was  represented  to 
me  that  it  would  be  a  very  large  one. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  contend  that  all  proces- 
sions necessarily  interfere  with  the  com- 
fort of  the  rest  of  the  public  1 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  must  decline  to 
argue  such  general  questions. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  Would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  us  if  there  are 
two  sets  of  rules,  one  for  processions  of 
working  men,  and  one  for  the  Lord 
Mayor's  procession  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  Lord  Mayor's 
procession  is  of  immemorial  standing. 
If  it  had  to  be  considered  de  novo,  I  do 
not  know  what  view  might  be  taken.  At 
all  events,  the  Lord  Mayor  does  not  have 
his  procession  at  night. 

♦Mr.  GREMER:  I  addressed  a  very 
respectful  question  to  the  Postmaster 
General,  to  which  he  has  not  deigned  to 
reply.  I  shall  put  it  down  for  another 
day,  and  when  the  Estimates  for  the  Post 
Office  come  under  discussion  I  shall  move 
the  reduction  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's salary,  with  a  view  of  registering 
a  protest  against  what  I  believe  to  be  his 
most  un-Constitutional  abuse  of  power. 

IRELAND— THE  TREASON  FELONY 
PRISONERS. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart 
ment  has  he  since  had  an  opportunity  of 
reading  the  Blue  Book  on  the  treatment 
of  Mr.  John  Daly  and  the  other  treason 
felony  prisoners ;  and  will  the  suggestion 
as  to  transferring  them  to  another  prison 
be  considered  1 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  referring  to  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Roman  Catholic  Chaplain, 
contained  in  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
Report,  that  certain  of  the  treason  felony 
prisoners  should  be  removed  for  reasons 
of  health,  this  suggestion  was  not 
endorsed  by  the  Medical  Officer.  The 
Visitors  state  that,  after  prolonged  inquiry, 
they  see  no  reason  for  concurring  in  it, 
and  the  Prison  Commissioners  inform  me 
that,  in  their  judgment,  there  is  no 
necessity  at  present  of  acting  upon  it. 


With  regard  to  the  removal  of  prisoners 
convicted  in  Scotland,  I  am  still  in  com- 
munication with  the  Scotch  Office  on 
this  subject. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  will  call  atten- 
tion to  this  matter  on  Report.  May  I 
ask  if  the  Vote  on  Account  will  be  taken 
this  week  ? 

*The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster)  :  I  hope  it  will  be  taken  before 
the  holidays. 

LICENCES— CASE  OP  Mr.  D.  M'NAMARA. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  if  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Denis 
M'Namara,  of  Ennis,  County  Clare,  was 
deprived  of  his  licence  by  Mr.  Cecil 
Roche,  R.M.,  and  other  Stipendiaries, 
because  he  refused  to  give  an  undertak- 
ing not  to  sell  United  Ireland;  that,  on 
an  application  to  the  Queen's  Bench  and 
to  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland,  it  was 
found  impossible  to  review  this  decision; 
and  will  it  be  possible  to  deprive  a 
vintner  of  the  right  to  compensation  by 
Government  Stipendiaries  after  the  new 
Bill  is  passed  in  cases  of  this  kind  ? 

•Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  know  nothing  per- 
sonally of  the  circumstances  to  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  refers,  but 
I  understand  from  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  that  the 
facts  are  not  as  stated  in  the  question. 
I  may  say,  however,  that  the  Bill  does 
not  provide  for  the  payment  of  compen- 
sation to  any  holder  of  a  licence  who  is 
refused  renewal  by  the  existing  authori- 
ties. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  contend  that  Mr. 
M'Namara  was  not  deprived  of  his  licence 
by  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  and  that  there  was 
not  an  appeal  1 

•Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  contend  nothing  of 
the  kind.  I  say  I  know  nothing  beyond 
the  reply  I  have  given. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  what  are  the 
facte  in  the  question  which  he  disputes  ? 

Mr.  A.  J  BALFOUR:  I  understand 
that,  in  the  first  place,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  wrong  in  supposing  that  Mr. 
M'Namara's  licence  was  opposed  for 
refusing  to  give  an  undertaking  not  to 
sell  United  Ireland.  I  understand  it 
was  opposed  for  an  offence  under  the 
Licensing  Act.     It  was  not  done,  as  the 
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hon.  Gentleman  would  seem  to  imply, 
by  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  sitting  as  a  Resident 
Magistrate,  but  by  the  Magistrates  in 
Quarter  Sessions  ;  though,  no  doubt,  Mr. 
Cecil  Roche  was  on  the  Bench.  The 
matter  did  not  come  before  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  but  it  did  come  before  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  ;  and  I  believe,  in  the 
fourth  place,  that  the  licence  was  not 
opposed  after  it  had  been  suspended  for 
a  year. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  It  did  come 
before  ihe  Court  of  Appeal,  and  that  will 
give  us  the  measure  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  accuracy  in  the  other  points 
he  has  dealt  with. 

VALUATION  OP  LICENSED  PREMISES. 

Mb.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
the  system  of  valuing  licensed  premises 
by  the  Inland  Revenue  Department 
for  the  purposes  of  Probate  and  Succession 
Duties,  set  forth  in  the  Return  just  dis- 
tributed to  Members,  has  ever  received 
the  sanction  of  any  legal  tribunal,  or  has 
ever  been  questioned  in  a  Court  of  law  ; 
and  whether,  if  it  simply  represents  the 
views  of  the  Department,  those  views 
have  been  in  any  way  modified  by  the 
decision  in  "  Sharp  v.  Wakefield  ?  " 

Me.  GOSCHEN  :  The  practice  of  the 
Inland  Revenue  is  based  on  the  well- 
settled  rule  of  law  that  goodwill  forms 
part  of  the  estate  of  deceased  persons, 
and  that  the  goodwill  of  a  public  house 
passes  with  the  public  house.  This 
practice  has  never  been  questioned  in  a 
Court  of  Law.  I  must  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  it  is  the  executors  or  other 
accountable  persons  who  bring  in  the 
capital  and  annual  values  into  the 
affidavit  and  Succession  Duty  accounts, 
and  that  the  business  of  the  Department 
is  to  check  what  is  thus  brought  in.  The 
practice  has  been  to  assume  that  the 
licence  will  continue.  No  question  on 
the  subject  has  been  raised  since  the 
decision  in  the  case  of  "  Sharp  v.  Wake- 
field." 

LEGAL  BUSINESS  IN  ANGLESEY. 

Captain  VERNEY :  I  desire  to  ask 
Mr.  Attorney  General  whether  he  will 
include  Act  2  and  3  Edw.  6,  c.  54 
(local),  for  the  keeping  of  the  Sessions 
and  county  days  of  the  Isle  of  Anglesey, 
in  Beaumaris,  in  the  First  Schedule  of 
the  Statute  Law  Revision  [H.L.]  Bill  ? 


The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  It  would  not 
be  possible  to  include  the  Act  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  in 
the  Statute  Law  Revision  Bill  for  the 
present  Session.  It  is  antecedent  to  the 
period  covered  by  those  Bills,  and  the 
Committee  have  expressly  determined 
not  to  include  any  Acts  in  the  Schedule 
to  the  Bill  which  have  not  already 
been  submitted  to  the  Statute  Law 
Revision  Committee. 

THE  CENSUS  OF  1891. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ACLAND:  I  would 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  he 
can  say  when  the  Report  of  the  Depart- 
mental Committee  on  the  Census  of  1891 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  We  hope  that 
the  Report  will  be  presented  during  the 
course  of  this  week,  and  no  time  will  be 
lost  in  laying  it  on  the  Table. 

THE  COMMITTEE  ON  SWEATING. 
Mr.  C.  GRAHAM :  I  would  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  act  upon  the  suggestions  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Sweating,  or  to  give  facilities 
for  a  Debate  on  the  Report  of  that  Com- 
mittee ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  must  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  reply  I  gave  on  the 
8th  inst  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Camber- 
well  ;  and,  having  regard  to  the  wish  of 
the  Government  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  factory  legislation,  I  am  unable 
to  promise  facilities  for  a  Debate  on  the 
Report  of  the  Sweating  Committee. 

•Mr.  C.  GRAHAM  :  The  right  hon~ 
Gentleman  is  a  kind-hearted  man,  and  I 
would  ask  him  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  in  that  Report  is  to  be  found 
statements  that  would  be  almost  in- 
credible were  they  not  statements  that 
were  made  on  oath  before  the  House  of 
Lords — statements  so  strong  as  to  be  an 
indictment  on  our  civilisation — he  will 
not  promise  facilities  for  the  discussion* 
of  a  matter  of  such  great  public  interest  fc 

*Mr*W.  H.  SMITH :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  aware  that  we  desire  to  deal  with 
the  matter  by  legislation  as  far  as  we 
possibly  can.  Some  of  the  points  men- 
tioned in  the  Report  will  be  dealt  with 
in  the  Bill  relating  to  factory  legislation, 
and  I  trust  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
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will  be  kind-hearted  enough  to  give 
facilities  for  that  Bill  passing. 
♦Me.  C.  GRAHAM  :  I  never  obstructed. 
Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  Will  the  Go- 
vernment give  facilities  for  the  carrying 
of  that  Bill  by  dropping  some  of  those 
Bills  they  have  already  brought  in  ? 

[No  anawer.] 

THE  EDUCATION  VOTE. 

Me.  POWELL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Fiis* 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  in  order 
to  consult  the  convenience  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, he  will  undertake  not  to  bring  on 
the  Vote  for  Elementary  Education 
until  after  the  Whitsuntide  holidays; 
and  whether  he.  will,  in  due  course,  name 
a  day  for  that  purpose  with  adequate 
notice  ? 

•Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Adequate  notice 
will  be  given  before  the  Vote  for 
Elementary  Education  is  taken,  and  it 
will  not  be  dealt  with  before  Whitsun- 
tide. 

THE  BERLIN  LABOUR  CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury if  the  Report  of  the  Berlin  Labour 
Conference  will  shortly  be  laid  before 
the  House? 

•Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  hope  the  Report 
of  the  Berlin  Labour  Conference  will  be 
laid  before  the  House  about  the  middle 
of  next  week. 

THE  SILVER  PLATE  DUTIES. 

Me.  CAUSTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  reference 
to  the  notices  sent  to  licensed  dealers  in 
plate  with  regard  to  the  claiming  of 
drawback,  whether  he  intends  to  adhere 
strictly  to  the  terms  of  the  notice  that 
all  claims  must  be  filled  up  and  sent  by 
post  to  Somerset  House  on  or  before  to- 
morrow, otherwise  no  claim  for  draw- 
back will  be  admitted;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  forms  of  request  were 
received  in  Sheffield  as  late  as  Saturday 
last,  and  that  considerable  inconvenience 
has  been  occasioned  to  manufacturers 
and  their  employes  to  get  the  informa- 
tion'together,  and  that  it  will  be  in  many 
cases  almost  if  not  quite  impossible  to 
furnish  the  information  by  to-morrow  1 

•Me.  GOSCHEN:  Out  of  14,000  cases 
there  have  only  been  three  in  which  that 
point  has  been  raised.  I  will  see  what 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


can  be  done  in  the  case  of  Sheffield,  but 
I  have  no  doubt  that  generally  the  order 
will  work  smoothly  and  successfully,  and 
I  will  see  what  can  be  done  in  individual 
cases. 

SUPERANNUATION  IN  THE  ARMY. 

•Colonel  HUGHES :  May  I  ask  when 
the  Government  propose  to  introduce 
the  Bill  referred  to  on  the  21st  April  as 
about  to  be  introduced  in  a  few  days 
relating  to  superannuation  in  the  Army  ? 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  To-morrow. 

THE  BEHRING  SEA  8EIZURES. 

Me.  STAVELEY  HILL:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  has  seen  in  the 
newspapers  a  cable  from  Ottawa  that, 
prior  to  the  prorogation  of  the  Dominion 
Parliament  on  Friday,  Sir  John  A.  Mac- 
donald,  in  answer  to  a  question  as  to  the 
result  of  the  discussion  at  Washington 
with  reference  to  the  Behring  Sea 
seizures,  said  that — 

"  He  was  unable  to  give  any  definite  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  fisheries  negotiation ; 
a  message  had  arrived  from  England  which  the 
Ministry  could  not  understand,  and  he  had 
written  for  an  explanation,  which  had  not  yet 
arrived ;  and  that  Mr.  Charles  Tupper  was  on 
his  way  home  from  Washington ;" 

whether  the  return  of  Mr.  Tupper  indi- 
cates the  close  of  the  negotiation,  and 
whether  he  will  communicate  to  the 
House  the  terms  of  the  message  which 
the  astute  Prime  Minister  of  the 
Dominion  and  his  Ministers  cannot  un- 
derstand. 

•Baeon  H.  de  WORMS :  The  return 
of  Mr.  Tupper  to  Canada  does  not  indi- 
cate the  close  of  the  negotiations.  The 
message  has  since  been  explained  by  a 
later  telegram.  It  did  not  relate  to  the 
Behring  Sea  negotiations. 

SUPERANNUATION. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  May  I  ask 
whether  a  Return  showing  the  superannua- 
tion in  all  Departments  of  the  State  will 
be  laid  on  the  Table  before  the  Committee 
stage  of  the  Local  Taxation  Bill  ? 

Me.  MATTHEWS:  A  Return  similar 
to  that  presented  by  Mr.  Hibbert,  but 
fuller,  will  be  presented.  It  has  been  in 
course  of  preparation  for  some  days,  and 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  shortly. 
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BONDING  OF  SPIRITS. 

Me.  T.  M.  HBALY:  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  the  letter,  dated  the  16th  of 
May,  to  a  Scotch  gentleman  named 
Ramsey,  respecting  the  bonding  of 
spirits,  from  his  Secretary,  was  written 
by  his  directions?  It  states  that  he  is 
afraid  the  Bill  for  the  bonding  of  spirits 
<jannot  be  introduced  at  present. 

Mr.  GOSCHBN :  Of  course,  it  is  im- 
possible to  say  whether  such  a  Bill  can 
be  introduced  or  not.  It  is  a  very  diffi- 
cult subject. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Mr.  ESSLEMONT:  Seeing  that  the 
Whitsuntide  holiday  is  only  to  last  three 
•days,  and  it  takes  one  day  to  go  to  the 
North  of  Scotland  and  another  to  return, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  he  will  not  withdraw  the 
Whitsuntide  holidays  altogether,  except 
Whit  Monday,  and  give  us  three  days  at 
the  end  of  the  Session  instead? 

,  Mr.  DILLON :  On  what  day  does  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  propose  to 
take  the  Vote  on  Account  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  will  be  con- 
venient that  I  should  say  that,  in  the 
event  of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
Bill  not  being  passed  through  Committee 
to-night,  I  shall  to-morrow  ask  the 
House  to  give  precedence  to  it  over  all 
other  Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of 
Motion  until  the  Bill  is  passed  into  law. 
The  Vote  on  Account  will  follow  the  con- 
clusion of  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Bill,  and  must  be  taken  before 
the  holidays.  As  to  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeenshire  (Mr. 
Esslemont),  I  should  be  sorry  if  he  were 
•deprived  of  his  holidays ;  but  I  will  take 
notice  of  his  recommendation. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  thatln  the  event  of  the  right  hon. 
<3entleman  moving  for  precedence  I 
•shall  oppose  the  Motion. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  the  Tight  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  in  1885,  when 
the  Spirit  Resolutions  were  before  the 
House,  it  was  the  8th  of  June  before  it 
was  proposed  to  read  the  Budget  Bill  a 
second  time  ?  It  is  now  only  the  19th 
of  May ;  and  seeing  that  the  question  is 
interwoven  with  several  Bills  I  would 
ask,  what  is  the  hurry  in  May,  1890 1 


♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  thinkthatit 
would  be  exceedingly  unwise  for  us  to 
follow  that  bad  precedent. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  by  a  bad  prece- 
dent the  turning  out  of  the  Government 
on  this  question  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  invite  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  endeavour  to 
accomplish  that  purpose. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state  when  the  Irish 
Land  Bill  will  be  dropped  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  If  it  will  relieve 
the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member  I  may  tell 
him  that  it  will  not  be  dropped. 

SCHOOL   BOARD  FOR  LONDON 

(SUPERANNUATION)  BILL.! 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR:  I  wish  to  ask 

the  hon.  Member  for  Evesham  (Sir  R 

Temple)  whether  he  intends  to-night  to 

take  a  stage  of  the  London  School  Board 
(Superannuation)  Bill  ? 

♦Sir  R.  TEMPLE :  I  certainly  shall  if 
I  possibly  can. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  grant  any  facilities  for  its  dis- 
cussion? It  is  strongly  supported  by. 
the  teachers,  and  the  opposition  to  it  is 
rapidly  diminishing. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Certainly,  Sir ; 
if  the  House  passes  our  measure  we 
shall  be  very  pleased. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  As  the  oppo- 
sition now  comes  almost  solely  from  the 

hon.  Member  for  Wigan  (Mr.  P.  S. 
Powell),  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
use  his  influence  with  his  supporters  to 
induce  him  to  let  the  Bill  pass  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  will  make 
inquiries  on  the  subject. 


NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

Henry  Harrison,  esquire,  for  County 
of  Tipperary  (Mid-Tipperary)  Division. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled 
"An  Act  to  amend  the  Open  Spaces 
Act."    [Open  Spaces  Bui  [Lords.] 
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HOUSING  OF    THE  WORKING    CLASSES  ACTS 

(amendment)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ritchie,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Acta!  relating  to  Artizans'  and  Labourers' 
Dwellings  and  the  Housing  of  the  Working 
Glasses,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Bitchie,  Mr.  Secretary  Matthews,  and  Mr. 
Long. 

Bill  presented/and  read  first  time.  [Bill  284.] 

HOUSING  OF  THE   WORKING   CLASSES  ACTS 
(CONSOLIDATION)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ritchie,  Bill  to  consolidate 
the  Acts  relating  to  Artizans*  and  Labourers' 
Dwellings  and  the  Housing  of  the  Working 
Glasses,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Bitchie,  Mr.  Secretary  Matthews,  and  Mr. 
Long. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  285.] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


{COMMONS} 

Bill  and  the  Bill  relating  to  Local  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland.     Irish  Members  intend 
to  support  this  Amendment,  in  order  to 
relieve  themselves  from  this  triple  em- 
barrassment.      We    protest    against   a 
Budget  Bill  containing  clauses  relating 
to  Local  Government;  we  protest  that 
when  it  does  so  contain  them  we  should 
be  referred  to  a  Bill  to  be  dealt  with  in 
this  present  Parliament,  a  Bill   which 
may  never  become  law,  a  Bill  which, 
even  if  it  does  become  law,  refers  ub  to 
two  other  Bills  which  may  never  become 
law,  namely,  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  and 
a  Bill  not  yet  introduced,  a  Bill  for  Local 
Government  in   Ireland.     We  are  con- 
fronted with  three  Bills— the  Probate 
Duty  Bill,  the  Land  Purchase  Bill,  and 
the    Bill  for   Local    Government— and 
we     are    asked     to     give     a     tax    to 
the    Government    on    the    contingency 
of  the  three  Bills  passing,  two  of  which 
have  only  been  read  a  second  time,  and 
one  of  which  has  only  been  promised  in 
the  Queen's  Speech.     I  hope  that  light 
may  penetrate  the  mind  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  point,  at  least  so  far  as  Ire- 
land   is    concerned.     The   position  the 
Government  has  taken  up  :is  absolutely 
unexampled.     I  challenge  them  to  pro- 
duce a  single  precedent  for  anything  that 
has  been  done  in  regard  to  this  Bill    It  is 
surprising  no  one  has  ventured  to  consult 
Mr.  Speaker  as  to  whether  such  embar- 
rassment has  ever  before  been  placed  in 
the  path  of  private  Members.  Personally, 
I  believe   the   embarrassment  has  been 
designedly  created  by  the  Government. 
Now,  I  desire  to  address  myself  to  the 
more  immediate  matter  of  the  Amend- 
ment.    I  have  not  had  the  opportunity 
of  consulting  my  Colleagues  on  the  point; 
but  I  heard  with  considerable  satisfaction 
the  statement   which  the   Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
were  good  enough  to  make  on    Friday 
night.    That  statement  tended  to  some 
extent  to  alleviate    our  position,  and, 
accordingly,   I    welcomed    it.    But  we 
want  to  know  before  we  assent  to  these 
taxes    how  much  further  the  Govern- 
ment are  prepared  to  go  J    Axe  they,  for 


CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE 
BILL.- (No.  231.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Postponed  Clause  4. 

(5.5.)  MB.T.M.HEALY(Longford,N.) : 
I  beg  to  move  to  insert,  after  "  ninety," 
in  line  9,  page  2,  "  in  England  and  Scot- 
land, but  as  regards  Ireland,  after  the 
passing  of  any   Act  relating  to  Local 
Government  in  Ireland."     I  understand 
that  some  of  the  Scotch  Members  find 
considerable  fault  with  my  Amendment, 
on  the  ground  of  its  moderation — that  it 
does  not  extend  to  Scotland.    Personally, 
I  cannot  go  into  a  discussion  I  do  not 
understand,  and  therefore,  I  have  confined 
my  Amendment  to  Ireland.     I  hope  that 
even  at  the  eleventh  hour  the  Govern- 
ment will  give  us  some  assurance  as  to 
the  way  in  which  they  propose  to  conduct 
this  measure.     Let  me  put  before  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  position 
in  which  the  Irish  Members  find  them- 
selves. We  have  before  us  a  Bill  brought 
in  in  a  manner  in  which  no  other  Bill 
has  ever  been  introduced  before,  because 
in  its  Preamble  the  Bill  sets  out  that 
we  grant  Supply  to  Her- Majesty ;  but  in   instance,  prepared  to  enable  us  to  have 


another  clause  it  provides  that  the  moneys 
shall  be  dealt  with  as  Parliament  may 
hereafter  determine  by  Act  of  Parliament 
of  the  present  Session.  Then  the  Bill 
speaks  of  two  Bills,  neither  of  which  has 
yet  passed,  namely,  the  Land  Purchase 


the  Corporations  who  are  to  have  the 
disposition  of  the  money  elected  upon  a 
franchise  similar  to  that  on  which  the 
County  Councils  in  England  and  Soot- 
land  are  elected  \  If  the  municipal  fran- 
chise in  Derry,  Belfast,  and  other  towns 
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is  reduced,  so  that  the  Corporations 
can  be  popularly  elected,  the  position 
will  be  vastly  improved  so  far  as 
the  towns  are  concerned.  I  wish  the 
Government  to  understand  that  I, 
speaking  for  myself,  do  not  at  all  reject 
the  suggestion  which  has  been  made.  On 
the  contrary,  I  think  it  is  a  matter 
which  in  principle  we  might  fairly 
be  inclined  to  admit  if  the  Go- 
vernment will  consent  to  reduce  the 
franchise  in  Ireland  to  the  level  of  the 
franchise  in  England  and  Scotland. 
Then  we  come  to  the  consideration  of 
the  more  important  question,  the  ques- 
tion of  the  counties.  We  are  asked 
to  agree  to  this  tax,  although  we  are 
placed  in  a  position  that  Englishmen  and 
Scotchmen  are  not  placed  in.  English- 
men and  Scotchmen  address  themselves 
to  the  consideration  of  this  question, 
knowing  that  Local  Government  prevails 
in  their  counties  and  boroughs,  and  that 
if  the  tax  be  inequitable,  and  they  object 
to  it,  they  will  get  value  for  the  cash 
they  have  paid.  That  is  not  the  case 
with  us,  and  I  should  have  imagined 
that  before  the  Government  proposed  or 
attempted  to  carry  a  tax  like  this,  in 
face  of  the  Irish  people,  they  would  have 
made  some  effort  to  redeem  their  pledges 
on  the  question  of  Local  Government. 
It  is  now  10  years  since  the  first  real 
pledge  on  the  subject  of  Local  Govern- 
ment was  given;  Local  Government 
was  promised  in  the  Queen's  Speech  of 
1880.  It  is  now  1890,  and  the  same 
pledge  is  given  almost  in  the  same 
terms.  I  can  carry  my  mind  back  to  the 
glorious  time  of  Conservatism  in  Ireland, 
when  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet 
(Mr.  J.  Lowther)  was  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  That  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  the  length  of 
introducing  a  Bill  to  create  Local 
Government,  so  that,  so  far  as  the 
legislative  history  of  the  question  is 
concerned,  Local  Government  in  Ireland 
is  as  old  as  the  hills.  Yet  we  find  the 
Government  proposing  the  imposition  of 
a  tax  in  regard  to  our  country,  while  any 
advantages  resulting  from  it  are  made 
dependent  upon  the  existence  of  a 
system  which,  as  yet,  does  not  prevail  in 
Ireland.  I  admit  also,  for  myself,  that 
my  position  is,  to  some  extent,  illogical. 
My  objection  to  the  tax  is  not  so  much 
as  a  Customs  Tax  as  an  Excise  Tax.  I 
would  prefer   to  see  the  Customs  Tax 


increased  instead  of  reduced.  I  do  not 
want  to  see  German  spirits  at  9d. 
introduced,  while  Irish  spirits  are  taxed  at 
the  rate  of  4s.  or  5s.  Having  said  that 
much,  let  me  point  out  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  as  they  have  refused 
to  carry  out  the  policy  laid  down 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington  (Lord  R.  Churchill), 
the  policy  of  similarity  and  simultaneity, 
there  is  no  reason  why  we  in  Ireland 
should  be  embarrassed  simply  because  of 
a  little  Customs  difficulty.  I  do  not 
think  we  need  contemplate  any  smug- 
gling, especially  if  we  adopt  the  word 
hogsheads-men  cannot  carry  hogsheads 
in  their  waistcoat  pockets.  Now,  I 
should  like  to  know  why .  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  let  us  see  their  hand,  their 
trumps,  on  the  question  of  Local  Govern- 
ment ?  Why  do  not  they,  at  any  rate, 
introduce  their  Bill  ?  In  1886  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
said — 

"Why  deal  with  these  trumpery ' question* 
now,  when  next  year  you  shall  have  the  Bill 
which  shall  enable  you  to  deal  with  all  these 
local  taxes." 

That  is  four  years  ago.  Are  we  to  put 
any  faith  in  the  words  of  Ministers  and 
noble  Lords  ?  And  if  we  cannot  believe 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington,  what  faith  are  we  to  put  in 
the  statements  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  ?  The  noble  Lord  has  never 
gone  about  abusing  the  Irish  Members  ; 
he  has  always  treated  them  with  courtesy 
and  respect ;  and  if  I  may  institute  a 
comparison  between  the  two  Gentlemen, 
I  would  certainly  as  soon  believe  the 
noble  Lord  as  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen. 
I  will  make  a  practical  suggestion  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Let  them 
introduce  their  Local  Government 
Bill;  which  everybody  is  anxious  to  pass. 
It  will  meet  with  no  opposition  if  it  is 
anything  like  the  Bills  which  were 
passed  for  England  and  Scotland.  It 
will  have  the  blessings  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham ;  it  will  have  the 
support  of  those  enlightened  Tory  demo- 
crats the  Members  for  South  Belfast, 
North  Armagh,  and  North  Antrim.  Let 
the  Government  for  the  moment  drop 
the  Irish  Land  Purchase  Bill,  which  no- 
one  is  anxious  about,  which  only  takes 
up  time,  and  the  money  to  be  divided 
by  which  is  not  required — because  they 
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have  £5,000,000  of  the  Ashbourne  Act 
money  unspent — and  bring  in  a  non-con- 
tentions measure  of  Local  Government. 
If  this  were  done,  instead  of  continuing 
the  wrangle  as  we  have  been  doing  for 
a  considerable  time  past,  everybody  will 
be  satisfied.  The  Tory'Press,  which  is  so 
anxious  to  confer  Local  Government  upon 
Ireland,  would  be  delighted.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  would  be  pleased, 
and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Rossendale  (the  Marquesss  of  Harring- 
ton) would  be  very  well  satisfied  also. 
The  three  Parties  would  lie  down  in 
amity  and  friendship  together.  We  all 
know  it  is  simply  want  of  time  that 
prevents  such  a  measure  being  brought 
in.  Let  me  now  point  out  some  of  the 
inconveniences  which  must  arise  if  the 
Government  do  not  adopt  this  suggestion. 
They  are  manifold.  In  the  first  place, 
we  shall  have  to  vote  this  money  blindfold. 
We  do  not  know  how  it  is  to  be  spent. 
I  am  told  it  is  to  be  placed  in  an  account; 
but  we  shall  not  be  able  to  look  at  the 
account  and  see  how  the  money  is  going. 
Perhaps  the  Government  are  going  to 
spend  the  money  on  the  police  in  Ireland 
and  extra  battering-rams.  Perhaps  they 
are  going  to  lend  it  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Hants  (Mr.  [Smith- 
Barry) 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  invite  the 
hon.  Member  to  address  himself  to  the 
discussion  of  the  practical  question.  He 
has  been  extremely  discursive  for  some 
time. 

Mr.  tf.  M.  HBALY  :  Well,  Mr.  Court- 
ney, if  you  will  tell  me  how  this  money 
is  to  be  spent  I  will  discuss  the  method 
of  spending  it.  The  difficulty  I  find  is 
how  to  discuss  the  question  of  the  way  the 
money  is  to  be  spent. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
is  quite  entitled  to  refer  to  the  fact — if 
it  be  a  fact — that  the  money  is  to  be 
locked  up.  He  is  not  entitled  to  discuss 
the  other  questions. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  find  that  the 
money  is  to  be  locked  up  in  this  way. 
i>40,000  will  be  assigned  for  the  extinc- 
tion of  licences.  No  machinery,  how- 
„  ever,  is  provided  by  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House  for  the  extinction  of  licences. 
Englishmen  and  Scotchmen  are  to  have 
their  licences  extinguished ;  but  we  are 
to  be  definitely  prevented  from  adopting 
a  similar  course  in  Ireland.  The  Chief 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


Secretary  for  Ireland  will  deny  to  places 
like  Dutfin,  Belfast,  and  Derry,  which 
are  equipped    with    the    machinery   of 
Local  Government,   that  power  of  ex- 
tinguishing  licences    which    Liverpool, 
London,  and  other  towns  in  England  are 
to  enjoy.     I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  defend  that  position,  and  say  why, 
in  those  places  where  Local  Government 
exists,  this  power  of  extinguishing  licences 
should  not  be  put  into  operation  ?    I  will 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  reason : 
It  is  that  he  does  not  intend  to  apply  the 
money  in  this  direction    at  all.      The 
Government  will  lock  up  the  money,  and 
will  never  introduce  a  Local  Government 
scheme.    Ireland  will  probably  have  the 
money  used  for  horse  breeding,  or  Queen's 
Plates,  or  the  other  purposes  for  which 
this  Act  enables  it  to  be  used.    I  know  I 
shall  be  told  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  the  Government  are  will- 
ing to  give  us  these  powers  in  relation  to 
cities  and  towns,  and  that  we  will  not 
have  them.     No,  Sir,  we  will  not  have 
them  unless  the   Government  give  us 
them  on  the  same  franchise  as  that  which 
exists  in  England  and  Scotland.     We  will 
not  take  them  unless  Derry  and  Belfast 
can  have  the  same  franchise  as  London, 
Liverpool,   and    Glasgow.       I    ask    the 
Government  whether    they  will    carry 
out  our  wishes  in  this  respect  ?    In  con- 
sequence of  the  manner  in  which  they 
have  dealt  with  this  question,  the  Com- 
mittee is  placed  in  the  most  astounding 
position.     Not  one  single  argument  used 
on  the  question  of  temperance  during  the 
last  three  years  can  be  made  applicable  to 
Ireland.      The   hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  Russell)  declared  that  he 
would  not  vofce  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  a  Local  Taxation  Bill  unless  Ireland 
was  included  in  the  Licensing  Bill.     Ire- 
land   has    not    been    included    in    the 
Licensing  Bill ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
found  himself  able  to  vote  for  the  Local 
Taxation  Bill  in  spite  of  his  promise. 
What    is    your    position?      You    hare 
brought    in    a   Bill    under    which    no 
advantage  is  to  accrue  to  Ireland.     No 
Government  could  have  made    such  a 
proposal  with  less  justification.      I  can 
understand  such  a  course  being  adopted 
in  respect  to  coercive  legislation;  that 
you  might   have  declared  a  necessity, 
but  here  without  any  real  need  you  put 
an  aggravated  tax  on  the  chief  article  of 
Customs,  and  at  the  same  time  refuse  to 
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give  us  the  machinery  for  spending  the 
money  thus  raised.  We  are  to  be 
deprived  of  the  right  of  extinguishing 
drunkenness  in  Ireland  until  that 
country  arrives  at  a  normal  condi- 
tion; in  addition  to  being  agrarian 
criminals  we  must  be  intoxicated 
drunkards.  You  say  your  Bill  is  for  the 
promotion  of  temperance,  to  spread  the 
blessings  of  temperance  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  yet  you 
deny  those  blessings  to  Ireland.  Our 
country  is  continually  taunted  with 
being  a  drunken  country  ;  yet,  when  we 
ask  to  be  allowed  to  apply  this  additional 
tax  on  whisky  to  the  extinction  of 
public  houses,  we  are  told  we  must  con- 
tinue to  drink  until  Ireland  assumes  a 
normal  condition.  A  more  fatuous  and 
absurd  position  was  never  taken  up  by 
any  Government ;  and  yet  that  is  your 
position  because  a  single  Member  of  the 
Cabinet  has  taken  up  a  position  adverse 
to  Local  Government  in  Ireland.  I  am 
not  now  referring  to  the  precedent  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  nor  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  We  know 
the  latter  to  be  a  most  liberal-minded 
man,  and  in  favour  of  the  extension  of 
Local  Government.  So  are  many  of  his 
Colleagues,  but1  because  the  Chief ^Secre- 
tary has  to  redeem  the  pledge  of  his 
noble  relative  to  give  us  20  years  of  reso- 
lute Government  of  which  only  three 
have  elapsed,  we  are  for  17  years  to  be 
deprived  of  the  right  of  extinguishing 
licences ;  we  are  to  be  stopped  for  17 
years  in  the  march  of  temperance,  and 
we  are  to  remain  open  to  the  taunt  of 
being  drunkards  and  intoxicated  spend- 
thrifts. That  is  the  position  in  which 
you  respectable  Conservative  Gentlemen 
place  us  by  your  proposal  to  lock  up  this 
money.  I  beg  to.  move  the  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  9,  after  the  word  "  ninety,** 
to  insert  the  words,  "  In  England  and  Scot- 
land, bat  as  regards  Ireland,  after  the  passing 
o$  any  Act  relating  to  Local  Government  in 
Ireland."— {Mr.  T.  M.  Sealy.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(5.35.)  The  CHANCELLOR  of  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square) :  1  must 
decline  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of 
the  Constitutional  questions  such  as 
the     reform     of    Local      Government 


and  of  the  Municipal  Corporations 
which  are  raised  by  the  Amend- 
ment. A  great  portion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech  has  been  but  a  re- 
petition of  arguments  which  he  has 
already  addressed  once  or  twice  at  con- 
siderable length  to  the  Committee ;  and 
I  do  not  intend  to  go  over  that  again. 
I  am  sure  the  hon.  Member  himself  will 
see  that  it  is  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept  the  Amendment,  and  I 
trust  it  will  not  be  pressed  to  a  Division 
now  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  made 
his  protest.  We  could  not  impose  a 
higher  duty  on  spirits  in  England  and 
Scotland  than  we  do  in  Ireland.  The  hon. 
Member  suggests  this  could  be  easily 
done.  I  differ  from  him  entirely ;  I  say 
there  would  be  very  great  difficulty,  and 
I  suspect  he  only  throws  out  that 
suggestion  as  a  peg  upon  which  to  hang 
the  frequently-expressed  desire  to  sus- 
pend this  part  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  It  would  only 
be  a  temporary  suspension.  You  could 
bring  in  your  Irish  Local  Government 
Bill  and  then  put  us  all  on  an  equal 
footing. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes,  and  in  the 
meantime  create  a  corner  in  favour  of 
Irish  whisky.  I  scarcely  think  this  is  a 
business-like  suggestion.  Remember 
that,  after  all,  we  are  only  discussing 
the  application  of  £40,000  out  of  the 
£900,000  to  be  raised  by  this  Bill.  I 
repeat  we  cannot  re-introduce  a  Differ- 
ential Spirit  Duty. 

(5.40.)  Sib  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby) : 
No  doubt  the  proposal  to  impose  a 
Differential  Customs  Duty  in  favour 
of  Ireland  would  be  a  source  of  great 
inconvenience.  But  the  inconvenient 
position  in  which  we  find  ourselves 
arises  >  from  the  fact  that  we  are 
now  discussing  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  has  described 
as  a  Local  Budget.  We  are  discussing 
not  an  Imperial  Tax,  but  local  taxation 
for  purposes  of  Local  Government.  That 
necessarily  raises  difficulties  in  reference 
to  the  character  of  the  Local  Government. 
In  England  and  Scotland  we  have  got 
Local  Government,  and  when  we  have 
levied  a  local  tax  we  may  proceed  to 
apply  it.  But  in  Ireland  there  is  no 
Local  Government  to  deal  with,  and  this 
circumstance  is  at  the  root  of  the  em- 
barrassment in  which  we  find  ourselves. 
This  is  the  real  crux  of  the  matter.   You. 


1299       Customs  and  Inland  { COMMONS } 


Revenue  Bill. 


1300 


sorely  ought  to  state  what  yon  are  going 
to  do  in  Ireland  with  this  money.  I  have 
never  heard  the  Government  state  what 
they  are  going  to  do  with  it.  How  are 
you  going  to  dispose  of  it  for  the  benefit 
of  Ireland  ?  The  difficulties  are  insuper- 
able. Afi  long  as  there  is  no  Local  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland  you  cannot  deal 
with  the  money.  Certainly,  therefore, 
it  is  not  an  unreasonable  conclusion  for 
hon.  Members  to  draw  that  as  there  is 
no  Local  Government  in  Ireland  the 
money  ought  not  to  be  raised  in  Ireland. 
Three  or  four  years  ago  the  Government 
promised  that  the  necessary  machinery 
should  be  supplied,  but  still  it  does  not 
exist.  Yet,  having  failed  to  fulfil  your 
pledge,  you  propose  to  raise  in  Ireland  a 
tax,  although  you  cannot  deal  with  it  when 
you  have  raised  it.  This  is  a  point  worth 
arguing ;  you  have  not  yet  attempted 
to  answer  it.  You  are  proposing  a  great 
financial  injustice ;  you  are  imposing  a 
tax  in  such  a  manner  that  hereafter  the 
Government  will  be  unable  to  deal  with 
it  for  Imperial  purposes.  The  present 
Amendment  is  founded  in  the  fact  that 
this  is  a  Local  Government  tax.  The 
Government  have  talked  about  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Bill  to  temperance  purposes, 
but  how  are  they  going  to  so  apply  it  in 
Ireland  under  present  circumstances? 
I  hold  that  until  some  fuller  and  clearer 
explanation  is  given  by  the  Government 
in  regard  to  the  application  of  the  tax  to 
Ireland,  the  Irish  Members  will  be  justi- 
fied in  protesting  against  it.  You  cannot 
expect  to  make  progress  with  this  Bill 
until  you  bring  it  into  conformity  with 
your  own  declarations. 

(5.47.)  Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  I 
hold  that  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  unparalleled.  I  believe  that  in 
the  whole  history  of  taxation  there  can 
be  found  no  precedent  for  such  a  tax  as 
this,  especially  in  its  application  to  the 
Irish  people.  For,  by  the  proposal  of  the 
Government,  we  are  to  be  called  upon  to 
vote  an  increase  of  taxation  of  a  most 
oppressive  character  on  the  Irish  people ; 
while,  at  the  same  time,  the  tax  is  not 
immediately  needed,  and  the  Irish  people 
are  to  be  denied  the  right  of  using  it. 
The  proceeds,  so  far  as  Ireland  is  con- 
cerned, are  to  be  locked  up  in  the  public 
chest  until  some  Bill  is  brought  forward, 
which  may  not  even  be  drafted  as  yet. 
A  more  unjust  or  unwarrantable  pro- 
posal was  never  made.  I  venture  to  say 
•  Sir  W.  Harcourt 


that  no  British  Finance  Minister  would 
dare  to  levy  a  tax  in  similar   circum- 
stances on  England  or  Scotland ;  and  this 
is  only  another  illustration  of  the  unfair 
and  unequal  treatment   which   is   meted 
out  to  Ireland  by  the   English   Govern- 
ment.    Yet  we  are  to  be  held  up  to 
odium  because  we  are  protesting,  on  be- 
half of  our  constituents,  against  a  course 
of  procedure  which  no  English  Minister 
would  dare  to  apply  to  the  United  King- 
dom generally.     The  other  day  the  Chief 
Secretary  stood  up  in  this   House   and, 
with  his  eyes  turned  to  Heaven,  asked 
what  alternatives  the  Government  had 
before    them.      He   said   they  had  no 
machinery  in  Ireland  by  which  the  tax 
could  be  used  immediately  in  that  island. 
He  went  through  two  or  three   alterna- 
tives and  rejected  them  all  as  impossible. 
But  if  you  want  a   tax   which   is   to  be 
used  in  England  and  Scotland  for  local 
purposes,  and  which  cannot  be  used  in 
Ireland  for  similar  purposes,  why  not  im- 
pose one  which  affects  only  England  and 
Scotland?     There  are  many  methods  by 
which  you  could  do  this;  why  not  in- 
crease the   Income   Tax   or  the   House 
Duty?      No,    the    Chancellor     of    the 
Exchequer  says  he  must  have  a  tax  on 
whisky.     Then  why  not  limit   the  in- 
creased tax  to  England  and  Scotland? 
Because,  says    the    Chancellor    of    the 
Exchequer,  a  differential  duty  would  be 
so  inconvenient.     But  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  chooses  to  adopt  the  incon- 
venient course  of  raising  his  tax,  then  he 
ought  to  put  up  with  the  inconvenience 
of  a  differential  duty  rather  than  act  un- 
justly towards   Ireland.     I  know  it  is 
convenient  to  have  a  common  Customs 
Duty  for  the  whole  of  the  United  King- 
dom, but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
remember  that  for  60  years  after  the  Act 
of  Union  there  was  a  Differential  Duty. 
When  English  Governments  have,  in  the 
past,  brought  in  an  Arms  Bill,  they  have 
not  troubled  their  consciences  much  about 
the  inconvenience  of  searching  for  arms. 
I  have  noticed  this  on  more  than  one 
occasion,  that  when  it  is  a  question  of 
abridging  the  liberties  of  the  Irish  people, 
or    inflicting   any  oppression  on   them, 
no  amount  of  inconvenience  is  allowed 
to    stand   in    the    way,   and   you  are 
absolutely    indifferent    on    the    ques- 
tion   of    expense,    but    when    it  is  B 
question  of  doing  justice  to  the  people, 
and  of  not  enforcing  a  tax  for  which 
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there  is  not  a  shred  of  justification,  and 
which  no  one  attempts  to  justify,  yon 
are  then  swayed  by  the  suggestion  that 
it  would  be  inconvenient  to  have  a 
differential  duty,  and  you  are  thereby 
induced  to  inflict  a  gross  injustice  on 
the  people  of  Ireland.  How  is  it  that 
this  duty  is  proposed  1  It  is  because  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  two  years 
ago,  was  defeated  on  his  proposal  to  levy 
a  Van  and  Wheel  Tax.  This  Whisky 
Duty  is  intended  to  fill  up  the  vacuum 
thereby  created.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ought  to  have  adhered  to  his  former 
proposal,  which  would  have  fallen  with 
three-fold  greater  force  on  the  richer 
country  than  on  Ireland.  Why  shonld 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tax  the  drink 
of  the  poor  of  Ireland  ?  Why  should  he 
not,  instead,  propose  a  tax  upon  the 
luxuries  of  the  rich,  upon  their  cham- 
pagne and  upon  their  expensive  cigars  1 
Why  should  he  take  the  money  out  of 
the  pockets  of  the  labouring  classes? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  the 
other  day,  that  drink  ought  to  be 
made  to  pay  for  the  suppression  of 
drunkenness.  Why,  a  more  preposte- 
rous argument  was  never  put  before  the 
House.  The  question  to  be  considered 
is,  on  whom  will  the  tax  chiefly  fall,  and 
by  whom  ought  the  burden  to  be  borne  ? 
I  say  this  tax  on  spirits  will  fall  chiefly 
on  the  labouring  classes,  and  that  the 
burden  ought  to  have  been  placed  on  the 
luxuries  of  the  rich,  rather  than  on  those 
of  the  poor.  That  proposition  is  tenfold 
stronger  on  the  other  side  of  St.  George's 
Channel.  I  protest  against  this  pro- 
posal in  its  entirety,  but  more  especially 
against  including  Ireland  in  the  scope 
of  this  taxation,  putting  upon  our 
already  overburdened  people,  who  pay 
double  their  proportional  share  of 
Imperial  taxation,  a  tax  of  the  most 
oppressive  character  that  could  be  im- 
posed upon  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  at 
a  time  when  it  is  not  needed  for  Imperial 
expenditure,  and  is  not  to  be  used 
for  local  expenditure  in  Ireland.  We 
are  not  to  be  allowed  to  expend 
it,  so  there  is  not  the  shadow  of  any 
ground  for  justification  of  the  imposition, 
and  I  think  we  are  justified  in  resisting 
it  by  every  means  in  our  power. 

(6.1.)  Mb.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.): 
My  only  objection  to  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend  is,  that  he  leaves  in  the 
words  "  and  Scotland,"  the  effect  of  which 


will  be,  that  while  he  will  relieve  Ire- 
land of  the  new  tax,  he  will  expose 
Scotland  to  all  the  evil  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  proposal.  I  do  not 
think  a  more  impudent  proposal  could  be 
made  under  existing  circumstances  than 
to  propose  to  tax  Scotch  whisky  in  the 
way  proposed  in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  This  clause  relates 
to  foreign  spirits. 

Mb.  HUNTER :  Then  I  must  reserve 
my  remarks. 

(6.2.)  Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co., 
N.) :  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
the  course  of  his  reply,  stated  that  he 
supposed  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
Amendment  was  merely  a  peg  on  which 
to  hang  discussion  of  the  proposals  as 
they  affect  Ireland.  I  do  not  think  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  need  be 
ashamed  if  that  is  the  case.  I  think  we 
have  every  right  to  seize  every  oppor- 
tunity to  protest  against  the  post- 
ponement of  the  Local  Government 
Bill  for  Ireland.  There  is  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  sitting  opposite 
from  whom  I  hope  we  may  have  some 
expression  of  opinion  on  this  matter ;  I 
mean  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill). 
In  the  Autumn  Session  of  1886  the 
noble  Lord  made  a  declaration  to  which 
many  references  have  been  made.  I 
remember  the  occasion  very  well  from 
circumstances  surrounding  it.  I  remember 
the  noble  Lord  declared  that  Ireland 
should  be  treated  with  similarity  and 
simultaneity  to  England  and  Scotland, 
and  I  remember  that  on  that  occasion  he 
was  applauded  by  many  of  his  followers. 
More  than  that,  some  two  years  ago,  when 
the  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Kildare  on  the  subject  of  Local 
Government  was  before  the  House,  the 
no  ole  Lord  emphatically  repeated  his 
statement,  and  again  when  the  English 
Local  Government  Bill  was  before  the 
House  the  noble  Lord  said  he  supposed, 
and  could  not  believe  otherwise,  that  a 
similar  Bill  would  be  introduced  for 
Ireland.  In  the  face  of  these  declara- 
tions, I  think  the  noble  Lord  is  morally 
bound  to  join  us  in  our  protest  against 
the  further  postponement  of  this  local 
measure  for  Ireland.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  stigmatised  as 
ridiculous  the  proposal  to  put  a 
differential  duty  on  Irish  spirits,  but  it 
1  seems  to  me  that  so  long  as  we  have  this 
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differential  treatment  in  the  matter  of 
Local  Government  a  differential  duty  on 
Irish  spirit  is  a  most  reasonable  proposi- 
tion, and  the  burden  of  proof  lies  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  not  with 
us.  The  difficulties  about  a  Customs 
cordon  exist  only  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  imagination.  No  difficulty 
is  found  in  giving  Ireland  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Coercion  Act,  and  there 
is  an  army  of  police  available  for  a 
Customs  cordon.  I  trust  we  may  have 
the  assistance  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington  on  the  lines  of  the 
declarations  he  has  previously  made. 

(6.6.)  Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.)  :  As  the  noble  Lord  makes  no  sign  of 
response  to  this  invitation,  I  will  say  a  few 
words  in  support  of  the  proposal  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  The  Government 
are  pursuing  a  dog-in-the-manger  policy 
in  reference  to  the  whole  question.  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  has  introduced  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  curtailing  or  entirely  stop- 
ping the  issue  of  new  licences  in  Ireland, 
but  in  response  to  the  appeal  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Government 
decline  to  afford  him  any  facilities  for 
passing  this  Bill  into  law,  and  I,  there- 
fore, think  he  is  occupying  a  logical 
position  in  asking  that  the  present 
measure  shall  not  apply  to  Ireland 
until  Local  Authorities  have  been  estab- 
lished there  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
effect  to  the  purpose  of  the  Bill  in  this 
respect.  It  is,  I  say,  a  "dog-in-the- 
manger"  policy.  The  Government  will  not 
give  us  any  control  over  the  issue  of 
licences,  yet  still  they  insist  on  impos- 
ing this  tax,  which  is  intended  in  Eng- 
land for  the  purpose  of  extinguishing 
licences.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer says  there  would  be  difficulties  in 
carrying  out  the  arrangements  in  regard 
to  different  taxation,  but  let  me  point 
out  that  there  is  the  machinery  in 
existence ;  there  are  the  Customs  Houses 
in  Ireland,  the  Customs  officers,  the 
Revenue  officers ;  the  books,  as  it  were, 
are  open.  There  are  the  clerks,  the 
gangers,  and  the  whole  staff,  and,  it  is 
futile  to  say  the  plan  could  not  be 
carried  into  operation.  It  is  an  utterly 
absurd  suggestion  coming  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  is  presumed 
to  be,  and  I  suppose  is,  one  of  the 
leading  business  men  of  the  country.  It 
would  not  be  business,  he  says,  but  I  say 
Mr,  Clancy 


it  is  a  very  bad  business  to  go  on  robbing 
the  Irish  people  by  the   imposition   of 
this  duty  from  now  until  the  time  when, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Government,  it  will 
be  right  to  pass  a  Local  Government  Bill 
for    Ireland.       Robbery    of    the    Irish 
people    it    will    be    ever,    though    the 
money  will  be  hung  up,  for  I  believe, 
though    the  interest  be  allowed  to  ac- 
cumulate, it  will  become  more  difficult  to 
spend  the  money,  as  is  proposed,  without 
great  injustice  to  many  parts  of  Ireland. 
It   will  become  more  and  more  difficult 
and  a  much  worse  business  to  carry  out 
the  proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man.    I  cannot,  for  the  life  of  me,  see 
what  difficulty  there  would  be  in  the 
future  as  soon  as  the  Local  Government 
Bill  for  Ireland  is  passed  making  provi- 
sion for  this  tax,for  which  now,  as  regards 
Ireland,    there     is    no    defence.       The 
"  normal  condition  "  of  Ireland  has  been 
referred  to.     The  normal   condition  of 
Ireland  has  ever  been  agitation  and  coer- 
cion.    Do   the  Government  think  that 
while  we  have  no  Local  Government  in 
Ireland  we  shall  have  no  agitation  there  P 
If  they  indulge  in  any  such  hope  I  pro- 
mise them  it  will  not  be  fulfilled.  While 
the  Irish  people  have  their  rights  with- 
held from  them  there  will  be  agitation, 
of  a  more  or  less  violent  character,  and 
with  agitation  I  suppose  there  will  be 
coercion,   and  that  will  continue  to  bo 
the  normal  condition  of  Ireland,  and  so, 
if  we  wait  for  a  change   in  this  normal 
condition     of   Ireland    for    the      Local 
Government.  Bill  we  shall  wait  for  all 
time.     We  shall  wait    beyond    the    1" 
years  of  resolute  government  still  to  run 
before  the  Irish    people    are   accorded 
Local  Government.     That  is  what  I  have 
to  say  in  support  of  the  Amendment  of 
my    hon.     and      learned    Friend    and 
Colleague,  and  the  arguments  that  have 
been — if  I  may  call  them  arguments- 
addressed  to  the  House  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  not  hold  with  any 
business  man,  or  with  any  Member  of  the 
House  who  desires  to  see  justice  done  to 
the  people  of  Ireland. 

(6.13.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The 
Government  appear  to  be  lost  to  all  sense 
of  shame  in  this  matter.  Every  argument 
addressed  to  them  is  mot  with  silence, 
and  no  attempt  is  made  to  parry  any  o> 
our  statements.  They  have  no  case, 
but  they  have  the  Closure.  The 
whole  case  for  the  Government  lies  m 
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their  capacity  to  meet  us  in  that  way. 
They  cannot  maintain  their  position  ;  our 
protests  are  disregarded;  this  money  is 
to  be  raised,  though  it  is  to  be  locked  up, 
and  we  are  not  to  be  allowed  to  handle 
it ;  simultaneity  of  taxation  is  to  be  main- 
tained, similarity  of  treatment,  else  there 
is  to  be  none.     1  should  have  hoped  some 
sensible  man  in  the  Conservative  ranks 
would  have  asked  what  the  Government 
mean  by  this  imposition  of  taxes  they  do 
not  want.     An  amount  of  £250,000,  I 
suppose,  is  to  be  levied,  and  the  money 
is  not  required  !     Is  this  a  Constitutional 
state  of  things  1    Heavy  taxes  we  have 
had  to  pay  before  now,  but  they  have 
been  to  pay  the  expenses  of  wars  and 
rumours  of  wars,  but  this  tax  is  not  to  be 
employed ;   it  is  as  useless  as  the  talent 
buried  in  the  ground  ;  it  is  to  be  buried 
in  the  bank,  and  we  are  not  even  to  use 
it  in  buying  out  publicans !     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  it  is  inconvenient 
to  have  separate  Customs  House  arrange- 
ments, and  so  rather  than  have  an  extra 
clerk  or  two  we  must  pay  this  taxation, 
though  the  money  is  wanted  for  no  pur- 
pose, but  will  lie  in  the  bank,  or,  perhaps, 
be  invested  in  Egyptian  Bonds.     What- 
ever inconvenience  there  might  be  you 
could  remove  at  any  time  by  passing  a 
Local  Government  Bill.     It  would   be 
but  a  spur  in  your  sluggish  sides  to  stir 
you  up  to  legislative  action.     Why,  I  do 
not  suppose  the  Nabobs  of  India,  or  the 
Sultans  of  Turkey,  or  even  the  gentle- 
man who  rules  over  Egypt,  would  levy 
taxes  which  are  not  required ;  but  this  is 
what  the   Government  of   Ireland  has 
come  to  !     I  doubt  if  it  would  be  done 
in  the  Congo  State,  or  any  other  habitable 
quarter  of  the  globe.     You  impose  this 
tax,  and,  I  suppose,  at  the  end  of   20 
years  of  resolute  government  you  will 
take  out  the  money  and  allow  us  to  buy 
out  a  few  publicans.    This  is  the  Unionist 
Government  you  are  proud  of ;   this  is 
the  legislation  we  ought  to  be  delighted  to 
undertake  a  seasick  journey  of  hundreds 
of   miles    to   come  here    to  assist  in ! 
The  hon.  Member  for   North  Armagh 
seems  to  enjoy  the  position,  and  he  is  the 
author  of  the  sentiment  that  " England 
never  wiped  the  eyes  of  Erin  without 
making  her  pay  for  the  handkerchief." 
He  relishes  the  idea,  but  I  suppose  on  or 
about  the  12th  July  there  is  an  average 
amount  of  whisky  consumed  in  his  con- 
stituency, and  yet  he  is  content  to  pay 


the  tax,  though  his  constituents  are  not 
to  have  the  power  of  using  it  to  lessen 
the  temptation  to  over  drinking.  Tax 
yourselves  as  much  as  you  like  ;  tax  us, 
if  in  your  wisdom  you  think  it  right ; 
but,  at  least,  have  a  decent  pretext  for 
it.  Where  is  your  usual  hypocrisy  that 
you  can  only  urge  simultaneity  and 
similarity  as  a  reason  for  making  an 
Irishman  pay  more  for  his  whisky  ?  An 
appeal  has  been  made  to  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Randolph  Churohill),  and  I  second 
it.  I  admit  the  difficulties  of  his  posi- 
tion, but  he  has  never  spoken  con- 
tumeliously.of  Irish  Members;  he  has- 
always  spoken  kindly  of  our  country 
and  our  claim  to  be  treated  with  equality 
in  the  government  of  the  three  King- 
doms; he  has  declared  in  favour  of 
Local  Government ;  and  we  may  appeal 
to  him  to  assist  us  in  extracting  some 
statement  from  the  Government.  la 
this  promise  of  Local  Government  to 
remain  ever  a  recurring  decimal;  is 
there  always  to  be  a  full  stop  before  it  ? 
In  the  history  of  hypocrisy  and  broken 
pledges  in  British  dealings  with  Ireland, 
no  Government  has  ever  gone  the  length 
of  this  Liberal  Unionist  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  If  this  is  Liberal  Unionism^ 
I  prefer  brigandage.  A  brigand  takes 
your  money,  but  he  spends  it  upon  hi» 
own  amusements,  even  if  he  only  takes- 
an  excursion  to  Egypt ;  but  our  money 
is  to  be  taken  and  locked  up,  with  the* 
right  hon.  Gentleman  sitting  on  the 
chest.  Is  this  your  statesmanship  1  Why, 
the  darkest  African  chief,  the  puniest 
pigmy  Stanley  discovered,  would  invent 
a  better  system  of  statesmanship  than 
this.  I  challenge  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  to  give  us  any  other 
explanation  than  that  you  want  to  work 
your  spite  on  Ireland,  to  show  Irishmen 
they  are  a  humbled  and  conquered 
people,  that  they  are  not  to  have  the 
right  that  Englishmen  and  Scotchmen 
enjoy,  the  poor  enjoyment  of  buying* 
publicans.  It  is  not  a  sport  for  which  I 
myself  have  a  keen  relish,  but  whether 
or  not  it  is  an  excellent  thing  to  distri- 
bute this  money  among  the  brewers  and 
large  owners  of  tied  houses,  at  least, 
since  we  supply  the  money,  we  may  claim 
a  share  in  the  distribution  of  it.  If  the 
Irish  are  the  most  drunken  people  en 
earth,  why  are  they  to  be  deprived  of 
this  miserable  satisfaction?  As  an 
Irishman  I  know  I  am  one  of  a  drunken, 
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degraded  race,  and  that,  from  your 
higher  moral  standpoint,  you  look  down 
upon  our  degraded  state;  but  why  do 
you  baulk  the  Irishman's  desire  to  have 
the  means  of  cutting  off  his  own  sins  1 
You  say  Ireland  is  not  in  a  normal  condi- 
tion, but  we  are  as  your  Unionist  Go- 
vernment has  made  us.  We  are  brought 
here  to  take  part  in  the  equal  govern- 
ment of  the  three  Kingdoms,  but  not 
one  among  the  Conservative  Party  is 
able  to  raise  his  voice  in  explanation  or 
defence  of  this  proposition.  On  Friday 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made 
some  attempt  to  defend  the  tax.  "  We  will 
avail  ourselvep,"  said  he,  "  of  the  existing 
machinery  of  Local  Government  in  large 
towns."  "  Yes,  certainly,"  we  said,  "  and 
a  simple  clause  of  three  lines  will 
remove  all  difficulty."  I  will  draft  it 
myself  if  your  Government  draftsman 
is  too  much  engaged.  But  now  that  we 
claim  equal  treatment  for  Nationalist 
and  Orange  municipalities  you  turn 
round  and  refuse  what  we  could  have 
had  on  Friday.  Our  object  is  to  give 
the  working  class,  who  feel  the  evil  of 
the  existing  public  houses,  a  share  in 
the  means  of  extinguishing  the  evil. 
No  one  has  a  vote  except  those  who  do 
not  use  the  public  house,  the  club  men  of 
Derry  and  Belfast.  To  show  the  absurdity 
of  the  position,  compare  a  town  like  Col- 
chester with  Derry.  The  population  is 
about  equal,  but  in  the  first  there  are 
4,792  municipal  electors,  in  the  other 
case  981,  and  yet  you  will  not  let  an 
equal  number  in-  either  town  have  a 
voice  in  reducing  the  means  of  drunken- 
ness. The  people  who  exercise  the 
municipal  franchise  in  Ireland  are  not 
the  people  who  have  the  evils  of  the 
drink  trade  brought  home  to  them  in 
their  lanes  and  alleys.  You  will  not 
give  attention  to  this,  because  it  will  take 
up  a  few  hours  of  Parliamentary  time. 
Take  a  Saturday  Sitting  for  the  purpose  ; 
we  will  be  ready  enough  to  take  part  in 
a  measure  for  equalising  the  municipal 
franchise  to  that  of  England.  We  will 
sit  through  September  to  accomplish 
this.  What  idle  talk  is  this  of  the  diffi- 
culties of  a  Customs  cordon,  because  a 
few  more  guagers  may  be  required. 
You  have  your  cordon  now  in  respect  to 
the  introduction  of  arms,  and  whatever 
inconvenience  arises  you  can  relieve 
yourself  of  it  at  once  by  establishing 
Local  Government.  Will  the  right  hon. 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


Gentleman  be  candid  enough  to  tell  us 
when  the  Local  Government  Bill  will  be 
introduced  1  He  says  my  Amendment  is 
but  a  peg  to  hang  argument  upon ;  but  I 
suppose  an  argument  must  hang  upon 
something,  call  reason  a  "  peg "  if  you 
like,  its  purpose  is  still  the  same,  but 
drive  the  peg  home  if  it  is  in  the  way, 
and  say  what  your  Local  Government  is 
to  be,  and  when  it  is  to  be  proposed ;  do 
not  meet  our  arguments  for  equal  treat- 
ment, equal  rights,  with  charges  of 
obstruction  and  use  of  the  Closure. 
We  have  caught  you  in  the  fact,  you  are 
naked  and  yet  not  ashamed,  and  it  is  our 
duty  to  expose  such  suggestions  as  you 
have  put  forward.  Smarting,  as  they  do, 
under  the  disabilities  which  I  have  men- 
tioned, the  Irish  people  have  no  more 
aggravating  form  of  oppression  than  will 
be  produced  by  this  tax ;  and  it  is  under 
the  circumstances  I  have  stated  that  1 
strongly  urge  the  House  to  support  our 
claim  for  equal  rights  to  Ireland. 

(6.32.)  Mb.  MOLLOY  (Kings  Co., 
Birr)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  this  question.  Will  the 
money  be  paid  to  a  separate  account 
pending  the  establishment  of  Local 
Government  for  Ireland,  or  will  it,  in 
the  meantime,  be  used  for  any  other 
purpose  ?  If  the  money  is  to  be  used  for 
other  purposes,  it  is  quite  clear  that 
Local  Government  for  Ireland  will  be 
delayed  as  long  as  possible. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  hon.  Member 
need  not  have  any  fear  that  there  is  a 
desire  on  our  part  to  keep  the  sum  of 
£40,000  in  hand.  The  money  will  be 
invested  in  the  names  of  the  Com- 
missioners for  the  National  Debt.  • 

(6.33.)  Mb.  STOREY  (Sunderland): 
Before  this  vote  is  taken,  it  ought  to 
be  clearly  stated  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  the  money  voted  for 
one  year  is  not  to  be  used  for  another, 
or  in  ten  years  to  come. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  did  not  intimate 
anything  of  the  kind.  I  spoke  of  the 
sum  of  £40,000,  and  I  said  there  need  be 
no  fear  of  any  desire  to  keep  that  sum 
in  hand. 

Mb.  STOREY :  But  the  money  will 
accumulate,  if  it  is  not  used.  The  Party 
opposite  are  supposed  to  care  more  for 
Constitutional  facts  than  we  on  this  side ; 
but  if  you  look  back  to  the  whole  history 
of  England,  it  will  be  seen  that  some  of 
the  severest  conflicts  between  this  House 
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and  the. Crown  have  been  as  to  the  right 
to  use  the  public  money,  and  it  will  be 
difficult  to  find  an  instance  where  the 
House  has  admitted  that  the  Crown 
could  lay  by  money  for  future  use.  Take 
the  great  conflicts  of  Elizabeth's  time. 
[An  hon.  Member:  Oh,  oh.]  An  hon. 
Member  says,  "  Oh,  oh." 

Mr.  DILLON :  Perhaps  he  never 
heard  of  that  time. 

Mr.  STORBr  :  The  hon.  Member  who 
interrupted  me  has  been  travelling  so 
much  in  Asia  that  he  seems  to  have 
forgotten  the  rest  of  Europe;  but  I 
regard  the  matter  as  extremely  germane 
to  this  question  as  to  the  control  the 
House  should  exercise  over  the  National 
money.  There  were  conflicts  in  Charles 
I.  time  between  the  Crown  and  the 
people  as  to  the  employment  of  the 
National  funds.  Suppose  King  Charles 
had  come  down  to  this  House  and  had 
asked  the  then  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer for  £400,000  or  £500,000  which 
he  had  no  immediate  use  for,  but  which 
he  intended  to  make  a  purse  of.  What, 
I  ask,  would  there  have  been  to  prevent 
him  from  creating  a  fund  by  means  of 
which  he  might  ultimately  have  put 
down  the  Parliament  ?  I  contend,  as  a 
Radical  and  a  Constitutionalist,  that  it 
is  extremely  improper  for  the  House 
to  vote  any  money  which  the  Govern- 
ment does  not  propose  to  expend 
during  the  existence  of  the  financial 
year.  That  is  a  %  principle  we  have  con- 
tended for  and  affirmed  over  and  over 
again  on  this  side  of  the  Housa.  I  object 
to  those  who  call  themselves  the  Consti- 
tutional Party  coming  here  to  prevent 
our  discussing  these  questions  as  fully 
sb  we  desire.  I  say  that  they  are  now 
proposing  to  take  money  which  they  do 
not  mean  to  spend  during  the  financial 
year,  but  to  make  a  purse  of ;  and  I  have 
known  the  time  when  if  such  a  proposi- 
tion had  been  made  by  us  it  would 
■at  once  have  been  denounced  as  un- 
constitutional, and  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  have  stumped  the 
country  against  it.  We  say  that  such  a 
proposal  is  extremely  dangerous,  and 
therefore  we  enter  our  serious  protest 
against  it. 

(6.40.)  Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
this   money  is   to  be   in    any  way  im- 
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pounded  or  made  available  for  purposes 
of  the  Irish  Land  Purchase  Bill,  so  as  to 
make  it  an  additional  tax  on  the  people 
of  Ireland,  which  is  to  be  applied  for  the 
benefit  of  those  who  take  advantage  of 
that  measure  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  would  refer  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  Bill  itself. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  The  Bill  pro- 
vides  that  the  Irish  share  of  this  money 
shall  be 

"  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  any  Act  here- 
after passed  relating  to  the  purchase  of  land 
in  Ireland.1' 

So  that  this  additional  taxation  which  is 
to  be  placed  on  the  people  of  Ireland 
is  to  form  an  additional  guarantee 
for  the  large  sum  of  money  to  be  ad- 
vanced to  the  Irish  landlords.  I  do  not 
wish  to  prolong  the  Debate  ;  but  I  think 
it  is  worthy  of  note  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  very  carefully 
guarded  himself  as  to  the  date  of  future 
Local  Government  in  Ireland,  and  that 
there  is  no  provision  in  the  Bill  for  the 
suspension  of  licences  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  That  has  been  ex- 
plained over  and  over  again. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  It  was  ex- 
plained that  that  provision  was  made  by 
accident. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  never  alluded  to 
the  point  of  the  suspension  of  licences 
as  left  out  by  accident.  What  happened 
was  this — we  were  asked  whether  we 
would  deal  in  a  certain  way  with  the 
Corporation  of  Dublin  with  regard  to  the 
suspension  of  licences,  and  I  then  said — 

41  The  fact  is  that  this  Bill  does  not  include 
the  question  of  the  suspension  of  licence  in 
Ireland." 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  I  accept  the 
assurance  'of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
but  I  wish  to  point  out  that  there  is  an 
absolute  stata  of  confusion  and  un- 
certainty with  reference  to  the  imposition 
of  this  tax  in  Ireland  which  affords 
legitimate  ground  for  the  protests  of 
Members  for  Ireland,  who  are  entitled  to 
know  how  this  tax  is  to  be  expended. 

(6.45.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  I  have  been  listening  to  the  dis 
cussion  with  a  perfectly  unbiassed  and 
unprejudiced  mind,  in  order  that  I  might 
know  on  which  side  I  should  vote.  After 
having  listened  to  this  discussion  up  to 
the  present  moment  I  am  of  opinion  that 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Longford 
is  entirely  in  the  right,  and  that  the  right 
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hoii.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer   is    entirely  in   the    wrong. 
I  really  do  not  know  who  is  responsible 
for  business  on  that  Bench.    We  are  told 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  is  a 
good  man  of  business ;  but  I  am   sure  I 
have    never    been    present    at    such  a 
muddle.     We  are   asked  to  levy  a  tax, 
a  portion  of  which  is  to  be  devoted  to  the 
compensation  of  publicans.  I  am  entirely 
opposed   to  that.     But  what  do  we  find 
with  regard  to  Ireland  ?     The  tax  is  to 
be  levied,   but  the  publicans  are  not  to 
be  compensated.     The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  denies  that  this  money  can  be 
used  for  any  other  purpose.     My  right 
hon.  Friend  has  pointed  out  to  him  that 
by  the  Bill,  which  is  the  only  thing  we 
have  to  go  by,  the  money  may  be  secured 
for  Land    Purchase    in    Ireland.      The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says,  "  No, 
it  does  not  exactly  mean  that ;  it   means 
something   else.     We  are   going  to  put 
this  money  in  a  bag,  and  keep  it  there, 
until    we   are  able   to   pass  a   Bill   for 
County  Government  in  Ireland."     Who 
knows  what  that  County  Government 
will  be,  or  whether  it  will  ever  be  passed? 
When  leader  of  this  House    the  noble 
Lord   (Lord   R.  Churchill),  at  the   com- 
mencement  of   this   Parliament,  said    a 
County  Government  Bill  was  going  to  be 
passed    for    Ireland.       That    was    four 
years    ago.     This     measure     of     Local 
Government    may    not    be    passed     at 
all,  yet  we  are  asked   to  agree  to  this 
money   being  put  in  a  bag  for  a  vague 
and  indefinite  period.     The  Irish  have  a 
right  to  protest  again bt  this,  and  I  should 
be  astonished   if   they  did   not.     What 
are  they  met  with  ?     By  a  conspiracy  of 
silence  on  the  part;  of  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.    Hon. 
Gentlemen  know  that  we    beat    them 
every  day,  every  hour,  every  minute,  in 
argument.     They  sit  there  stolidly,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  wants  to  pass   every- 
thing by  the  mere  brute  force  of  those 
behind  him. 

(6.50.)  Mr.  DILLON  :  I  think  I  am 
justified  in  saying  that  the  course  which 
the  discussion  lias  taken  to-night  is  the 
most  extraordinary  that  has  ever  been 
witnessed.  The  Amendment  raises  issues 
of  the  gravest  importance  to  the  people 
of  Ireland,  as  well  as  the  general  power 
of  voting  the  taxes  in  this  House,  yet  it 
is  treated  with  the  most  absolute  con- 
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tempt  by  the  chief  Ministers  sitting 
opposite.  It  is  apparent  that  Ministers 
and  Members  opposite  are  obeying  the 
order  of  the  Times,  of  which  the  Minis* 
ters  are  becoming  mere  salaried  servants. 
The  complaint  the  other  day  was  that  we 
did  not  talk  enough  on  an  Irish  Bill,  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  I  am  bound  to 
say,  displayed  a  very  poor  and  despicable 
attempt  at  obstruction,  although  the 
intention  to  obstruct  was  there.  If  we 
do  not  talk  we  are  trying  to  trick  the 
Government.  When  we  do  talk  we 
are  obstructing  the  business  of  the  conn- 
try.  When  we  did  not  talk  at  sufficient 
length  the  Governor  of  our  country  (the 
Chief  Secretary)  treated  us  to  an  inordi- 
nately long  speech,  manifestly  for  the 
obstruction  of  business,  for  he  repeated 
himself  over  and  oyer  again.  The  mea- 
sure under  discussion  the  other  day  was 
only  a  small  one,  affecting  only  a  small 
section  of  the  Irish  people.  Ministers 
and  their  followers  spoke  at  enormous 
and  preposterous  length  on  that  occasion, 
and  now  when  we  bring  forward  a  real, 
substantial,  and  important  grievance, 
backed  by  unanswerable  reasons  why 
this  tax  .should  not  apply  to  Ire- 
land, we  are  met  by  a  conspiracy  of 
silence  on  that  side  of  the  House.  Hon. 
Members  and  Ministers,  acting  under  the 
orders  of  the  Times,  are  relying,  not  on 
arguments  at  all,  but  simply  on  their 
majority.  By  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment we  have  one  other  illustration  of 
the  fact  that  Irish  Members  need  expect 
no  kind  of  justice  or  fair  treatment  at 
their  hands. 

(6.53.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I 
think  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mayo  may  take  some  consolation  to  him- 
self in  respect  to  the  treatment  of  Irish 
questions  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
The  precedent  they  set  in  taking  the 
article  in  the  Times,  and  the  fact  that 
the  majority  will  not  always  be  on  that 
side,  will  apply  to  future  Parliaments 
as  well  as  the  present  Parliament, 
Eveiy  precedent  they  set  of  passing 
measures  for  Ireland  by  the  violent  us.j 
of  the  Closure,  by  refusing  to  listen  to 
argument  or  discussion,  and  by  laying 
the  Bill  on  the  Table,  and  saying,  "  This 
is  the  Bill  of  the  Government ;  we  havt* 
got  the  majority  ;  we  won't  discuss  it- ; 
we  will  pass  it  " — all  that  will  be  equally 
applicable  when  other  measures  come  to 
be  dealt  with  for  Ireland.     One  of  these 
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days  it  is  possible  there  may  be  a  ma- 
jority in  favour  of  Home  Rule  for  Ire- 
land, and  all  we  snail  have  to  do  will  be 
to  imitate  the  example  now  set  us.  We  will 
lay  that  Bill  on  the  Table  and  say,  "  We 
do  not  think  it  worth  while  to  discuss 
it."  There  may  be  some  members  of 
the  loyal  minority  in  Ireland  who  may 
raise  some  objection  to  a  Bill  of  that 
character.  All  we  have  got  to  say  is — 
*'  We  are  the  majority;  here  is  the 
Bill,  take  it  or  leave  it ;  we  do  not  want 
to  discuss  it,  T>ut  to  vote  upon  it,  and 
dispose,  of  it  in  a  simple  manner." 
That  is  the  policy  which  is  recommended ; 
that  is  the  policy  which  is  acted  upon. 
Let  us  know  it,  let  us  record  it ;  it  may 
be  useful  hereafter. 

(6.55.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Unfortu- 
nately, Sir,  history  is  not  written  in 
the  speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  in  actual  events.  And  the 
precedent  which  he  quotes  will  be  this, 
that  the  general  subject  has  been 
debated  day  aftar  day  without  making 
progress  with  one  single  line  of  the  Bill. 
We  thought  plenty  of  time  had  been 
given  to  the  discussion  of  the  subject, 
which  had  been  thrashed,  out,  as  I 
thought,  over  and  over  again.  Again, 
we  find  that  it  is  useless  to  argue  with 
hon.  Members  opposite,  because  the  only 
result  is  to  open  the  way  to  a  broader 
re -statement  of  the  arguments  originally 
advanced.  I  hope  I  have  not  been  in 
the  slightest  degree  discourteous  to  hon. 
Members  in  the  brevity  of  my  remarks, 
but  it  seemed  to  me  that  I  had  already 
dealt  with  the  points  raised.  I  en- 
deavoured to  dispose  of  them  on  the  last 
occasion,  and  I  know  I  did  not  succeed 
in  convincing  them,  and  I  do  not  think 
after  their  treatment  of  my  arguments 
then  that  any  fresh  arguments  •  I  might 
have  used  would  have  given  them  satis- 
faction. This  is  an  Amendment  upon 
one  particular'  point  of  raising  a  duty  to 
be  applied  to  Ireland,  but  when  the 
clause  comes  to  be  discussed  as  a  whole 
I  shall  be  prepared  to  justify  the  pro- 
posal. But  I  say  we  are  justified  on  this 
Amendment  in  declining  to  re-open  and 
'  re-discuss  the  whole  question  as  to  the 
general  imposition  of  this  tax. 

*(6.57.)  Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  K): 
Sir,  Members  sitting  here  have  waited 
in  vain  for  the  reply  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  arguments  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend.     What  is  the  fact, 


he  moves  to  omit  Ireland  from  the 
operation  of  this  clause.  It  is  a  per- 
fectly unchallengeable  proposition.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seeks  to  impose  an 
increased  Spirit  Duty,  the  proceeds  of 
which  in  Ireland  are  to  be  expended  by 
bodies  which  are  not  yet  in  existence. 
And  we  in  Ire  land  are  called  unreasonable 
because  we  ask  that  Ireland  should  be 
excluded.  We  have  made  extraordinary 
concession  to  the  noisy  advocates  on 
those  Benches,  that  the  Chancellor 
of'  the  Exchequer  might  consider 
whether  Corporations  or  authorised 
Municipalities  may  have  this  tax  for  the 
extinguishment  of  licences  and  other 
purposes.  Nothing  has  been  said 
about  County  Councils,  and  the  extra 
duty  is  to  be  handed  over  to  bodies 
which  are  non-repesentative,  and  only 
nominated  by  themselves.  Such  a  pro- 
position is  utterly  intolerable  and  utterly 
untenable.  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland  has  raised  the  Con- 
stitutional question  of  how  this  tax 
is  to  be  applied  in  a  manner  that 
cannot  be  mistaken.  Of  course,  we 
shall  be  voted  down,  but  we  shall  insist 
upon  bringing  these  arguments  forward 
in  Committee,  feeling  there  is  no  real  or 
tangible  reason  for  resisting  them.  Four 
weeks  ago  the  Official  Representative  of 
Ireland  in  this  House  made  the  clear  proT 
nouncement  that  so  soon  as  Ireland  was  in 
a  normal  condition  she  would  get  Local 
Government.  Ireland  is  not  now  in  a 
normal  condition,  and  she  is  not  likely  to 
be.  We  have  the  Minister  most  closely 
connected  with  Ireland — and  who,  there- 
fore, may  be  supposed  to  have  a  know- 
ledge of  the  Governing  Bodies  in  that 
country — saying  we  are  not  going  to  have 
these  bodies.  But  you  are  handing  over 
money  to  these  bodies  in  England  and 
Scotland,  and  we  have  a  right  to  ask 
"  What  are  you  going  to  do  in  the  case 
of  Ireland,  are  you  going  to  hand  over 
the  money  to  the  Grand  Juries  ?  "  We 
in  Ireland  have  no  confidence  in  those 
Local  Authorities,  and  we  predict  that  if 
this  money  be  raised  and  handed  over  to 
them  it  will  be  simply  jobbed  away.  It 
is  absurd  to  suppose  that  they  would  use 
it  for  extinguishing  licences, because  they 
are  the  people  who  have  granted  the 
existing  licences,  and  they  have  given 
them  largely  in  excess  of  the  demand. 
I  think  in  this  matter  we  require  from 
the  Government  more  than  the  crack  of 
3  A  2 
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the  whip  of  the  Times  newspaper ;  we 
want  a  distinct  and  specific  promise  as 
to  what  is  to  be  done  with  the  money. 
What  do  they  want  it  for ;  how  will  it  be 
applied,  supposing  County  Governing 
Bodies  are  not  established  for  two,  three, 
four,  or  five  years  ?  What  is  to  prevent 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  two  or  three 
years  time  coming  down  and  saying 
"  We  want  this  money  for  extra  police," 
or  "We  want  it  to  cope  with 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,"  or  for  some 
other  purpose.  So  far  as  we  are  con- 
cerned we  are  bound  to  protect  the 
interests  of  our  constituents  and  to  insist 
on  the  recognition  of  Constitutional 
principles,  and,  therefore,  we  protest 
against  the  action  of  the  Government. 
I  hope  the  Amendment  will  be  pressed 
to  a  Division. 

(7.5.)  Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Brad- 
ford, W.) :  I  think  hon.  Members  for 
Ireland  have  very  substantial  reasons 
for  protesting  against  the  proposals  now 
before  the  House,  and  the  Committee 
has  a  right  to  complain  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  not  dealt 
with  the  Constitutional  objections  raised. 
We  are  supposed  to  be  dealing  with  an 
even  hand  towards  Ireland,  but  if  a  Bill 
had  been  introduced  proposing  to  apply 
the  taxation  of  Great  Britain  for  local 
purposes  without  any  definite  scheme 
being  put  before  Parliament,  does  any- 
body suppose  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  have  been  listened  to 
for  five  minutes,  no  matter  how  substan- 
tial might  have  been  his  reasons  for 
raising  monay  in  one  year  and  tying  it 
up  for  use  on  subsequent  occasions  ? 
Surely  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Rossendale,  who  likes  to  adhere  to  safe 
Constitutional  lines,  will  use  his  influence 
with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  leader  of  the  House  to  obtain 
some  justification  for  this  most  dan- 
gerous innovation.  I  deny  the  right  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
limit  the  discussion.  Irishmen  have  a 
right  to  object  to  the  Government  laying 
violent  hands  on  their  money,  and  they 
are  entitled  to  object  to  the  allocation  of 
that  money  for  the  extinction  of  licences, 
because  they  have  no  security  that  in  a 
reasonable  time  that  money  will  be  in 
their  hands.  I  think  the  trifling,  petty, 
and  tinkering  suggestion  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  the  proposal 
will  establish  differences  in  the  system 
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of  Customs  between  the  two  countries 
is  no  answer  to  the  serious  Constitu- 
tional objections  raised.  I  do  not  think 
the  Government  can  make  any  charge 
against  the  Opposition,  and  throw  on 
them  the  stigma  of  obstruction,  when 
the  House  has  protested  again  and  again 
against  the  novel  and  highly  dangerous 
innovation  contained  in  the  Bill,  an 
innovation  which  the  Party  opposite  and 
sane  Gentlemen  on  my  own  side  would, 
in  their  better  days,  and  in  their  right 
minds,  have  strenuously  opposed. 

(7.10.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Mid 
Armagh  (Sir  J.  Corry)  is  in  his  place, 
and,  as  he  was  not  here  on  Friday  night, 
I  would  inform  him  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary promised  then  to  devote  this  money 
to  the  cities  and  towns  in  Ireland.  The 
hon.  Baronet  has  now  heard  the  Govern- 
ment recede  from  that  promise. 
♦The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  No,  no. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Then,  where  do  we 
stand  ?  I  understood  him  to  say  that  as 
we  had  introduced  new  difficulties  his 
pledge  fell  to  the  ground.  The  matter 
cannot  be  left  in  this  way,  and  I  would 
remind  the  Government  that  it  is  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  they  can  settle 
everything  by  the  Closure.  They  have 
yet  to  get  Section  7,  to  which  I  have 
already  put  down  Amendments ;  and  un- 
less they  give  us  some  satisfactory  assur- 
ance as  to  how  this  money  is  to  be  din- 
posed  of,  they  will  see  if  their  con- 
spiracy of  silence  is  calculated  to  make 
them  get  on  more  quickly.  I  would  ask 
them  to  let  us  know  whether  they  intend 
to  insist  on  the  section  giving  the  same 
powers  to  the  boroughs  in  Ireland  as  they 
have  given  in  England  and  Scotland,  or 
to  drop  it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Armagh  himself  endeavoured  some  time 
ago  to  initiate  legislation  for  Belfast.  It 
failed  in  consequence  of  some  steps  such 
as  Conservative  Members  are  always 
making,  but  I  would  ask  if  a  pledge  was 
not  given  to  him  that  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  would  be  extended  in  some  way 
so  as  to  meet  his  views?  That  is  a  plain 
question,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  have 
a  plain  answer.  We  were  pledged  to 
certain  of  our  friends  in  Ireland,  who 
were  in  the  licensing  interest,  to  oppose 
that  Bill,  because  it  would  compensate  the 
publicans;  and  now  we  have  a  statement, 
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and,  so  far  as  the  Irish  publicans  are 
concerned,  there  is  to  be  no  money  com- 
pensation, because  the  money  is  to,be  given 
to  the  Irish  landlords.  This  is  a  tax  not  to 
compensate  the  Irish  publicans,  but  the 
Irish  landlords.  That,  in  my  opinion, 
will  entirely  justify  us  even  with  the 
staunchest  advocates  of  the  licensing 
interest  in  Ireland.  I  think  a  plain 
issue  is  before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CARTHY  (London- 
derry) rose  to  address  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  rose 
in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

(7.15.)  The  Committee  divided : — 
Ayes  212 ;  Noes  150.— (Div.  List,  No.  91.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

(7.30.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  148;  Noes  211.— (Div.  List,  No. 
92.) 

(7.37.)  Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  &): 
I  beg  to  move  the  omission  of  the  word 
"  gallons/1  and  the  insertion  of  the  word 
"hogsheads."  The  object  of  this  Amend- 
ment is  not,  as  many  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  suppose,  obstruction,  but 
the  equalisation  of  the  duties  chargeable 
to  the  various  classes  of  the  community. 
I  find  that  300  per  cent,  is  charged  as 
duty  on  the  spirits  consumed  by  the 
lower  classes,  whilst  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  satisfied  with  a  duty  of 
Id.  or  2d.  a  bottle  on  the  wine  consumed 
by  the  higher  classes.  I  think  this  is  a 
monstrous  state  of  things,  and  I  propose 
this  Amendment  with  the  object  of 
remedying  it.  To  my  mind,  nothing 
would  tend  more  in  the  direction  of  tsm- 
perance  than  the  abolition  of  the  Spirit 
Duty  altogether.  The  working  classes 
do  not  consume  spirits  day  by  day,  but 
merely  when  they  are  out  for  a  spree. 
If  the  duties  were  reduced  a  working 
man  would  not  regard  it  as  so  great  a 
treat  to  have  spirits  which  he  could  get 
at  any  time,  and  we  know  that  prohibi- 
tion of  any  kind  increases  the  desire  to 
obtain  the  article  which  is  prohibited.  I 
venture  to  say  that  there  are  as  bad 
spirits  made  in  Ireland  as  in  any  part  of 
Germany,  and  that  there  are  more 
inquests  in  Ireland  on   men   who  drink 


Irish  spirit  than  on  men  who  drink  Ger- 
man spirit.  I  believe  that  many  of  these 
inquests  would  not  take  place  at  all 
if  the  price  of  spirits  came  more  within 
the  means  of  the  working  classes. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
11,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  gallons,"  and 
insert  the  word  "  hogsheads." 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  gallons '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

(7.43.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  hope  the 
Committee  will  recollect  that  54  gallons 
go  to  the  hogshead.  Of  course,  you  had 
better  have  no  duty  at  all  than  have  one 
which  amounts  to  a  54th  part  of  that 
which  we  now  propose.  It  would  make 
the  tax  absolutely  worthless  as  a  means 
of  revenue. 

(7.47.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  hope 
the  hon.  Member  will  not  press  this 
Amendment  to  a  Division.  It  is  an 
Amendment  which  I  myself  could  not 
support.  The  next  Amendment  will 
very  properly  raise  the  question  of  the 
duties. 

*(7.48.)  Ms.  FLYNN:  I,  too,  hope 
my  hon.  Friend  will  not  press  hift 
Amendment  to  a  Division,  because  I 
think  it  would  have  the  effect  of  bring- 
ing about  the  handicapping  of  native 
spirits.  I  must  take  issue  with  my  hon. 
Friend  as  to  there  being  bad  Irish  spirit. 
If  there  is  any  bad  spirit  sold  in  Ireland 
it  is  because  the  Irish  spirit  has  been 
mixed  with  the  German  spirit. 

(7.50.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway, 
N.)  I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  will  go  to  a 
Division.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thinks  it  expedient  to  divide  on  a  subse- 
quent Amendment  rather  than  upon 
this  ;  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
we  defeated  a  Government  on  this  point. 
If  the  Irish  Members  attack  this  increase 
of  Spirit  Duty  at  every  pointy  we  are 
certainly  acting  consistently.  In  the 
first  place,  I  object  to  this  tax  on  whiskies 
because  it  is  a  piece  of  class  legislation. 
Then  I  think  it  amounts  to  a  question 
of  a  large  nation  attempting  to  bully  and 
over-tax  a  small  nation.  If  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  takes  a  pint  of 
claret  with  his  dinner,  and  pays  Is.  for 
it,  he  only  contributes  Id.  to  the 
Revenue  ;  but  if  an  Irishman  takes  one 
shilling's  worth  of  whisky  he  contributes 
9d.  to  the  Revenue.  Why  should  an 
Irishman,  after  his  hard  day's  work,  con- 
tribute 9d.   to  the    Chancellor    of   the 
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Exchequer's  Id.  ?     That  is  most  unfair. 
It  is  better  that  whisky  should  be  con- 
sumed than  wine.     Whisky  distillation 
employs  a  certain   number  of   men  in 
Ireland  and  Scotland,  while  the  making 
of  wine  employs  Frenchmen  or  Germans, 
who  could  be  employed  in  the  Armies  of 
their  countries.    Again,    it    is    better, 
from    the    point    of    view    of    health, 
that     whisky    should     be     consumed 
rather      than      wine.       Does     anyone 
suppose   that  a  fashionable  West   End 
doctor  would  recommend  the  drinking  of 
wine  before  whisky  ?    It  is  well-known 
that  if  a  man  cannot  do  without  alcohol, 
whisky,  with  cold  water,  is  the  best  form 
of  alcohol  he  can  take.     I  never  could 
see  the  justice  of  taxing  whisky,  or  any 
other  spirit. produced  in  this  country,  at 
a  higher  rate  than  wine  or  beer,  and, 
therefore,  I  regard  this  as  a  most  valu- 
able Amendment.      I  do  not  know  a 
more  flagrant  piece   of  class  legislation 
than  the  extraordinary  difference  between 
the  tax  on  alcohol  in  wine  and  that  on 
alcohol   in   whisky,   whether   Scotch  or 
Irish.     I  have  always  noticed  that  when 
the   duty   on  whisky  is  increased    the 
price  per  glass  is  not  increased.      The 
fact  of  the  matter  is,  that  the  article  is 
adulterated  just  in  proportion  as  the  duty 
is  increased,  and,  judging  from  experi- 
ence as  the  Chairman  of  a  large  Union, 
drunkenness  is  not  diminished  by  any 
tax  that  is  put  upon  spirits.     There  are 
certain  respectable  people  in  Ireland — 
people   moderately  well  off — who  have 
just  as  much  right  to  drink  a  moderate 
portion  of  alcohol  as  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  these  people  are  pre- 
vented from  taking  a  reasonable  amount 
of  good  whisky  by  the  extraordinary  and 
extravagant  duty.     But  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  the  First  Lord  of 
the   Treasury  can  revel  in   their    pint 
bottles  of  claret,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
contribute  less  to  the  Revenue.     I  trust 
my  hon.  Friend  will  press  his  Amend- 
ment to  a  Division. 

(7.59.)  Mr.  MOLLOY:  I  hope  my 
hon.  Friend  will  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, because  I  believe  its  effect  would 
be  to  foster  the  use  of  German  spirit, 
which  is  admittedly  most  injurious  to 
health. 

(8.0.)    Me.  BLANE  :  Notwithstanding 

all  that  my  hon.  Friends  say,  and  despite 

what  has  been  said  from  above  the  Gang- 

"  way,  this  touches  an  old  and  recognised 

Colonel  Nolan 


grievance.  In  1715  the  two  great  grier- 
ances  of  the  rebels  of  that  day  were  the 
Salt  Tax  and  the  Malt  Tax ;  and  now,  1 75 
years  after  that  date,  the  Malt  Tax  still 
remains.  In  these  days  we  hear  much 
about  Free  Trade ;  but  in  any  representa- 
tions against  such  tariffs  as  are  imposed 
by  the  United  States,  we  are  met  with 
counter  statements  about  our  duties  on 
imported  wines  and  spirits.  Is  this  Free 
Trade?  A  nation  that  teaches  the 
doctrine  of  Free  Trade  should  apply 
it  at  home.  It  is  impossible  to 
say  there  is  Free  Trade,  when, 
from  the  cargoes  of  foreign  ships 
coming  into  our  ports,  barrel  after 
barrel  of  goods  is  broken  open  in  the 
search  of  spirits;  and  the  boxes  of 
passengers,  even  of  British  subjects,  are 
ransacked,  and  even,  I  believe,  the 
pockets  of  their  overcoats  are  searched. 
If  we  claim  to  be  a  Free  Trade  nation,  we 
should  adopt  the  principle  entirely,  and 
not  put  into  the  mouth  of  Foreign 
Governments  an  argument  against  our 
own  hypocrisy.  This  is  the  argument  I 
met  with  in  New  York.  Remember, 
too,  the  men  who  maintain  this  embargo 
on  foreign  spirits  would  establish  it 
against  fruit,  and  they  resisted  the 
repeal  of  the  Customs  Duty  against 
foreign  grain.  As  a  humble  Free  Trader, 
I  have  done  my  duty  in  good  faith ;  but 
as  my  hon.  Friends  do  not  see  their  way 
to  go  to  a  Division,  I  greatly  regret  that 
I  must  withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(8.5.)  Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  : 
Before  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  P. 
McDonald)  proceeds  with  the  next 
Amendment,  I  wish  to  introduce  an 
Amendment  and,  in  doing  so,  I  would 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  great 
injustice  will  be  inflicted  on  a  large 
section  of  the  community  if  this  tax  is 
carried  in  the  way  proposed  in  the  Bill. 
It  is  well-known  that  there  are  a  great 
number  of  commodities  used  by  chemists 
and  druggists  in  this  country  in  which 
spirit  is  used,  and  upon  this  subject  I 
have  had  many  communications  from  mem- 
bers of  the  trade,  though  not,  as  vet, 
very  many  from  chemists  and  druggists 
in  Ireland.  These  gentlemen  who  have 
written  to  me  point  out  that  which  is 
well-known,  namely,  that  many  of  a 
large  number  of  medical  substances 
known  as  tinctures  and   mixtures .  are 
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mad*  vq>  with  the  addition  of  proof 
spirit,  and,  therefore,  if  you  are  going  to 
raise  the  pric9  of  these  spirits  you  will 
.  -certainly  increase  the  price  of  the 
.  •  tinctures  and  mixtures.  I  have  herd  a 
•communication  which  I  have  received 
from  a  medical  friend,  who  tells  me  that 

-  the  effect  of  the  addition  of  this  proposed 

-  »duty  will  .be  to  raise  the  price  of  these 
.  substances  by  about  2d.  per  pound,  and 

even  now  that  increase  is  being  made, 

the  trade  anticipating  the  increase  which 

,  the    Chancellor  of    the    Exchequer    is 

bringing  in.     Thus  you  inflict  a  great 

•  injustice. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
-cberwill  state  his  Amendment,  perhaps 
.  we  shall  be  able  to  appreciate  the  drift 
>  of  his  argument. 

Dr.  TANNER  :  Certainly,  Sir.     But, 

.   in  the  first  place,  I  was  going   to  talk 

.  about  it,  and  then  I  was  going  to  hand  it 

.  in  to  you.     The  Amendment  is  Clause  4, 

,  line  15,  after  "spirits,"  to  insert  these 

words  "  Except  spirits  taken  out  of  bond 

;  for  bond  fide  medical  purposes."     I  can 

assure  the    Committee  I    thought   the 

matter  out  before  I  ventured  to  bring  it 

.   under    consideration,  and    I  think  the 

•  Committee  will  understand  the  point  I 
am  addressing  myself  to.  If  you  look 
<Lown  the   pages   of  the   British  PJiar- 

,  macopceia,  you  will  find  a  very  long 
list  containing  the  medical  substances 
which  I  refer  to.  Now,  I  think  that  to 
raise  the  price  of  medical  necessities  is 
injudicious,  if  not  worse.  I  tried  to  find 
a  method  of  putting  my  proposition  in  a 
more  sweeping  way,  to  indicate  to  the 

j  Customs  generally  that  when  spirits  are 
imported  into  this  country  for  bond  fide 
medical  purposes,  they  should  be  fully 

.  relieved  from  the  taxation  upon  spirits 
ior  ordinary  consumption.  However,  in 
talking  over  the  matter  with  a  few 
friends,  we  saw  the  difficulties  the  Cus- 
toms would  meet  with  in  letting  such 
.spirits  pass ;  but  I  think,  with  the  assist- 

,  ance  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
there  should  be  no  difficulty  in  devising 
the  means  by  which  compounders  of 
medicines  when  they  apply  for  proof 
.spirit  for  the  purposes  of  their  trade, 
should  be  able  to  take  it  out  of  bond, 
and  the  character  of  these  manufac- 
turers for  honesty,  probity,  and 
straightforwardness  would  be  some 
guarantee  against  smuggling  under  cover 
of  medical    purposes;    and,  on    convic- 


tion, any  such  an  offence  should  -be 
severely  punished.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  give  consideration  to  this 
Amendment,  I  think  he  will  agree  with 
its  object,  and  will  agree  that  when  proof 
spirit  is  imported  by  well-authenticated 
medical  firms  it  might  be  allowed  to  pass 
through  the  Customs,  paying  only  the 
duty  heretofore  imposed.  I  think  the 
preparation  of  medicines  should  be  made 
as  cheap  as  possible.  I  cannot  deprecate 
too  strongly  the  very  high  prices  again 
and  again  charged  for  all  these  medical 
substances  in  consequence  of  various 
causes,  and  I  certainly  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  try  and  help  the  stand  that  is 
being  made  against  the  increase  of  the 
price  of  such  substances.  It  is  purely  as 
a  medical  subject  I  bring  the  matter 
forward,  and  I  may  claim  to  have  some 
knowledge  of  it.  I  hope  that  we  may 
have  the  assistance  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  a  matter  most  interesting 
to  the  medical  profession. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
13,  after  the  word  "  spirits,"  to  insert  the 
words,  "  except  spirits  taken  out  of  bond 
for  bond  fide  medical  purposes." — (Dr. 
Tanner.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(8.12.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Whatever 
may  be  the  theoretical  expediency  of  in- 
troducing such  an  Amendment  as  the 
hon.  Member  proposes,  I  can  assure  him 
that  it  would  be  extremely  difficult  and. 
practically  impossible  to  carry  it  out. 
The  Committee  will  observe  that  the 
proposal  is  not  to  relieve  these  com- 
modities from  the  heavy  duty  which  is 
imposed  upon  spirits,  but  only  of  this  6d. 
additional  duty,  which  is  comparatively  a 
very  small  percentage.  Now,  we  have 
the  whole  machinery  for  carrying  out 
the  duty,  but  not  for  making  this  ex- 
ception. It  will  be  observed  also  that  if 
this  proposal  is  carried  out  in  the 
Customs,  it  must  equally  apply  to  the 
Excise. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Certainly. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Yes;  but  there 
is  a  great  difficulty  in  devising 
any  machinery  to  carry  it  out.  It 
is  impossible  for  the  Customs  or 
the  Excise  to  follow  the  transport  of 
small  quantities  of  spirits.  It  is  suggested 
that  any  respectable  manufacturer  might 
enjoy  such  a  privilege,  and  his  name 
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-would  be  a  guarantee  ;  but  such  a  course 
could  not  be  worked  out  in  law,  and  no 
distinction  could  be  made  between 
chemists  and  druggists  and  in  any  quan- 
tity which  they  might  require  for  their 
own  purposes.  This  proposal  would 
lead  to  a  great  deal  of  complexity  and 
difficulty,  and  possibly,  in  the  case  of  some 
few  people,  it  would  lead  to  fraud.  There 
is  nothing  more  difficult,  not  only  with 
regard  to  spirits  required  for  chemists  and 
druggists,  but  those  required  for  perfu- 
mery and  other  purposes,  than  to  prevent 
any  illicit  practices  in  connection  with 
those  trades.  The  officers  of  Excise  have 
great  experience  of  the  difficulties  to  be 
met  with  in  such  cases;  and  whatever  our 
desire  might  be  to  meet  such  a  suggestion 
as  that  made  by  the  hon.  Member,  we 
have  no  machinery  to  carry  it  out. 

(8.17.)  Mr.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny, 
S.)  :  I  do  not  think  there  is  much  in  the 
objection  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  says  the  additional  6d.  is  a  very 
small  percentage,  but  that  might  be  said 
of  the  tax  altogether.  The  object  of  the 
additional  taxation  is  to  provide  the 
people  with  the  means  of  getting  rid  of 
the  excess  of  public  houses.  That 
may  be  a  laudable  object,  though  it 
seems  to  me  the  produce  of  the  tax 
will  find  its  way  into  the  pockets  of 
large  brewers  and  distillers  who  own 
tied  houses,  but  1  should  imagine  there 
can  ba  no  objection  to  an  Amendment 
which  lays  down  a  distinction  between 
spirits  used  for  medical  purposes  and 
spirits  used  as  a  luxury,  or  as  drink.  I 
admit  there  is  a  difficulty  in  following 
the  transport  of  these  spirits  in  small 
quantities,  but  would  it  not  be  possible 
to  allow  the  exemption  upon  spirits 
which  are  used  in  bond  for  these  medical 
preparations  1  Or  is  it  possible  in  some 
way  to  adopt  the  procedure  applied  to 
methylated  spirits?  Compounding  in 
bond  would  be  an  advantage,  inasmuch 
as  it  would  tend  to  throw  the  trade  into 
the  hands  of  substantial  and  respectable 
firms  who  alone  could  provide  for  the 
use  of  bonded  warehouses,  and  this 
would  be  a  guarantee  against  the  adul- 
teration too  often  practised  in  the  poorest 
class  of  trade. 

(8.19.)  Mb.  STOREY:  I  would 
rather  support  a  Motion  for  increasing 
the  tax  on  medicines,  than  an  Amend- 
ment for  a  reduction.  I  think  the 
dearer  we  make  medicines  the  greater 
Mr.  Goschen 


advantage  it  will  be  to  the  country.  I 
see  perfectly  well  the  difficulties  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  have 
to  encounter  in  carrying  out  such  a  pro- 
posal as  that  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and  if  a  Division  is  taken  I  must 
support  the  Government. 

(8.20.)  Colonel  NOLAN:  I  con- 
gratulate my  hon.  Friend  on  the  exu- 
berance of  health  that  induces  him  to 
advocate  an  advance  in  the  price  of 
medicines  ;  but,  unfortunately,  there  are 
those  who  are  obliged  to  take  medicines, 
and  among  the  poorer  classes  price  is  a 
serious  consideration.  It  must  be 
admitted  that  the  imposition  of  high 
duties  on  spirits  must  lead  to  illicit  dis- 
tillation and  smuggling,  and  this  applies 
to  use  of  spirit  in  trades,  or  in  prepara- 
tion of  medicines.  There  is  no  attempt 
at  smuggling  wine,  because  the  duty  is 
moderate.  In  relation  to  workhouses 
and  dispensaries  this  addition  to  the  tax 
will  make  a  very  considerable  difference, 
the  medical  bill  being  a  considerable 
item  in  the  poor  rates.  From  this- 
point  of  view  teetotalers  will  be 
interested,  for  they  pay  these  equally 
with  the  consumers  of  alcohobc  liquors* 
I  think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
might  find  some  means  of  allowing  a 
rebate  by  which  this  additional  tax  may 
not  bs  made  to  fall  upon  workhouses,, 
hospitals,  and  dispensaries,  and  the  sick 
poor.  Surely  a  distinction  can  be  made 
just  as  it  is  made  on  the  use  of  spirit  in 
the  industrial  arts.        ' 

(8.25.)  Dr.  TANNER :  This  is  reaHy 
an  important  point,  and  I  should  like  to 
secure  attention  to  it.  The  proposition, 
for  the  additional  tax  is  supported  by  the 
argument  that  it  is  to  provide  for  the 
existing  drink  evil  a  cure,  but  in  this 
those  who  use  spirits  in  medicines  are 
in  no  way  concerned.  I  have  brought 
this  Amendment  forward  with  the  best 
intentions,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  mistaken  in  calling  it  a  theoretical 
point ;  1  support  it  from  a  purely- 
practical  point  of  view.  There  are,  at 
the  present  time,  certain  classes 
of  manufacturers  who  are  exempted 
from  this  tax.  For  instance,  hat 
manufacturers  are  permitted,  under 
stringent  restrictions,  to  buy,  minus  the 
duty,  at  the  actual  commercial  price  of 
spirits.  Surely,  what  is  allowed  in  the 
case  of  hat  manufacturers  might  be 
allowed  in  this  case.     Instead  of  raising 
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a  theoretical  or  obstructive  point  I  con- 
tend I  have  really  raised  a  point  my 
opinions  as  to  which  will  be  endorsed  by 
nine-tenths  of  the  member  of  my  pro- 
fession throughout  Great  Britain.  I  had 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  have 
given  some  assurance  that  steps  will  be 
taken  to  lower  the  price  of  the  medicines 
affected  by  this  tax.  I  am  extremely 
sorry  to  have  to  say  I  think  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  met  my 
proposal  in  an  unworthy  spirit.  I  am 
only  doing  my  duty  to  the  poor ;  because 
the  House  should  bear  in  mind  that  when 
a  small  addition  is  made  to  a  tax  it  will  not 
affect  the  large  manufacturers  so  much 
as  it  will  affect  the  smaller  manufac- 
turers, and  it  will  certainly  affect  the 
poor,  because  whenever  any  addition  is 
made  to  the  taxes  relating  to  medicines 
of  this  class  the  dealers  often  raise  the 
prices,  so  that  in  this  way  the  poorer 
classes  really  suffer  from  this  kind  of 
legislation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  this  would  affect  the  Excise  as 
well  as  the  Customs ;  but  even  if  it  does, 
that  would  only  be  a  small  matter.  I 
think  the  proposal,  if  accepted,  will  do  a 
great  deal  to  relieve  the  wants  and 
necessities  of  the  poor,  and  I  am  sorry 
the  Government  have  not  seen  their  way 
to  accept  it.  I  shall  certainly  press  the 
matter  to  a  Division. 

(8.33.)     Mr.      J.     O'CONNOR:     I 

am,     of     course,     against    the    raising 

of  the    duty  on  spirits,   and   I    should 

be    glad    to    be    able    to    support    my 

hon.   Friend  in    his  Amendment   if   I 

possibly  could.     As   to  what  my   hon. 

Friend  has  said  about  these  medicines 

being    compounded    in    bond,   I   think 

there  is  some  difficulty  in  that.  My  hon. 
Friend  must  have  had  in  his  mind  the 
fact  that  by  law  it  is  enacted  that 
whiskies  in  Ireland  that  are  blended  for 
the  purpose  of  exportation  shall  be  blended 
in  bond  and  marked  with  the  letter 
"B."  But  it  must  not  be  omitted  from  the 
consideration  of  this  subject  that  that 
portion  of  the  question  deals  with  large 
quantities  of  spirits,  while  this  portion  of 
the  question  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend 
.deals  with  a  comparatively  small  portion 
of  these  commodities.  What  I  am  afraid 
of  is  that  a  great  amount  of  injury  might/ 


has  said  it  would  have  the  effect  of  con- 
centrating the  trade  in  these  medicines  in 
the  hands  of  large  manufacturers,  and  I 
ask  the  Committee  whether  that  is  a 
desirable  thing  to  have  in  view  or  not. 
I  should  like  to  have  some  explanation 
on  that  point  from  my  hon.  Friend, 
because  I,  for  one,  shall  always  oppose  any 
legislation  that  has  for  its  object  the 
placing  and  concentrating  in  the  hands 
of  large  manufacturers  any  important 
branch  of  trade  whatever.  I  know,  for  a 
fact,  that  many  chemists  throughout  the 
country  are  obliged  to  hold  in  stock 
small  quantities  of  spirits  that  are  many 
degrees  over  proof — spirits  of  wine,  for 
instance.  Well,  we  must  do  one  of  two 
things  in  this  matter.  We  must  either 
compel  all  medicines  to  be  compounded 
in  bond,  or  we  must  prohibit  these  small 
people  from  holding  any  strong  spirits 
on  their  hands  in  stock.  We  must 
assuredly  do  one  of  these  two  things, 
and  let  us  take  care  that,  while  we  have 
a  supreme  desire  to  benefit  the  poor,  we 
do  not  inflict  a  great  injury  upon  a  large 
number  of  traders  in  the  country,  who 
dispense  very  wholesome  drugs  to  the 
poor,  and  who  are,  therefore,  beneficial 
to  the  poor.  Are  we  going  to  drop  these 
small  traders  who  are  in  contact  with 
the  poor,  and  who  do  their  best  for  the 
poor  ?  These  objections  would  trouble 
my  mind  if  I  were  to  vote  for  the 
Amendment.  If  my  hon.  Friend  can 
remove  these  objections  I  shall  cer- 
tainly be  most  happy  to  support  the 
proposal.  But  if  there  is  to  be  an  increase 
of  duty  on  spirits  let  it  b3  an  increase  all 
round.  I  believe  we  should  create  a 
greater  evil  if  the  Amendment  were 
carried  than  the  one  sought  to  be  re- 
medied by  its  adoption.  I  trust  that  my 
hon.  Friend  will  bo  able  to  remove  the 
objections  to  which  I  have  called  atten- 
tion.    (8.45.) 

(9.9.)  Dr.  TANNER  :  Sir,  I  moved 
this  Amendment  in  the  interest  of  the 
poorer  classes  of  Ireland ;  but,  inasmuch 
as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  does 
not  intend  to  give  ear  to  it,  I  shall  not 
press  the  matter  any  further,  though  I 
shall  certainly  go  to  a  Division. 

(^13.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Mea  73  ;  Noes  127.— (Div.  List,  No.  93.) 

*(9.20.)  Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow, 
be  inflicted  on  many  persons  by  fcjifs  College)  :  I  propose  to  move  the  rejec- 
Amendment.  The  Member  for  Kilkenny  !  tion  of  this  clause,  because  it  constitutes 
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4to  first  stone  in  the   erection  of  the 

Government  Local  Budget ;  and,  so  far 

as  Scotland   is   concerned,   her  protest 

may    be    best    made    by    moving    the 

•rejection  of  this  clause.     The  right  hon. 

Gentleman,    by    this    clause,    proposes 

,a    Customs    Duty    on    foreign    spirits, 

but    that    is     only    a    part    of     the 

(scheme  to  levy  a  Local  Budget  Duty  on 

spirits    and     beer,    to    be    distributed 

•between  the  three  countries.   I  protested, 

on  the  introduction  of  the  Chancellor's 

(scheme,  against  the  proposal  of  a  tax  of 

>6d.  a  gallon  on   spirits  and  whisky,  and 

"an  extra   3d.  a  barrel  on   beer.     I  did 

«o  on  the   ground  that  that  was  most 

unequal  and  inequitable  on  the  respective 

liquors  of    Scotland    and    Ireland    and 

England,  greatly  to   the   advantage   of 

England,  and  that  it  was  an  injustice 

<done  to  Scotland  and  Ireland,  aggravated 

by  the  circumstance  that  it  was  proposed 

<that  the  whole  fund  thus  raised  should 

(be  one  fund  devoted  to  local  purposes 

•  amongst  all  countries.  I  am  quite  aware 
'that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
'attach  no  importance  to . anything  I  can 

•  say  in  the  way  of  argument,  but  I  think 
I  can  adduce  to  him  the  statements  and 

-  -arguments  of  an  authority  he  will  accept. 
He  will  not,  for  instance,  altogether  throw 
overboard  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  who,  in  1885,  took  the  lead  in 
resisting  a  similar  proposal  when  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 

•  for  South  Edinburgh.  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  argued  that  the 
original  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  bad  enough.     That  was 

•  to  put  2s.  a  gallon  tax  on  whisky.  But 
:  he  said  that  if  the  proposed  tax  were  re- 
duced to  Is.,  the  result  would  be  even 
worse ;  that  it  would  be  impossible  for 
the  dealer  to  raise  the  price  of  the  com- 
modity, and  that  the  tax  would  lead  to 
the  deterioration  or  unwholesomeness  of 
the  article.     Again,  the  President  of  the 

:  Board  of  Trade  said  if  a  man  wanted  to 
buy  a  higher  class  of  article  made  from 
the  best  malt  he  would  find  it  adulter- 
ated either  with  very  inferior  sherry  or 
with  spirits  made  from  rice.  §uch  was 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  present  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  in  stating  the  casa  for  Scot- 
land,  I    will   do  it  in  the    words   of   a 

.supporter  of  the  existing   Government, 

•  the  Member  for  Dumbartonshire,  who, 
»  in  a  Debate  which  took  place  in  1885, 

Dr.  Cameron 


said    he    had    intended    is  mam  an 
Amendment,  but  had  omitted  to  put  it 
on    the    Paper.      The    effect    of    that 
Amendment  was  that  the  proposed  in- 
crease ,of  2s.  per  gallon  in  the  duty  on 
spirits   was  unjust    and  inequitable   to 
Scotland  and  Ireland,  and  that  no  in- 
creased duty  should  be  placed  on  spirits 
until  wine,  beer,  ale,  and  porter,  were 
charged  an  equal  duty;    and,  further, 
that  considering  1,711  stills   had  been 
detected  during  the  previous  two  years, 
it  was  inexpedient  to  make  any  increase 
in  the  duty  charged  on  spirits.     The 
hon.   Member  who  should  have  moved 
this  Amendment,  went  on  to  show  that 
the  high  duty  on  spirits  was  of  compara- 
tively modern  origin,  and  added  that, 
while  no  one  would  dare  to  propose  that 
Scotland  and  Ireland  should  pay  double 
the  Income  Tax  paid  by  England,  the 
then    duty    on    spirits     made     Scot- 
land    pay,      for     the     alcohol     there 
consumed,      an    amount    larger    than 
double  the  Income  Tax  she  paid  in  1883. 
This  is  not  my  argument,  but  one  put  for- 
ward by  one  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
most  devoted    supporters,  who  showed 
that  it  was  not  until  1860  that  the  Whisky 
Duty  reached  its  present  high  figure. 
The  hon.  Baronet  also  said  "  he  knew  the 
increased  duty  was  supported  by   teto- 
tallers  and  others,  on  moral  grounds,  but, 
in  his  belief,  there  were  no  higher  prin- 
ciples of  morality  than  truth  and  justice, 
while    there    was    no    lower    form    of 
morality  than  cant  and  hypocrisy    in 
defence  of  injustice ;    and  he  held  that 
anyone,  acquainted  with  the  facts,  who 
yet  supported  these  duties  on  alcoholic 
drinks  on  the  ground  of  morality,  shut 
out  all  sense  of  justice  from  his  mind." 
For  my  part  I  should  hardly  like  to  tise 
language  such  as  that,  but  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  calling  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's attention  to  the  language  of  one 
of  his  supporters,  in  order  to  show  the 
deteriorating  influence  it  must  have  on, 
at  least,  that  Member  of  his  Party  if  he 
persists  in   the  suicidal  course  on  which 
he  has  embarked.     My  objection  to  the 
right    hon.     Gentleman's     proposal    is 
vastly  intensified  since  the  figures  in  its 
defence  have  been  before  the  House,  for 
anything  more  destructive  of  his  argu- 
ment it  is  hardly  possible  to  conceive. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  told  us 
that  when  the  Probate  Duty  was  allo- 
cated by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
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quer  he  had  to  determine  the  respective 
shares  to  be  allocated  to  the  three  coun- 
tries, and  he  had  decided  that  the  true 
principle  was  not  to  take  the  amount  of 
Probate  Duty  paid  by  each,  but  to  take 
the  total  contribution  of  each  country  to 
the  Imperial  Taxation.  But  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  not  done 
this ;  for  he  has  allocated  the  License 
Duties  to  the  different  countries  on  the 
amounts  raised  in  each,  and  he  also  pro- 
posed to  deal  with  the  Wheel  Tax 
not  in  regard  to  the  common  fund,  but 
to  allocate  the  money  to  the  countries 
according  to  the  amounts  raised 
in  those  countries.  ^.nd  now  he 
proposes  to  raise  a  sum  of  money 
which  would  be,  roughly,  what 
would  have  been  raised  by  the  Wheel 
Tax  for  local  purposes  in  England.  And 
how  does  he  propose  to  do  it  1  We  were 
told  the  other  night  that  we  were  too 
well  off.  We  were  told  that  the  per- 
centage of.  contributions  paid  were  82*6 
by  England,  105  by  Scotland,  and  6*9 
by  Ireland,  and  that  England  received 
less  than  she  paid,  whilst  Scotland 
received  £18,846  more  than  she,  and 
Ireland  £57,000  more  than  she  paid. 
He  proposes  to  remedy  that  so  far 
as  Scotland  is  concerned  by  making 
her  pay  £76,000  more  than  she  receives. 
The  inference  to  be  drawn  from  this 
proposal  is  too  obvious  to  need  re-enforce- 
ment— that  I  only  trust  that  the  people 
of  Scotland  will  derive  a  correct  im- 
pression from  the  figures.  None  will 
more  readily  appreciate  their  injustice. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  reply  "  You  take 
aimply  the  Spirit  Duty,"  but  I  do  that 
because  it  is  the  only  new  duty  proposed 
to  be  raised.  No  extra  duty  on  beer  is 
proposed  in  the  Bill  before  the  House,  and 
this  £76,000  on  spirits  is  to  be  raised  in 
order  that  it  may  be  sent  into  England  and 
applied  to  a  purpose  of  which  we  do  not 
approve.  A  Return  presented  to  the 
House  in  the  course  of  last  week  shows 
that  England  contributes  £177,000  more 
than  she  receives  of  the  Probate  Duty, 
and  Scotland  is  £69,600  less.  I  would 
beg  the  House  to  look  for  a  moment  at 
the  principle  on  which  the  grant  was 
allocated.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer said  that  instead  of  giving  grants  in 
aid,  which  only  led  to  extravagance,  half 
the  Probate  Duty  would  be  given  to  the 
Local      Authorities,     who,     by      being 


left  to  make  the  best  of  it, 
would  be  stimulated  to  economy. 
At  the  time  that  grant  was  made  Scot 
land  received  £234,000,  and,  according 
to  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  she 
ought  to  have  received,  on  strict  prin- 
ciples of  justice,  £11,000  less.  But  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  wishing  to 
be  generous,  gave  1 1  per  cent,  instead 
of  10£  per  cent,  to  which  she  was  en- 
titled. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
now  comes  down  and  says  that  the 
Probate  Duty  in  England  has  increased, 
and  Scotland  will  receive  an  undue 
benefit.  That  shows  the  vice  of  the 
whole  system  of  this  allotment  by  the 
Exchequer.  If  a  fixed  sum  had  been 
given  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  in- 
stead of  a  share  of  the  Probate  Duty, 
that  would  have  remained  stationary, 
and  there  would  have  been  no  disloca- 
tion in  the  equity  of  the  arrangement. 
If  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  to 
make  any  calculations  he  should  base 
them  on  the  £234,000  intended  to  be 
granted  to  Scotland,  and  not  on  the 
£264,000  which  he  estimates  will  be 
given  to  Scotland  in  the  next  year. 
That  would  leave  a  continued  benefit  to 
the  extent  of  only  £39,000,  instead  of 
£69,000.  Now  he  proj>oses  to  impose 
a  tax  upon  Scotland  by  which  she  will 
have  to  pay  £76,000  more  than  she  re- 

C81V6S 

Mr.'  GOSCHEN  :    I  don't  find  the 
£76,000  on  the  Return. 

*Dr.  CAMERON :  No,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  find  that,  but  he  will 
find  the  materials  for  arriving  at  it.  He 
has  carefully  concealed  the  £76,000.  I 
will  tell  him  how  he  can  find  it.  If  he 
will  look  at  the  amount  of  the  Spirit 
Duty  on  page  5  he  will  find  the 
amount  that  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland  get  on  the  basis  of  80  per 
cent.,  11  per  cent,  and  9  per  cent.,  and 
he  will  find  what  they  pay  by  omitting 
in  Table  2  the  item  beer,  and  adding 
together  the  contribution  from  British 
spirits  and  foreign  spirits.  In  this  way 
he  will  find  that  Scotland  will  have  to 
pay  £76,000  more  than  she  receives. 
I  contend,  also,  that  the  assumption  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
larger  consumption  of  foreign  spirits  in 
England  equalises  the  tax  is  erroneous, 
and  I  would  point  out  that  it  is  shown 
in  a  Return  that  the  quantities  of  foreign 
spirits  consumed   in  the   three    King- 
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dcms  contradicted  his  assertion.     The 
.percentage       of      Scotland      is      10' 7, 
almost  exactly  the  proportion  proposed 
to   be  returned    to  the  country.     The 
amount  of  the  tax  on  a  gallon  of  proof 
spirit  contained  in  beer  is  only  Is.  8d., 
and  on   whisky  it  is  10s.      The    right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  beer  sustains 
a  man — that  it  is  a  food.     Well,  in  Scot- 
land there  is  a  superstition  that  whisky 
sustains  a  man.     I  have  noticed,  how- 
ever, that  when  a  man  takes  too  much 
beer,  or  too  much  whisky,  so  far  from 
its    sustaining    him   he    has    generally 
difficulty    in   sustaining    himself.      But 
the   right   hon.    Gentleman    says   beer 
is  food,   and  that,  therefore,  it  should 
not  be  taxed  in  the  same  way  as  spirits, 
whilst  alcohol  is  simply  an  intoxicant, 
which  should  be  taxed  to  any  extent. 
.Well,  I  do  not  object  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  taxing  alcohol  to  any  extent 
he  likes,  compatible  with  the  prevention 
of  illicit  distillation.     I  do  not  object  to 
his  taxing  it  for  local  purposes,  provided 
he  gives  the  proceeds  of  the  tax  to  local 
purposes.  But  I  certainly  do  object  very 
strongly  to  his  imposing  an  extra  tax 
of  Id.  a  gallon  on  the  alcohol  in  beer  in 
England,  while  he  imposes  an  extra  6d. 
a  gallon  on  the  alcohol  in  whisky  in  Scot- 
land,  and  then  dividing   the   proceeds 
equally     between     the    two.  countries. 
It  is  grossly   unfair   to    do    this,    and 
lump  together  all  the  proceeds  for  the 
purpose  of  buying  up   licences,  super- 
annuating police,  and  mitigating   rates, 
both  in  England  and  Scotland.     When 
are  we  to  have  finality  in  this  matter  ? 
Because  the  receipts  from  the  Probate 
Duty  have  somewhat  differed  from  the 
expectations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, he  now  proposes  a  new  tax.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  no  one  can 
get  fat   on   whisky.     I    would    remind 
him,  however,  that  the  fattest  Member 
who  ever  sat  in  this  House,  in  my  recol- 
lection, was  a  man  who  eschowed  beer  as 
a  poison,  and  who  was  celebrated  for  his 
strict  adherence  to  whisky,  and  could 
carry  a  large  amount  of  it.  To  my  mind, 
the  alcohol  in  beer  and  the  alcohol  in 
whisky  have  precisely  the  same  effects. 
They  may  stimulate  the  nutritive  func- 
tions to  a  certain  extent ;  and,  in  the  case 
of  some  persons,  each  of  them  may  pro- 
duce fatness,  and  in  the  case  of  others 
each  may  lead  to  leanness.     Well,  sup- 
posing whisky  comes  to  be  adopted  in 
Dr.  Cameron 


England  as  an  anti-fat  stimulant,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
notions,  and  it  appears  that,  on  the  allo- 
cation, Scotland  is  getting  more  than  her 
contribution  out  of  the  new  fund,  is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  again  coming  to 
Scotland«to  tax  bag-pipes,  haggises,  kilts, 
and  oatmeal  ?  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  proposed  to  give  each  country  the 
proceeds  of  its  own  tax  on  alcohol  1 
should  have  been  quite  content  I  beg 
to  move  the  Amendment  which  stands 
in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  on  page  2,  to 
leave  out  Clause  4. — (Dr.  Cameron.) 

Question  proposed,   "That  Clause  4 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

(9.50.)  SiRG.CAMPBELL(Kirkcaldy, 
<fec.) :  I  entirely  agree  with  the  arguments 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  am  quite  agreeable 
that  the  tax  on  whisky  should  be  made 
as  high  as  it  possibly  can  be  without 
producing  smuggling,  but  I  do  object  to 
the  gross  injustice  of  taxing  the  whisky 
in  Scotland  when  you  do  not  give  an 
equivalent  tax  to  England.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  said,  with  perfect  truth,  that 
there  is  not  a  word  about  imposing  a 
duty  on  beer  in  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  Last  year  it  was  discovered 
that  the  basis  on  which  the  tax  on  beer 
was  imposed  was  not  a  fair  basis,  and  did 
not  entirely  fulfil  the  original  object 
with  which  the  tax  was  imposed.  It 
was,  therefore,  necessary  to  make  some 
slight  variation  in  regard  to  the  strength. 
The  tax  was  not  imposed  for  any  special 
purposa,  but  for  general  financial  con- 
siderations, and  it,  therefore,  cannot  he 
brought  into  comparison  with  the  tax 
which  it  is  now  sought  to  place  on 
whisky  for  the  special  purpose  of  local 
taxation.  It  is  altogether  misleading 
to  ear-mark  a  particular  tax  in  the  way 
proposed.  The  arrangement  suggested 
is  of  the  most  inequitable  character.  The 
tax  on  the  alcohol  in  beer  will  amount 
to  about  one-sixth  of  the  tax  on  alcohol 
in  whisky.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer justifies  this  on  the  ground  that 
beer  is,  to  a  certain  extent,  food.  Well, 
Sir,  in  Scotland  we  combine  the  con- 
sumption of  whisky  with  the  consump- 
tion of  food.  We  used  to  hear  a  great 
deal  about  a  concoction  called  Athol- 
brose,  a  mixture  of  whisky,  oatmeal, 
and  milk.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man say  that  the  whisky  in  brose  ought 
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to  be  taxed  at  six  times  the  amount  at 
which  beer  is  taxed  ?  This  is  a  case  in 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  not  dared  to  face  the  great  brewing 
interests  of  England.  These  interests 
are  very  powerful  in  this  country,  and 
he  dared  not  face  them.  I  shall  have 
very  great  pleasure  in  supporting  my 
hon.  Friend's  Amendment. 

(10.0.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HtiALY  :  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  ought  to  move  to  report 
Progress ;  but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer does  not  seem  inclined  to  reply 
to  the  arguments  which  have  been  used. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  Amendment  has 
not  been  put  from  the  Chair. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Then  the  Chair- 
man was  wrong  in  calling  on  me.  I 
venture  to  differ  altogether  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  to  suppose 
that  the  clause  was  to  be  put  from  the 
Chair  is  to  suppose  a  very  unusual  thing. 
I  understand  the  clause  was  put  in  the 
usual  way ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  so  anxious  for  Progress  that  he 
has  forgotten  the  promise  he  made  to  us 
earlier  in  the  evening. 

(10.2.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  am  sur- 
prised at  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member ;  I  was  waiting  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  hearing  other  Members 
who  might  get  up  before  I  made  my 
reply.  One  of  the  main  points  put  by 
the  two  hon.  Members  who  have  just 
spoken  is  that  the  Beer  Duty  is  an  old 
duty  which  is  re-imposed  this  year. 
That  may  technically  be  so ;  but  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G. 
Campbell)  says  that  I  am  frightened  of 
the  brewing  interests,  I  must  point  out 
that  a  more  ridiculous  statement  was 
never  made  in  the  House.  I  should 
have  thought  that  to  fight  the  whole  of 
Scotland  was  a  much  more  difficult 
matter  than  to  fight  the  brewers  of 
England.  The  hon.  Member  may  not 
have  read  the  declarations  I  made  last 
year  with  regard  to  the  Beer  Duty.  I 
stated  that  the  remission  of  the  extra  3d. 
should  be  taken  into  consideration  side 
by  side  with  any  general  reduction  in 
the  tax.  When  I  proposed  the  increase 
in  the  duties  on  spirits  I  felt  that  an 
increase  of  3d.  should  be  levied  on  beer, 
and  it  is  certain  that  the  proceeds  of  the 
3d.  will  be  devoted  to  local  purposes  in 
Scotland,  Ireland,  and  England.  The 
hon.  Member  does  not  deny  that  ? 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  do  deny  it. 


Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Well,  considering 
that  the  whole  plan  is  that  the  proceeds 
should  be  distributed  among  the  three 
countries,  I  do  not  understand  his  denial. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  charged  me  with  havingimposed 
this  duty  in  order  to  rectify  an  increase 
which  has  taken  place.  I  would  point 
out  to  him  that  the  Probate  Duty  is 
levied  in  much  larger  proportions  in 
England  than  in  Scotland  or  Ireland. 
Would  the  hon.  Member  be  prepared  to 
have  each  of  the  three  duties  distributed 
in  the  proportions  in  which  they  are  col- 
lected in  the  three  contries  ?  I  think  he 
would  make  a  bad  bargain  for  Scotland 
if  he  adopted  the  suggestion.  I  turn  to 
the  general  question  of  the  imposition  of 
this  dnty.  If  hon.  Members  will  read 
up  the  history  of  the  Spirit  Duties  they 
will  see  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
theMemberfor  MidLothianhas  repeatedly 
laid  down  the  proposition  that  the  taxa- 
tion of  spirits  stands  on  a  different 
footing  from  the  taxation  of  beer  or  any 
other  article.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  expressed  the  opinion  that  spirits 
should  be  taxed  as  highly  as  possible 
short  of  producing  illicit  distillation. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  has  con- 
tended that  the  tax  ought  not  to  be  put 
on  whisky  as  compared  with  beer,  and  it 
is  in  reply  to  that  portion  of  his  argument 
that  1  think  I  am  fairly  justified  in 
quoting  the  opinions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
I  am  prepared  to  contend  that  we  are 
entitled  to  increase  the  duty  upon  spirits. 
Hon.  Members  have  spoken  as  if  the 
whole  increase  is  intended  for  the  pur- 
pose of  buying  up  licences.  But  there 
are  many  other  purposes  served  by  this 
increase  of  duty,  amongst  others  being 
the  additional  endowment  of  national 
teachers  in  Ireland,  amounting  to 
£77,000.  I  shall  be  perfectly  prepared 
to  argue  with  hon.  Members  from  Scot- 
land or  Ireland  as  to  how  far  this  par- 
ticular duty  ought  to  be  allocated  for 
local  purposes ;  but  this  clause  simply 
imposes  a  duty  on  foreign  spirits,  and  I 
think  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
can  scarcely  contend  that  that  duty 
weighs  with  any  unfairness  upon  Scot- 
land. 

(10.15.)  Colonel  NOLAN :  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  have  run  away. 
The   Secretary  to    the    Treasury    (Mr# 
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Jackson)  is  obliged  to  stay  to  assist  the  j 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but  he 
really  must  be  ashamed  of  himself  on 
the  present  occasion.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man assisted  us  in  turning  out  the 
Liberal  Government  on  this  very  ques- 
tion. I  acknowledge  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  comes  to  this  question 
unspotted  and  unstained.  He  voted  for 
the  taxation  of  spirits  in  1885,  but  the 
whole  of  the  Conservative  Party  de- 
manded the  importation.  They  said  it 
was  a  crying  iniquity  to  tax  spirits  and 
beer  unless  wine  was  also  taxed.  They 
went  to  the  country  on  the  question,  but 
now  that  the  election  w  over  they  evi- 
dently think  this  a  nice  time  to  increase 
the  tax  on  whisky.  It  is  rather  amusing 
to  read  what  was  said  by  prominent 
Members  of  the  Conservative  Party  at 
that  time.  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach)  pro- 
posed— 

"  That  this  House  regards  the  increase  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill  on  the  duties  levied  on  beer 
and  spirits  as  inequitable  in  the  absence  of  a 
corresponding  addition  to  the  duties  on  wine." 

The  Liberal  Budget  was  unfair  to  the 
whole  country,  because  it  proposed  to 
increase  the  tax  on  beer  as  well  as  spirits,but 
this  Budget  proposes  to  increase  the  duty 
on  spirits  only,  which,  I  contend,  is  most 
inequitable  and  unfair  to  Ireland.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  argues  that 
Ireland  gets  more  than  her  share  through 
the  Probate  Duty  grant,  but  he  himself 
picked  out  the  Probate  Duty ;  if  he  had 
fixed  upon  the  Succession  Duty  Ireland 
would  have  stood  in  a  far  more  favour- 
able position.  Under  the  proposed  ar- 
rangement our  country  will  pay  more 
than  she  receives.  It  has  been  pointed 
out  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  raised  the  tax 
on  whisky.  That  is  the  only  blot 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  name ; 
but  still  Mr.  Disraeli  raised  the  tax 
Irish     whisky  ;     indeed,      every 


on 


English  Government  since  1814  has 
raised  the  tax  on  such  spirit.  Possibly 
you  may,  by  these  increases,  force  the 
people  to  drink  beer  instead  of  whisky, 
but  then  you  will  force  them  into  the 
poorhouses,  because  they  will  be  unable 
to  work.  I  consider  the  proposal  a  most 
unfair  one.  As  I  have  said,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  been  consis- 
tent, but  what  has  the  First  Lord  of  the 
treasury  to  say  in  defence  of  this  increase, 
Colonel  Nolan 


considering  that  he  voted  against  the 
increase  in  1885? 

(10.18.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I 
should  like  to  be  permitted  to  read  a 
few  extracts  from  the  speeches  of  leading 
Members  of  the  Conservative  Party, 
when,  in  1885,  they  denounced  as 
immoral  and  tyrannical  the  imposition  of 
this  tax  by  the  Liberal  Party.  I  am 
glad  to  Bee  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Lord  G.  Hamilton)  in  his  place, 
because  he  was  one  of  the  chief  oppon- 
ents, in  1885,|of  this  immoral  Whisky 
Tax.  [Lord  G.  Hamilton  :  Oh  !]  Oh,  yes ; 
Hansard  never  lies.  The  noble  Lord 
was  most  eloquent  in  his  denunciation 
of  this  tax,  and  so  was  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach) 
not  five  years  ago,  and  yet  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  have  managed  in  that  time  to 
forswear  every  opinion  they  held  on  this 
question.  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  speaking  on  the  8th  of  June, 
1885,  was  not  only  most  eloquent  upon 
the  subject  of  the  increase  of  the  Spirit 
Duty,  but  Mr.  Courtney,  he  wept,  I  may 
say,  alcoholic  tears  at  the  very  idea  that 
there  would  be  adulteration  of  the  drink 
of  the  poor  man.  He  was  afraid  of 
illicit  distillation,  but,  above  all,  he  was 
afraid  of  the  addition  of  the  murderous 
German  potatoe  spirit  to  the  drink  of 
the  working  classes.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  showed  that  the  whisky 
production  of  Ireland  and  Scotland  was 
the  chief  article  of  commerce  in  those 
countries,  and  he  wept  over  the  fact  that 
the  whiskey  trade  was  already  decaying. 
He  added — 

uThe  Government  have  selected  for 
increased  taxation  two  important  British  and 
Irish  trades,  already  heavily  taxed,  and  by  no 
means  so  prosperous  as  they  were  formerly, 
and  have  added  insult  to  injury,  because  at 
the  very  same  moment  when  they  impose  this 
increased  taxation  on  these  trades,  they  are 
proffering  a  boon  to  the  foreign  producer  of  the 
very  article — namely  the  strongest  class  of 
wine — which  principally  competes  with  these 
home  industries." 

A  moment  or  two  afterwards  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  jumped  up  and 
said — 

11  Lord  Beaconsfield  once  observed  that  the 
Radical  Party  were  friends  of  every  country  in 
the  world  but  their  own." 

The  noble  Lord  [attacked  Sir  Charles 
Dilke,  and  said — 

"  The  great  mass  of  the  Radical  Clubs  who 
supported  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  beer  and 
spirit    licences:    and    to   support     pothouse 
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politicians  out  of  doors  and  denounce  them  in 
the  House  of  Commons  was  nothing  but  clap- 
trap." 

Then  he  said — 

"Of  course,  any  taxation  was  unpopular; 
still,  it  was  remarkable  that  whenever  it  was 
proposed  to  tax  any  home  produce,  the*  Radical 
Party  were  dumb  ;  but  when  it  was  proposed  to 
tax  an  article  of  foreign  produce  they  raised 
every  possible  objection." 

I  wonder  who  are  the  dumb  now.  To 
turn  back  to  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  let  me  say  that  what  troubled  his 
mind  most  was  the  introduction  of  ter- 
ribly poisonous  spirit  into  the  beverage 
of  the  poor  man.  This  fear  caused  him 
to  assist  in  turning  out  a  Government  that 
was  carrying  out  the  law  in  Ireland  with 
energy  and  vigour,  which  I  understand 
to  be  the  great  credit  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  You  forget  every  question 
when  Ireland  comes  up.  No  matter 
what  blunders  are  committed  by  other 
Members  of  the  Government,  the  one 
Member  who  shines  out  above  all  others 
is  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  the  people  are 
asked  to  support  him  as  the  true  man, 
even  though-  all  the  others  have 
proved  faithless.  But  in  1885  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
great  concern  for  the  consumer  of  spirits. 
He  said — 

"  I  fear  that  the  consumer'of  spirits  will  be 
too  often  maddened  by  raw  spirits  sold  to  him 
by  persons  who  will  not  be  able,  owing  to  the 
increased  taxation,  to  bear  the  necessary  ex- 
pense of  mellowing  their  spirits  by  keeping 
them  in  bond." 

You  are  a  great  Party.  You  talked  like 
this  in  1885  \  but  now,  in  order  to  estab- 
lish and  endow  the  bung — the  publican 
— you  swallow  all  your  former  speeches. 
I  will  not  go  through  the  speeches  of  some 
Members  of  the  rank  and  file  of  the 
Party  opposite.  There  was  Mr.  Orr 
Ewing,  who,  I  believe,  was  a  most 
respectable  Scotch  Member.  He  grew 
furious  at  the  proposed  taxation  of  the 
beverage  produced  on  his  native  heath  ; 
and  then  there  were  the  Allsopps,  who 
are  here  by  the  score,  and  who  will 
support  you  in  the  Lobby  in  a  few 
minutes,  never  thinking  that  there  ever 
was  such  a  year  as  1885.  But  now  I 
come  to  the  Excise  section.  The  right 
lion.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  lias  denounced  the  German 
spirit.  We  all  know  he  has  a  close 
acquaintance  with  German  spirit.  Is 
there  any  intention,  of  carrying  out  these 


suggestions  made  by  the  right  hon# 
Gentleman  opposite  in  the  memorable 
year  1885?  Radicals,  we  know,  are 
friends  of  every  country  but  their  own  ; 
but  I  am  sure  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  not  ready  to  sacrifice  the 
produce  of  this  United  Kingdom  in  the 
interest  of  Germany.  I  believe  a  lot  of 
this  German  spirit  is,  or  was,  made 
by  Prince  Bismarck ;  but  he  is  no  longer 
in  Office,  and,  therefore,  this  can- 
not influence  the  present  Government* 
The  Germans  can  send  spirits  into 
this  country,  at  the  price  of  9d.  a 
gallon,  and  though  this  stuff,  as  a  friend 
of  mine  said,  is  only  fit  for  lighting 
lamps,  this  same  spirit  is  blended  with 
Scotch  and  Irish  whisky  under  the  very 
nose  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  the  mixture  is  sent  through 
the  country  to  deceive  consumers  into 
the  belief  that  it  is  Scotch  or  Irish 
whisky.  It  is  no  more  entitled  to  the 
name  of  whisky  than  to  be  called  beer  or 
champagne.  I  denounce  this  practice 
which  allows  this  poisonous  compound  to 
be  sold  at  15s.  to  17s.  a  gallon.  Now, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  no 
friend  to  German  spirit.  Why  does  he 
not  do  justice  to  native  spirit,  and  put 
an  extra  tax  on  this  foreign  spirit,  and 
provide  that  it  shall  be  illegal  bo  sell  it 
under  the  name  of  whisky?  He  might 
punish  an  evasion  of  such  a  law,  as  the 
Treasury  dropped  upon  the  gentlemen 
who  attempted  to  concoct  sparkling  wines 
in  bond.  No ;  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  do  nothing  of  the  sort  when 
the  suggestion  was  made.  He  suggests, 
when  we  raise  a  point,  that  we  shall  let 
it  stand  over  for  the  next  clause,  and 
when  the  next  clause  is  reached  we  are 
told  the  opportunity  is  passed.  Now,  I 
think  the  time  to  discuss  this  question  of 
this  German  spirit  is  on  the  German 
Clause  ;  and  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man what  he  intends  to  do  %  Are  we  to 
continue  to  pay  10s.  6d.  duty  whether 
we  get  Irish  whisky  or  German  spirit  ? 
Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  no  regard 
for  the  consumer  or  the  interests  of  law 
and  order?  Yes;  I  assert  that  this 
vile,  adulterated  concoction  is  a  cause 
of  much  violent  crime  and  disorder 
— this  spirit  at  9d.  a  gallon,  similar 
to  that  which  is  known  in  India,. 
I  believe,  as  "fixed  bayonets" — but  there 
it  is  supposed  to  be  arrack.  This  poison 
should  never  be  allowed 'to  be  sold  a* 
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whisky.  I  make  a  suggestion  that  will 
greatly  ease  the  situation  so  far  as 
Ireland  and  Scotland  are  concerned. 
The  original  meaning  of  whisky  was  a 
spirit  from  a  pot  still  of  three  or  four 
runnings,  and  made  from  malt  or  barley  ; 
but  this  foreign  spirit  is  made  from 
potatoes  or  from  wood,  treated  with 
sulphuric  acid.  But  in  this  clause  the 
nomenclature  is  most  unfair.  "  Spirit" 
only  is  mentioned,  as  if  the  Excise  and 
Customs  know  no  distinction,  and  regard 
all  alike  from  an  Excise  point  of  view  ; 
and  if  10s.  6d.  a  gallon  can  be  collected  it 
does  not  matter  what  the  consumer  gets. 
You  have  enormous  distillers  in  the  three 
Kingdoms.  Is  it  fair  to  these  traders  to 
allow  this  free  admixture  of  this  9d. 
spirit  under  the  eyes  of  the  Excise  ?  I 
submit  this  stuff  ought  to  be  stopped  at 
the  ports  and  branded  as  poison  or  some- 
thing of  the  kind,  for  it  is  no  more  fit 
for  human  consumption*  than  so  much  oil 
of  vitriol.  Yet  the  Government  ab- 
solutely encourage  the  importation,  and 
when  it  is  sent  out  again  to  exercise  its 
civilising  influence  in  Africa  or  South 
America  they  allow  a  drawback  upon  it. 
The  whole  question  is  treated  from  a 
purely  fiscal  and  Chancellor's  point  of 
view,  and  no  attempt  is  made  to  prevent 
the  consumer  being  deceived.  When 
we  hear  of  these  murders  in  England,  of 
a  character  to  make  an  Irishman's  hair 
stand  on  end ;  when  we  hear  of 
Englishmen  kicking  their  wives  to 
death;  when  we  hear  of  the  murders 
here  in  proportion  of  four  to  one 
in  Ireland,  we  can,  to  a  large  extent,  %trace 
these  things  as  the  result  of  the  madden- 
ing effect  of  this  German  spirit,  the 
trade  in  which  the  Customs  and  Excise 
arrangements  encourage.  It  is  time  our 
manufacturers  lifted  their  voices  in 
emphatic  protest  against  this  system  by 
which  the  trade  in  this  spirit  made  from 
potatoes,  wood,  or  rags  is  given  the 
Government  stamp  of  respectability. 

•(10.45.)  Mr  CHILDERS  (Edin- 
burgh, S.) :  When,  five  years  ago,  I 
received  such  a  denunciation  from  the 
present  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
because  I  proposed  an  increase  in  the 
Spirit  Duties,  I  little  thought  the 
Nemesis  would  come  so  soon,  or  that  it 
would  come  through  the  action  of  one 
of  his  Colleagues,  a  right  hon.  Friend 
of  mine  who  supported  me  in  1885 ; 
and  is  therefore,  perhaps,  more  en- 
Mr.  T.  M.  Redly 


titled  to  take  this  course  now.      I  do 
not   think   right   hon.    Gentlemen    will 
eapily  forget  those  Debates  of  1885 ;  at 
all  events,  they  have  not  been  allowed  to 
forget    them    to-night.      Two    distinct 
questions  arise  on  this  clause;  there  is 
the  question  which  has  been  well  argued 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  as  to  how  German 
and  other  raw  spirit  should  be  allowed 
to  go  into  consumption,  and  the  other 
question  is  in  reference  to  the  allocation 
of  the  amount  raised.     Upon  the  first 
question- 1  will  only  say  that  I  think  the 
time  has  come  when  it  might  be  dealt 
with,  I  mean  what  restrictions  as  to  its 
age  should  be  placed  on  spirit  containing 
much  fusil  oil.     When  I  was  at  the  Ex- 
chequer I  had  the  matter  before  me,  but 
at   that   time    it   was   a   new  question, 
and  the   Revenue    officers   were    toler- 
ably  strong   in   the    opinion    that    not 
much  could  be  done ;  but  I  have  reason  to 
believe  that  now  that  opinion  is  much 
altered.    I  gather  from  the  nod  of  the 
Chancellor  of   the   Exchequer  that  he 
agrees  with  me,  and  that  it  is  a  question 
that    must    be   dealt    with    ere    long. 
Whether  it  would  be  better  to  prohibit 
the  sale  of  spirits  within  a  certain  time  of 
distillation,  and  whether  there  should  be 
special  treatment  for  imported  spirits,  1 
do  not  profess  to  judge  ;  but  I  am  quite 
sure  the  question  is  one  that  will  have 
to  be  dealt  with,  and  I  hope  before  this 
discussion  is  over  we  shall  have  a  word 
or  two  from  the  Government  upon  it. 
The  branch  of  the  question  that  was  so 
well  put  by  the  Member  for  Glasgow  is 
whether  we  should  allow  this  clause  to 
pass    having  regard   to  its  sole  object, 
which  is  the  allocation   of   the   money 
between    the    different    parts    of    the 
United  Kingdom.  Looking  at  the  figures, 
I  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  dis- 
tribution  proposed  by  the  Government 
is  not  fair.     It  is  said  that  we  have  to 
deal  both  with  spirits  and  beer.     I  deny 
altogether  that  it  is  fair  to  consider  beer 
— first,    because    the   Beer    Duty   was 
settled   in   a    previous    Session;    and, 
secondly,    because   there   are  really  no 
reliable  statistics  as  to  the  consumption 
of  beer.     We  have  reliable  statistics  as 
to  the  consumption   of   spirits,  because 
spirits   cannot    be    removed  from  one 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom  to  another, 
except  under  a  permit ;  but  no  permit  is 
necessary  for  the  removal  of  beer,  and 
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the  result  is  that  the  quantity  of  beer 
transferred  from  one  country  to  another 
is  estimated,  as  we  are  told,  in  a  note  to  the 
Return,  solely  from  information  supplied 
by  a  few  leading  firms.  Now,  I  entirely 
dispute  the  propriety  of  Parliament 
founding  such  an  important  division  of 
revenue  on  such  information.  It  is  only 
right  that  the  allocation,  as  far  as  beer 
is  concerned,  should  be  based  on  some- 
thing more  exact.  The  actual  percent- 
ages  of  spirits  consumed  in  the  three 
countries  are  67  per  cent.  for.  England, 
19  per  cent,  for  Scotland,  and  14  per  cent, 
for  Ireland.  If  beer  is  also  included, 
as  I  trust  it  cannot  be,  the  percent- 
ages are  73,  15,  and  12  respectively. 
It  is  proposed,  however,  to  give  80 
per  cent,  to  England,  11  per  cent,  to 
Scotland,  and  only  9  per  cent,  to 
Ireland.  I  maintain  on  the  face  of  these 
figures,  compiled  from  official  statements, 
that  this  is  an  unfair  provision,  and  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  reject  the  proposal 
of  the  Government. 

(10.55.)     Mr.  GOSCHEN :  The  right 

hon.  Gentleman  has  certainly  effected  a 

great  change  in  his  opinions  now  that 

he  has  become  a  Scotch  Member  from 

those  he  held  when"  he  was  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer.  He  now  proposes  on 
this  question  of  the  Spirit  Duties  to  make 
the  division  on  a  principle  that  will  give 
the  advantage  to  Scotland  and  Ireland 
as  against  England.  The  Probate  Duty 
was  distributed  according  to  the  pro- 
portion in  which  the  three  countries 
were  supposed  to  contribute  towards  it, 
and  that  is  the  principle  which  is 
adopted  in  the  present  case.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  that  one 
principle  should  be  applied  when  it  is 
favourable  to  Scotland  and  Ireland,  and 
another  when  it  is  adverse  to  those 
countries.  England  has  lost  by  the 
Probate  Duty,  and  gained  something  by 
the  Spirit  Duty ;  but  the  loss  on  the 
Probata  Duty  is  greater  than  the  gain  on 
the  Spirit  Duty.  I  am  willing  to  accept 
either  the  one  or  the  other  principle,  but 
it  is  preposterous  to  apply  the  one 
principle  in  the  one  case  and  another 
principle  in  an  analogous  case. 

♦Mr.  CHILDERS  :  It  is  not  a  question 
of  collection  but  of  consumption,  which 
is  a  totally  different  thing. 

VOL.  CCCXLIV.      [third  series] 


Mr.  GOSCHEN :  It  is  not  a  question 
of  consumption  or  collection ;  it  is  the 
point  of  view  of  who  bears  the  taxation,  and 
in  reference  to  the  Spirit  Duty  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  adopt  a  totally 
different  principle. 

♦Mr.  CHILDERS :  I  quite  concur  as 
to  spirits,  for  which  we  have  accurate 
statistics,  but  we  have  none  for  the 
Probate  Duty,  and  I  accepted  the  settle- 
ment of  1888  as  a  fair  estimate. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  Probate  Duty 
was  distributed  according  to  the  propor- 
tion the  different  countries  were  estimated 
to  contribute  to  Imperial  Taxation,  and 
that  is  the  principle  now  adopted.  The 
question  of  foreign  spirit  is  scarcely  ger- 
mane to  this  particular  Amendment.  I 
have,  however,  stated  that  the  question* 
of  retaining  spirits  in  bond  and  the 
question  of  German  spirit  are  under  con- 
sideration. I  will  consider  whether  it 
should  be  examined,  not  only  from  an 
Excise  and  Customs  point  of  view,  but 
also  from  a  medical  and  scientific  point 
of  view.  I  propose  that  the  German 
spirits  should  be  examined  in  order  to 
ascertain  whether  there  is  any  truth  in< 
the  statement  that  they  contain  deleteri- 
ous substances ;  but  this  is  a  matter  that 
is  scarcely  germane  to  the  clause. 

(11.0.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  do 
not  propose  to  go  into  the  question  of 
whether  justice  is  given  to  Scotland  and 
Ireland  by  the  division  of  the  Probate- 
Duty.  It  is  quite  enough  to  refer  to  the- 
fact  that  in  1885  all  the  Members  on  the 
Ministerial  Bench,  except  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  were  strongly  against 
the  policy  which  they  now  support. 
It  appears  to  me  that  in  order  to  meet 
the  arguments  as  to  the  injustice  done  to  » 
England  and  Scotland,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  been  obliged  to  fall 
back  upon  the  Probate  Duty  of  last 
year,  and  to  put  that  forward  as  redress- 
ing the  inequality  of  which  he  does  not 
deny  the  existence.  It  is  really  the  fact 
that  the  Budget  can  be  defended  only 
by  going  back  upon  the  Probate  Duty  of 
last  year.  I  shall  vote  against  the 
clause,  but  not  because  I  object  on 
general  principle  to  raising  the  Spirit 
Duty.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am 
very  sorry  that  the  Amendment  for 
reducing  the  amount  of  the  Spirit  Duty, 
which  stands  upon  the  Pape/,   by  suae 
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accident  was  not  moved.     It  was  quite 

intended  the  redaction  should  have  been 

moved,  because  what  would  have  been 

left  of  the  Spirit  Duty  would  have  been 

quite    sufficient   for    all    the    purposes 

contemplated  by  the  Government  other 

than     compensation    for    public    house 

licences.     I  hope  that  the  question  may 

be  raised  in  that  form  upon  the  Excise 

Clause.     Taking  this  clause  as  a  whole,  I 

regard  it  as  having  for  its  main  object  to 

obtain  the   money  with  which  to  pay 

compensation    to   brewers   for   licences, 

and  therefore  I  shall  have  no  hesitation 

in  voting  against  it. 

(11.3.)  Colonel  NOLAN:  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  we  in  Ireland  did 
not  accept  the  distribution  of  the  Pro- 
bate Duty  without  protest,  because  wo 
deemed  it  most  unfair.  The  whole 
result  of  the  operations  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  is  most  unfair  to 
Ireland,  because  its  share  of  Probate 
Duty  is  very  small,  as  that  is  a  tax  which 
is  much  more  productive  in  {Bnglaud 
than  in  Ireland,  and  the  unfair  allocation  of 
the  Spirit  Duty  aggravates  the  grievance 
of  Ireland. 

(11.5.)     Mr.    CONYBEARE    (Corn- 
wall,  Camborne) :  I  think  it  is  only  fair 
that  English  Members  should  take  some 
part  in  this  Debate.     In  some  parts  of 
the  country,  and  especially  in  Cornwall,  in 
which  I  am  more  particularly  interested, 
there  is  a  very  strong  feeling  on  this 
question,  and  I  think  the  time  is  come 
when    we     should     enter    our    protest 
against  the  whole  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  connection  with  this  tax.     The 
Government  have  little  hope  of  winning 
any    support    in  Scotland  or    Ireland; 
indeed,   they  did    not    the    other    day 
venture  to  contest  the   return  to   this 
House  as  Member  for  Mid  Tipperary  my 
fellow  criminal ;  while  as  to  Scotland  the 
only  scintilla  of  hope  they  have  had  was 
in  the  election  at  Ayr  Burghs.     Surely 
it  was  very  unkind  of  them  to  reward 
their  friends   in  that  constituency    by 
thus   increasing   the  Spirit  Duty.     On 
the   other  hand,  the  Government  have 
everything  to  fear  from  the  defection  of 
the    brewers,  who    are    a  strong  elec- 
tioneering force  in  England,  and,  notably, 
in  the  southern  part  of  the  island ;  and 
this  is  the  explanation  of   their  policy. 
They     have      held      out     to    them    a 
gigantic    bribe     for     their     votes     and 
Sir  W.  Harcourt 


influence    at    the    next    election,    and 
they  may  reasonably  fear  that  if  they 
fail  to  carry  their  proposal  that  election 
will     result     unfavourably     to     them. 
It  is  very  amusing  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  has  deserted  his  former 
chief,  always    relying  on  the  financial 
authority  of    that  greatest  of    modern 
Financial  Authorities — the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
I  always  notice   that   when   right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  get  into  any  diffi- 
culty, they  find  it  convenient  to   quote 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  their  autho- 
rity.    They  practice  what   they  do  not 
preach,  and  if  their  leaders  only  had  the 
honesty  to  stand  by  their  principles  it 
would  be  more  reputable  on  their  part. 
Though  we  may  be  all  agreed  as  to  the 
desirability  of  taxing  spirits  with  a  view 
to  preventing  intemperance,  we  are  not 
all  at  one  as  to  the  wisdom  of  utilising 
the  proceeds  of  the  tax  for  the  purpose 
of  pensioning  off  publicans.     I   should 
prefer  to  see  no  taxation  of  spirits  at  all, 
rather  than  that,  by  means  of  the  taxa- 
tion, we  should  confer  on  the  publicans  a 
vested  interest  which  has  hitherto  been 
denied  to  them.    There  are  minor  reasons 
for  opposing  this  proposal,  but  perhaps  it 
is  hardly  worth  while  emphasising  them, 
seeing  that  they  have  already  been  raised 
by  other  speakers  in  the  course  of  this 
Debate.     But,  before  I  resume   my  seat, 
I  should  like  to  state  that   I   entirely 
sympathise  with  those  who  have  argued 
against  the   impolicy  of  heavily  taxing 
native  spirits  to  the  great  advantage  of  the 
filthy  potations  which  the  Germans  send 
over  here.     We  are   being  flooded  with 
Germans    and   German    articles,    with 
German  waiters,  and  with  German  potato- 
spirit  of  a  most  poisonoas  character,  and 
we  have  actually  got  a  German  Hebrew 
trying  to  force  his  way  into  this  House 
for   the   purpose    of   undermining    the 
political  Constitution  of  this  country. 

(11.16.)  Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER: 
I  think  there  is  a  general  miscon- 
ception as  to  the  position  of  the  tax 
on  beer.  My  hon.  Friend  has  con- 
tended that  no  new  tax  is  being  imposed, 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
contradicted  that  statement.  There 
seems  to  be  a  general  impression  that 
last  year  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer imposed  an  additional  tax  on  beer 
for  Imperial  purposes,  and  that  he  now 
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proposes  to  transfer  that  tax  to  local 
purposes.  That  is  not  the  case.  There 
has  been  no  additional  tax  on  beer  at  all. 
I  will  read  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his.  Budget  speech  last 
year.     He  said — 

"  I  have  still  to  find  £300,000.  This  I  pro- 
pose to  effect  by  doing  an  act  of  justice  and 
reparation  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian..  I  must  ask  the 
Committee  to  carry  its  mind  back  to  the  year 
1880,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sobsti- 
tnted  a  Beer  Duty  for  the  duty  on  malt  and  cer- 
tain other  duties  connected  with  the  manu- 
facture of  beer  which  had  previously  existed. 
The  problem  he  had  to  solve  was  to  place  such  a 
tax  upon  beer  as  would  be  a  fall  equivalent 
for  the  duties  which  were  abolished,  and  give 
a  alight  advantage  to  the  Revenue.  He  did 
this  by  assuming  that  two  bushels  of  malt 
would  yield  36  gallons  of  beer  of  a  specific 
gravity  of  1055,  and  by  imposing  a  tax  of 
6s.  3d.  either  on  the  two  bushels  of  malt  or  on 
the  86  gallons  of  beer  of  a  speoifio  gravity  of 
1055.  A  great  resistance  was  offered  by  the 
representatives  of  the  brewers'  interests,  who 
asserted  that  the  imposition  of  6s.  3d.  on  36 
gallons  of  beer  of  the  speoifio  gravity  of  1055 
would  give  a  great  deal  more  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  estimated.  .  .  In  the  long- 
run  it  has  been  proved  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  was  entirely  right.  Still,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  yielded  to  the  brewers*  contention, 
and  raised  the  standard  of  speoifio  gravity 
from  1055  to  1057.  What  I  propose  to  do  is  to 
revert  to  the  original  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman." 

It  is  evident  that,  from  1880  to  1889,  the 
brewers  were  not  paying  their  full  share 
of  taxation  ;  they  were,  instead,  putting 
the  money  into  their  pockets.  Last  year 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  rectified 
the  injustice.  Therefore  it  is  not  right 
to  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  put  any  additional  tax  whatever  on 

(11.20.)  Mr.  J.  MCCARTHY :  I  hope 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
now  allow  me  to  say  what  I  would 
have  said  earlier  in  the  evening  had  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  closured  me.  I 
do  not  often  take  part  in  the  Debates  of 
the  House 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  say  that  I 
did  not  see  who  was  the  person  in 
possession  of  the  House.  [Cries  of 
"  Oh."]  What  do  hon.  Members  mean 
by  saying  "  Oh  ? "  Surely  they  accept 
my  statement  ?  I  give  my  assurance  to 
the  hon.  Member,  knowing  his  position 
in  the  Hous3,  that  I  did  not  know  he 
was  the  Member  who  had  risen. 


Mr.  J.  M'CARTHY  :  I  entirely  accept 
the  assurance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  am  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  he  seen  me  would  not  have 
stopped  me,  as  I  do  not  usually  occupy 
the  House  at  any  length,  and  never 
speak  unless  I  think  I  have  something 
to  say.  What  I  want  to  point  out  is 
that  we  have  had  no  explanation  from 
the  Government  as  to  their  plan  or 
method  for  utilising  the  machinery  of 
Irish  cities  and  towns  for  the  purpose  of 
dealing  with  this  Licence  Purchase  Ques- 
tion. The  question  I  wish  to  ask  is 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
give  a  single  precedent  for  raising  a  tax 
which  is  not  to  be  applied  within  the 
year?    . 

(11.22.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN :  My  answer 
to  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  is 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  made  an 
offer  fairly  to  consider  the  question  of 
this  £40,000  being  disposed  of  by  the 
Municipal  Authorities  in  Ireland.  Soon 
after,  that  it  was  said  that  some  arrange- 
ment had  been  come  to  with  the  Town 
Clerk  of  Belfast,  whose  name  I  had  never 
heard  of,  and  then  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  stated  that  the  Irish  Party 
could  not  consider  the  question  of  the 
administration  of  these  funds  by  the 
Municipal  Authorities  until  the  municipal 
franchise  had  been  reformed.  I  have 
never  said  that  the  Government  with- 
drew their  pledge,  but  they  cannot 
undertake  to  alter  the  municipal  fran- 
chise, or  to  deal  with  Municipal  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland,  before  they  pass  this 
Bill.  That  is  the  main  point.  As  to  the 
other  point  of  the  hon.  Member,  as  to 
there  being  any  precedent  for  the  alloca- 
tion of  money  the  disposal  of  which  has 
uot  been  finally  settled  by  Parliament,  I 
would  remind  him  that  the  allocation  of 
the  Probate  Duty  was  made  before  the 
final  disposition  of  the  fund  was  settled. 
Let  me  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
this  £40,000  is  only  part  of  the  sum 
dealt  with  in  this  Bill. 

(11.26.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  lam 
very  glad  indeed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton has  proved,  by  the  words  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
no  additional  duty  has  been  put  on  beer, 
but  that  what  was  done  last  year  was  to 
rectify  the  duty  imposed  in  1880.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that  the 
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duties  on  articles  of  ordinary  consump- 
tion ought  to  be  reduced;  but  is  not 
whisky  an  article  of  ordinary  consump- 
tion, and  are  you  reducing  the  duty  on 
that  ?  No,  you  are  increasing  it.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wants  to  put 
beer  on  the  same  footing  as  tea  and 
currants  ;  he  says  it  ought  not  to  be 
taxed.  I  utterly  deny  that,  and  I  think 
the  Government  proposal  is  a  most 
arbitrary  one,  not  to  be  justified  by  the 
references  to  the  allocation  of  the  Pro- 
bate duty. 

(11.29.)  Mr.  1LLINGWORTH:  I 
wish,  before  we  go  to  a  Division,  to 
enter  my  protest  against  the  Govern- 
ment scheme.  This  and  the  three 
following  clauses  are  what  I  regard  as 
the  extension  of  a  vicious  system  -a 
system  of  subvention  from  the  Imperial 
Exchequer.  It  has  been  contended  that 
this  is  a  separate  local  Budget,  but  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  entirely 
knocked  that  ground  from  under  his  feet. 
Now,  what  are  the  facts  before  us  ?  It 
is  bad  enough  when  we  are  trying  to 
raise  the  money  wanted  for  Imperial 
taxation  ;  but  here  the  Government  are 
proposing  to  create  a  tax  for  local  pur- 
poses, which  is  designed  to  set  Scotland 
and  Ireland  against  England,  while 
the  people  are  being  deluded  by  having 
the  money  taken  out  of  one  pocket  for  the 
purpose  of  having  it  put  into  the  other. 
I  wish  to  enter  my  protest  against  the 
mischievous  and  vicious  system  of  sub- 
ventions from  the  National  Exchequer 
for  local  purposes,  and  I  believe  the 
policy  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer will,  in  a  very  short  time,  bo  con- 
demned as  mischievous  to  the  last 
degree.  If  the  local  taxation  of  this 
country  amounts  to  £40,000,000,  and 
they  want  £4,000,000  more,  surely  the 
ratepayers  will  be  courageous  enough  to 
raise  the  additional  sum  on  the  same 
system  as  the  rest,  without  resorting  to 
the  juggling  system  of  subventions.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  attemp- 
ted to  deal  with  the  gross  injustice 
which  will  be  caused  by  the  dangerous 
proposal,  first  of  all  to  tax  Ireland  with- 
out her  consent,  and  then  to  tie  up  the 
money  so  that  she  cannot  get  the  benefit 
of  it.  Surely  Ireland  is  the  last  portion 
of  the  kingdom  that  ought  to  be  ex- 
perimented on  in  this  way.  If  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  saw  the 
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difficulty  of  establishing  a  Local  Au- 
thority in  Ireland  to  distribute  the 
money,  he  ought  to  have  left  Ireland  out 
altogether  till  such  time  as  she  might  be 
able  to  distribute  the  money  produceable 
by  Irish  taxation.  What  good  can  come 
of  this  legislation?  It  is  a  piece  of 
legislation  which  the  country  will  very 
shortly  have  to  redress,  and  we  shall 
then  convict  ourselves  of  having  wasted 
the  time  of  the  House  over  so  small  a 
matter  during  a  Session  in  which  the 
Government  have  so  many  important 
measures  which  it  declares  must  be 
passed  into  law. 

( 1 1 .33.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish 
to  say  a  word  or  two  in  correction  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  It  is  very 
hard  for  us  struggling  Irish  Members  to 
defend  ourselves  against  his  repeated 
charges  of  misrepresentation,  because 
we  venture  to  give  our  appreciation 
of  his  statements.  Whenever  we  ven- 
ture to  challenge  him,  he  says  that 
when  we  come  to  the  clause  he  will 
make  his  grand  and  final  deliverance  on 
the  subject.  I  challenge  him  now  to  say 
whether  the  use  of  the  Closure  this 
evening  was  not  justified  on  the  ground 
that  we  should  have  sufficient  dis- 
cussion on  this  question  when  we  came 
to  this  clause  ?  We  have  only  discussed 
the  matter  a  very  short  time. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  We  have  been  dis- 
cussing it  since.  9  o'clock. 

Mr.  T-  M.  HEALY :  I  largely  sympa- 
thise with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, who  is  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  and  is 
conducting  it  by  himself,  unsupported  by 
any  of  his  Colleagues  who  opposed  the 
Whisky  Bill  of  1885.  I  feel  for  his 
position,  alone  as  he  is  on  that  Bench. 
He  says  we  have  been  discussing  this 
matter  since  9  o'clock,  but,  so  far  from 
that  being  the  fact,  not  one  word  was 
uttered  till  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  got  up  and  asked  a  question.  It 
was  the  Scotch  clause  we  were  discussing. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  We  ought  not  to 
discuss  on  this  clause  a  question  which 
is  raised  by  a  subsequent  clause. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Then,  when  is 
this  question  to  be  discussed  ?  Are  we 
to  be  dodged  about  from  clause  to  clause 
as  if  we  were  pursuing  some  "  Wijll  o' 
the  Wisp  ? "  .What  we  are  pursuing  is 
the  sum  of  £40,000,  which  is  a  very 
different  thing,  and  what  we  want  t  o  get 
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from  the  Government  is  on  what  clause 
we  may  discuss   this  subject.     If  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  would  only  say 
"  on  this  or  that  particular  clause  I  will 
make  my  announcement,"  we  will  stop 
instantly,    but    we    cannot    allow    this 
question  to  remain  in  a  kind  of  Parlia- 
mentary   cloudland.      The     right   hon. 
Gentleman  is  at  present  in  a  state  of 
Parliamentary    ineption;    he   does    not 
want  to  get  along.     The  Chief  Secretary 
has  deserted  him,  and  so  long  as  he  had 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  by  his  side, 
he  left  the  matter  very  much  to  him. 
Now,  however,  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
gone,   and   this   shows  how  beautifully 
united  the    Cabinet    is.      I  deny    the 
assertion  of  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
that  I  object  to  his  proposal  on  principle. 
What  I  said  was  that  we  should  be  glad 
4»  accept  it  if   the  Government  would 
give  us  the  same  franchise  that  exists  in 
England  and  Scotland.    Nor  did  I  charge 
the  right  hon.    Gentleman    the    Chief 
Secretary    with  colleaguing     with   Mr. 
Black,  of  Belfast.     I  also  introduced  the 
hon.    Baronet    the    Member     for    Mid 
Armagh,  and  it  seems  very  strange  that 
whenever  I  mention  this  subject  the 
lion.  Baronet  immediately  skedaddles  out 
-of  the  House.      ["  No,   no  ! "]      Oh,   at 
present  I  see  the  hon.  Baronet  has  taken 
up  a  very  modest    position.     What    I 
-asserted    was    that    the    hon.   Baronet, 
Accompanied  by  Mr.  Black,  had  taken  a 
particular  course,  in  order  to  put  pressure 
-on  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
This  discussion  is  quite  irrelevant  to  the 
clause  before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  bow  to  your 
ruling,  and  1  think  the  astonishing  thing 
is  that  we  have  been  able  to  get  so  far. 
I  have  only,  in  conclusion,  to  assure  the 
House  that  our  only  anxiety  in  this 
matter  is  that  if  we  are  to  be  taxed,  our 
money  should  not  be  hung  up.  I  think 
it  would  be  the  proper  thing,  supposing 
the  tax  cannot  be  used  for  the  extinction 
of  public  house  licences,  to  refer  the 
point  to  a  small  Committee,  on  which  I 
should  not  object  to  see  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  taking  the 
position  of  Chairman.  In  that  way  you 
might  get  out  of  the  Constitutional 
^difficulty  in  which  you  are  now  placed, 
namely,  the  raising  of  money  which  you 
-do  not  know  what  to  do  with.     For  the 


first  time,  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  placed  the  House  in  this 
dilemma,  and  I  deny  and  protest  against 
his  statement,  repeated  four  times,  that 
what  occurred  in  1888  is  a  precedent  in 
this  matter.  The  question  of  the  Probate 
Duty  was  an  entirely  different  question. 
It  was  not,  as  in  this  case,  the  imposition 
of  a  new  tax.  If  it  were  a  precedent  at 
ail,  it  was  one  invented  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  himself.  Here  you 
seek  to  impose  a  tax  on  Irish  commodities 
which  the  Irish  people  repudiate  through 
their  Representatives,  and  no  one  knows 
what  is  to  become  of  the  money.  These 
are  our  objections  to  the  clause. 

(11.45.)  The  Committee  divided: — 
Ayes  240;  Noes  169.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  94.) 

Claus3  5. 

•  (11.58.)  Dr.  TANNER:  I  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  trying  to  move  the 
exemption  of  a  substance  which  has 
become  very  popular  and  useful,  and 
beneficial  to  the  public.  I  refer  to 
chloroform,  the  application  of  which  has 
been  greatly  successful  in  ameliorating 
human  suffering.  It  was  first  used  and 
turned  to  account  by  a  French  surgeon, 
and  then  was  turned  to  account  by  an 
English  surgeon,  Mr.  Lawrence,  of  St.  Bar- 
tholomew's, and  by  Edinburgh  surgeons, 
since  which  time  it  has  come  into  general 
use.  Because  this  drug  has  come  into 
general  use  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer seems  to  think  it  right  to  tax  it.  The 
first  time  it  was  taxed  was  in  1856,  when 
3s.  was  put  upon  it.  The  increase  now 
proposed  is  a  very  small  one,  namely,  Id., 
but  I  think  that  at  a  time  like  the 
present,  when  the  anaesthetic  is  so  exten- 
sively used,  and  is  of  incalculable  value 
to  humanity,  the  tax  ought  rather  to  be 
taken  off  than  increased.  If  any  non- 
medical Memb3r  of  the  House 
had  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
what  my  medical  friends  are  in 
the  habit  of  witnessing  every  day 
—  the  sufferings  of  unfortunate 
patients  on  the  operating  table — and  if 
they  could  appreciate  the  terrible  agony 
these  people  had  to  go  through  before 
anesthetics  were  known,  they  would 
instead  of  increasing  the  tax  upon  chlo- 
roform, be  only  too  anxious  to  do  all  in 
their  power  to  take  it  off.  I  should  like 
further  to  say  that  chloroform  is  more 
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extensively  used  in  the  public  hospitals 
nowadays  than  it  was  formerly — of 
conrse,  in  those  hospitals  supported  by 
voluntary  contribntions — and,  in  view 
of  those  institutions  especially,  I  think 
the  tax  an  unfair  one.  And  the  more 
right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  look  into 
it  the  more  they  will  see  the  inherent 
objection  to  the  increase  of  the  tax. 

(12.1.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  in- 
terpose and  to  point  out  that  if  this 
clause  is  omitted  the  only  result  will  be 
that  the  foreign  manufactured  article 
will  come  into  this  country  duty  free, 
and  English  manufactured  chloroform 
will  pay  a  higher  duty.  This  clause  is 
necessary  in  order  to  put  the  foreign 
and  English  manufactured  articles  on 
the  same  footing.  The  total  amount  of  the 
tax  which  would  be  derived  from  this 
addition  would  only  be  about  £7,  and  1 
trust,  therefore,  the  hon.  Member  will 
tee  that  the  item  is  hardly  worth  while 
discussing. 

•  (1 2.3.)  Dr.  TANNER :  Then  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  promise  to  give  a 
rebate  on  English  chloroform  ?  When  the 
'right  hon.  Gentleman  was  introducing  the 
•Bill  he  made  an  allusion  to  Fair  Trade  in 
connection  with  currants,  and  there  was  a 
"loudcheerfrombelowthe  Gangway.  Well, 
if  he  allows  a  rebate  upon  home  spirits, 
why  should  he  not  do  so  in  the  case  of 
'home  made  chloroform?  He  says  the 
'amount  of  the  increase  is  very  small,  if 
it  is  small  why  propose  it?  I  think, 
instead  of  putting  an  increased  tax  upon 
these  anaesthetics,  the  proper  policy 
would  be  to  take  it  off  entirely.  I  want 
to  force  this  point  to  a  conclusion,  and  to 
ascertain  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  is  a  supporter  of  coercion  in 
'Ireland,  will  also  desire  to  deprive  suffer- 
ing mortality  in  England  of  'the  relief 
which  is  afforded  them  by  this  great 
invention.  I  shall  press  my  Amend- 
ment to  a  Division,  and  I  may  say  that  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
extend  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House  that  courtesy  which  they 
are  in  the  habit  of  extending  to  him. 
There  is  another  Amendment  down  in  my 
name,  and  that  is  with  reference  to  a 
"substance  known  as  sulphuric  ether, 
which  is  used  for  flavouring  foreign 
spirits.  I  will  not  propose  that  Amend- 
ment. There  is  also  one  as  to  4<  ether 
Dr.  Tanner 


butyric,"  which  is  used,  I  am  told,  for 
purposes  of  adulteration.  I  shall  not  pro- 
pose that  either,  hut  will  confine  myself 
to  dealing  with  chloroform  and  collodion. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  line  25,. 
to  leave  out  the  word  "  Chloroform." — 
(Dr.  Tanner.) 

Question  proposed  "That  the  word 
'  Chloroform '  stand  part  of  the  Clause.7' 

*(12.5.)  Mb.  CHILDERS :  I  hope  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  will  not 
find  it  necessary  to  divide  the  House.  I 
would  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
chloroform  is  made  in  this  country  with 
spirit;  the  spirit  is  either  distilled 
here  or  '  imported,  and,  therefore,  has 
paid  a  duty,  which  duty  is  included  in 
the  price  of  the  chloroform  sold  in  Lon- 
don. If  the  Committee  strike  out  this* 
clause  the  effect  will  be  that  the 
foreigner  will  reap  the  advantage,  for 
the  difference  to  the  English  producer 
will  be  sufficient  to  destroy  the  trade. 
It  will  prohibit  the  production  of  chloro- 
form in  this  country  in  favour  of  French 
manufactories,  where  a  very  large 
amount  of  this  drug  is  made.  What  I 
would  suggest  is  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  not  press  this  Motion ;  bat 
if  he  could  induce  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  consider  whether  it  would 
not  be  possible,  in  the  interest  of  the 
home  manufacture  of  chloroform,  to  in- 
troduce some  Excise  arrangement  which 
would  enable  the  British  manufacturer 
to  use  spirit  free  of  duty,  as  in  the  case 
of  methylated  spirit,  it  would  be  very 
desirable  —  assuming  that,  from  the 
Revenue  point  of  view,  it  was  possible, 
and  then  there  need  be  no  duty  on 
foreign  chloroform. 

(12.10.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  have 
understood  that  we  are  all  Free  Traders, 
and  if  Free  Trade  is  to  apply  in  some 
directions  I  do  not  see  why  it  should  not 
apply  in  this.  I  do  not  see  why  the 
British  manufacturer  should  be  rained 
in  order  that  the  consumer  may  benefit. 
Why  is  the  chloroform  maker  to  get  an 
advantage  over  the  whisky  manufac- 
turer? Whilewe  admit  German  postcards 
and  German  swords,  and  other  articles  of 
German  manufacture }  into  the  country, 
why  should  we  protect  British  chloroform 
against  foreign  chloroform  ?  Why  should 
not  the  chloroform  trade  be  put  on  the 
same    footing    as   the    sugar    bounties 
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arguments  advanced  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  earlier  in  the  evening, 
and  it  would  be  unreasonable  to  attempt 
to  commence  the  discussion  of  this  clause 
at  such  an  hour. 

(12.36.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  would 
point  out  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
that  he  proposes  to  take  the  whole  time 
of  the  House ;  and,  that  being  so,  to- 
morrow evening  and  Wednesday  after- 
noon will  be  at  his  disposal.  I  think  the 
Government  have  not  considered  their 
own  harvest  of  opportunities  in  this 
matter.  I  would  also  point  out  that  the 
present  hour  is  equivalent  to  20  minutes 
to  2  of  the  old  time.  The  Government 
gain  nothing  by  resisting  the  Motion- to 
report  Progress,  and  their  position  would 
be  far  stronger  to-morrow  night  in  mov- 
ing to  take  private  Members'  time  if  no 
progress  were  made  in  the  meantime.  I 
protest  against  their  present  attitude  as  a 
most  unreasonable  one. 

•(12.40.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am 
anxious  to  meet  hon.  Gentlemen  as  far 
as  I  can,  but  no  suggestion  has  been  made 
as  to  when  the  Bill  can  be  got  through 
Committee.  Under  these  circumstances, 
we  are  clearly  bound  to  make  progress. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  has  said  the  Debate  this  even- 
ing has  baen  a  perfectly  reasonable  one. 
I  have  no  wish  to  enter  into  any  contro- 
versy with  him  on  that  point ;  but  I  have 
been  present  the  greater  part  of  the 
evening,  and  I  could  not  help  noticing  a 
considerable  amount  of  repetition.  How- 
ever that  mav  be,  I  do  not  desire  to  enter 
into  a  contest  as  to  the  circumstances 
which  render  it  necessary  for  us  to  ask 
the  House  to  proceed  somewhat  longer 
than  it  has  yet  done. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Let  us  fight  it 
out  now. 

Sir  W.  H  ARCOURT :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state  how  much  longer 
he  will  take  to  go  on  ?  [Ministerial  cries 
of  "  No,  no  !"  ]  That  shows  the  temper 
of  the  Party  opposite.  The  shouts  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  simply  show  that  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  will  not 
listen  even  to  the  reasonable  proposals  of 
their  own  leader. 

Me.  ILLING  WORTH:  There 
is  one  other  consideration.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  is  asking  hon. 
and   right  hon.   Gentlemen  opposite   to 


swallow  all  their  principles  and  to  go 
directly  in  the  teeth  of  the  votes  they 
gave  in  1885.  That  ought  not  to  be 
without  some  deliberation.  I  do  not  think 
the  Government  is  well  advised  in 
following  further  the  Times  newspaper. 
The  Times  newspaper — [Ministerial  cries 
of  "  Oh,  oh  ! "] — the  Times  newspaper — 
[renewed  cries  of  "  Oh,  oh  !  "1 — the 
Times  newspaper — [renewed  cries  of 
"  Oh,  oh  ! "  and  counter  cries  oj  "  Pigott!"] 
The  Government  have  been  led  far 
astray  by  taking  the  advice  of  the  Times, 
and  if  they  take  it  again  they  will  only 
have  to  blame  themselves  for  the  conse- 
quences. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  not  desirous 
of  entering  into  any  controversy  which 
can  be'  avoided,  but  I  think  it  is  not  un- 
reasonable to  ask  the  House  to  finish  the 
6th  clause — ["No,  no!"] — seeing  that  all 
the  questions  that  it  raises  have  been 
debated  on  the  4th  clause.  Clause  7  is 
the  clause  which  raises  the  questions  of 
interest  for  the  Party  opposite. 

Mr.  HUNTER  :  It  is  most  unreason- 
able to  ask  Scotch  Members  to  debate  a 
point  of  peculiar  interest  to  them  at  a 
time  when  the  proceedings  of  the  House 
cannot  be  adequately  reported.  The 
Scotch  case  has  not  yet  been  dealt  with 
because  the  Scotch  Members  were  told  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
they  could  most  properly  plead  their 
case  on  the  6tb  clause.  Already  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  have  been 
condemned  by  two-thirds  of  the  Scotch 
Members,  and  now  the  leader  of  the 
House  is  trying  to  force  the  Bill  through 
at  10  minutes  to  1  o'clock. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W/)  :  I  assure 
the  leader  of  the  House,  who,  I  am  sure, 
does  not  wish  to  be  unfair  to  the  Irish 
Members,  that  they  refrained  from  speak- 
ing on  Clause  4  because  they  thought  they 
could  raise  the  Irish  case  best  on  Clauses 
6  and  7,  both  of  which  raise  questions 
of  great  importance.  I  should  like  to 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
that,  although  a  Division  was  challenged 
on  Clause  5,  we  did  not  go  to  a  Division, 
because  we  distinctly  understood  that  if 
we  did  not  the  Government  would  not 
resist  the  Motion  to  report  Progress. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  had  no  know- 
ledge that  influence  was  being  brought 
to  bear  on  hon.  Members. 
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Mb.  SEXTON" :  There  must  have  been 
some  misapprehension ;  but  hon.  Gentle- 
men were  led  to  believe  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  consent  to  report  Progress. 
On  that  account  we  refrained  from  taking 
a.  Division  on  Clause  5.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  very  naturally  wishes  to 
make  progress,  but  surely  the  course 
proposed  by  him  is  not  the  one  best 
calculated  to  expedite  business.  To  ex- 
pect that  hon.  Members  can  conveniently 
enter  upon  this  discussion  at  so  late  an 
hour  of  the  night  is  absurd.  I  warn  the 
Government  that  if  they  enter  upon  it 
they  will  not  finish  the  clause,  even,  if 
they  sit  all  night. 

Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  :  I  was  in  con- 
sultation with  my  hon.  Friend,  and  I 
know  he  abstained  from  making  any 
observations  upon  Clause  4  because  he 
thought  the  Irish  case  could  be  raised 
more  properly  upon  Clause  6.  I,  myself, 
was  prepared  to  make  a  few  observations 
on  the  subject,  but,  holding  the  same 
opinion  as  my  hon.  Friend,  I  abstained 
from  doing  so.  I  also  wish  to  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  we  did  not 
divide  on  the  last  question  because  of  the 
distinct  assurance  conveyed  to  us  that 
the  Government  would  consent  to  report 
Progress. 
♦Mr.  .  W.  H.  SMITH :  By  whom  was 
the  assurance  given  ? 

Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  :  I  will  use  the 
usual  language  employed  in  such  cases. 
The  information  was  conveyed  to  us  by 
the  ordinary  channels  by  which  such 
information  is  conveyed. 

♦Mr.  W.   H.   SMITH  :  There   was  no 
authority  whatever  for  such  information. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire): I  think  there  has  been  some 
misunderstanding  between  my  hon. 
Friends  below  the  Gangway  and  my- 
self. It  was  thought  desirable  by  my 
right  hon.  Friends  on  this  Bench  that 
the  Government  should  not  be  put  to 
the  trouble  of  a  Division  on  the  5th 
clause.  I  did  my  best  to  convey  that 
view  to  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way, and  said  that  if  that  Division  were 
not  taken  my  right  hon.  Friends  on  this 
Bench  would  support  the  Motion  for 
Progress.  From  my  own  point  of  view, 
and  on  my  own  authority,  I  also  said  I 
did  not  doubt  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  not  persist  in  pressing  the 
Bill  further  at  so  late  an  hour. 


I 


Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  I  think  I  may 
very  properly  make  an  appeal  to  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  on  the  part  of 
those  Members  who,  like  myself,  have 
been  sitting  on  Select  Committees 
during  the  day.  It  is  now  1  o'clock, 
and,  unless  there  is  a  case  of  imperative 
public  necessity,  it  is  unfair  and  unreason- 
able to  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  to  sit  up 
longer  after  they  have  been  here  for  13 
hours.  Is  there  a  case  of  imperative 
public  necessity  1  There  is  a  Rule  of  the 
House  that  only  one  stage  of  a  Money, 
Bill  can  be  taken  in  the  same  day.  Con- 
sequently, if  the  Government  get  Clause 
6  to-night,  they  will  still  have  to  take 
the  Report  stage  on  Wednesday,  and 
they  cannot  get  the  Third  Reading  before 
Thursday.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said  he  is  prepared  to  ask  the  House 
to  give  him  the  whole  of  to-morrow  and- 
the  whole  of  Wednesday.  That  will  be 
a  large  appropriation  of  the  time  of 
private  Members.  The  Government  can 
thus  secure  the  Third  Reading  on  Thurs- 
day. They  are,  therefore,  not  entitled  to 
put  an  unfair  pressure  upon  a  large 
section  of  the  House,  who  are  doing- 
their  duty  to  the  best  of  their  ability. 

*(1.0.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  friends 
will  promise  to  assist  the  Government 
in  getting  the  Bill  through  Committee 
to-morrow,  I  will  at  once  consent  to  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress.  I  have  no 
desire  to  put  undue  pressure  on  hon. 
Members  in  any  part  of  the  House.  But 
the  Government  are  bound  to  endeavour 
to  get  this  business  through  before  Whit- 
suntide. As  I  say,  if  we  get  the  promise 
I  have  suggested,  I  shall  be  exceedingly 
glad  to  fall  in  with  the  suggestions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

(1.1.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  pro- 
test against  any  species  of  bargain 
being  entered  into.  This  is  an  old 
plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  He  takes 
important  business  in  the  middle  of 
the  night  and  then  says,  "  I  will  allow 
you  to  go  home  immediately  if  you  will 
make  a  bargain  with  me  to  agree  to  pass 
the  Bill  in  a  certain  number  of  hours." 
I  ventured  to  interpolate  a  remark  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  speaking, 
which  he  at  once  took  up.  It  was  a 
simple  remark,  but  it  was  a  practical  one. 
It  was,  "  Let  us  fight  it  out."     Why  did 
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I  say  that  ?  I  said  it  because  I  am  an 
old  bird  at  this  game.  I  knew  what  was 
going  to  happen.  I  saw  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  come  in  ready  to  protest 
against  onr  Motion  to  report  Progress, 
and  1  saw  hon.  Members  behind  him  who 
had  returned  from  evening  and  dinner 
parties.  I  heard  their  shouts.  I  heard 
them  calling  upon  their  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  put  the  Bill 
through  by  force.  It  is  evident  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  came  in  stolidly  and 
obstinately  determined,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  get  the  6th  clause  passed ;  and  hon. 
Members  had  mustered  in  force  to  sup- 
port him  in  that  purpose.  In  vain  did 
Gentlemen  who  represent  Scotch  and 
Irish  constituencies  point  out  that  the 
matter*  raised  by  that  clause  would  take 
hours  to  legitimately  discuss.  I  can 
only  repeat  "  Let  us  fight  it  out.1'  It  is 
no  use  appealing  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury.  I  advise  hon.  Members 
around  me  to  enter  into  no  arrangement, 
but  to  fight  this  matter  out. 

(1.3.)  Colonel  NOLAN:  May  I  point 
out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  our  con- 
stituents take  very  great  interest  in  this 
subject,  and  may  I  ask  him  if  it  is  fair  at 
1  o'clock  in  the  morning  to  invite  them, 
wearied  and  fagged  as  they  are,  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  upon  this  important  ques- 
tion ?  How  can  we  preach  law  and  order 
to  the  people  in  the  West  of  Ireland  when 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  insist  on  taxing  them  at 
such  an  hour  of  the  night,  and  when  it 
is  totally  impossible  that  the  speeches  of 
their  Representatives  can  be  published  ? 
I  say  that  this  is  a  most  un-Constitutional 
act  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and 
that  the  people  of  Scotland  and  of  Ireland 
will  consider  that  this  Conservative 
Ministry  is  acting  in  a  most  un-Constitu 
tional  manner  in  pressing  the  clause 
through  at  this  hour. 
•(1 .6.)  Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  and 
a  large  number  of  Irish  Members  took 
no  part  whatever  in  the  discussion  on 
Clause  4,  because  we  preferred  to  re- 
serve ourselves  for  the  Debate  on 
Clause  6,  the  proposals  contained  in 
which  are  causing  great  anxiety  and  a 
sense  of  injustice,  both  in  Ireland  and  in 
Scotland.  Hon.  Members  opposite  who 
have  not  been  in  attendance  during  the 
Debate  may  be   under  the   impression 


that  we  have  been  discussing  the  points 
raised  by  this  clause  during  the  whole  of 
the  evening,  but  we  have  been  doing 
nothing  of  the  kind.  We  have  simply 
reserved  ourselves  for  this  clause.  I 
hope  the  first  Lord  of  the  Treasury  will 
listen  to  the  voice  of  reason  and  will  not 
try  to  carry  this  measure  by  force. 

(1.8).  Mb.  CONYBEARE:  Hon. 
Members  opposite  may  cry  "Divide," 
but  if  they  had  been  here  instead 
of  dining  out  they  would  know  I  have 
not  taken  up  much  time  in  discuss- 
ing .this  question  to-night.  I  objeci 
to  voting  taxation  at  this  late  hour  of 
the  night  and  in  this  improper  manner* 
I  think  it  is  a  most  improper  practice, 
and  I  shall  consider  it  my  duty  on  all 
occasions,  while  I  have  the  honour  to 
occupy  a  seat  in  this  House,  to  protest  to 
the  utmost  of  my  ability  against  allow* 
ing  Money  Bills  to  come  on  at  these 
irregular  hours.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  is 
very  fond  of  appealing  to  the  interest* 
of  the  country,  but  I  should  like  to 
know  if  he  thinks  he  will  be  serving 
the  best  interests  of  this  country  by 
forcing  us  into  an  all  night  conflict  ?  All 
night  Sittings  do  not  tend  to  the  tran- 
saction of  any  real  business.  They 
simply  raise  up  difficulties  which  con* 
front  the  Government  at  later  stages  of 
the  Bill.  1  appeal  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  to  assent  to  our  very 
reasonable  demand,  and  not  to  insist 
upon  prolonging  this  wrangle.  I  refuse 
to  lend  myself  to  any  bargain  between 
the  two  Front  Benches.  I  do  not  like 
bargains.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the^  Member  for  Derby  has  clearly 
pointed  out  in  his  very  forcible  speech 
that  there  is  nothing  likely  to  prevent 
this  Bill  being  got  through  before  the 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  and  I  do  trust, 
therefore,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
now  that  we  have  spent  three-quarters 
of  an  hour  in  discussing  this  question, 
will  agree  to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  William  Henry  Smith  rose  in  his 
place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

(1.15.)  The  Committee  divided  : — 
Ayes  195 ;  Noes  126.— (Div.  List,  No.  95.) 
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Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again." 

(1.25.)  The  Committee  divided: — 
Ayes  127;  Noes  194.— (Div.  List,  No. 
96.) 

(1.37.)    Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNER- 

MAN  (Stirling,  &c.)  :  I  wish  to  make  an 

appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 

behalf  of  the  majority  of  Scotch  Members 
who  are  particularly  interested  in  Clause 
6,  which  raises  a  question  affecting  the 
imposition  of  the  duty  in  Scotland,  and 
which  they  are  of  opinion  is  grossly 
unfair  in  its  character.  I  do  not  refer 
to  the  objects  to  which  the  tax  is  to  be 
devoted.  I  refer  merely  to  the  com- 
parison of  the  charge  on  the  English, 
tho  Scotch,  and  the  Irish  people  which 
is  involved  in  the  imposition  of  this 
duty.  I  believe  most  of  us  would  not 
be  unwilling  to  see  an  increase  in  the 
Spirit  Duty,  if  accompanied  by  an  in- 
crease on  the  liquor  consumed  in  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
Scotch  Members  think  that  the  article  of 
commonest  consumption  in  Scotland — 
and  this  also  applies  to  Ireland — is  being 
taxed  under  this  Bill  to  an  extent  very 
much  in  excess  of  the  tax  imposed  on 
the  article  of  the  commonest  consump- 
tion in  England.  The  Scotch  Members 
are  prepared  to  lay  their  case  before  the 
Government  and  the  country,  but  they 
cannot  possibly  do  so  at  this  hour  of  the 
night.  It  is  absolutely  necessary  to  the 
proper  vindication  of  their  case  that  the 
discussion  shall  take  place  at  an  hour 
when  the  Debate  can  be  reported.  If 
the  discussion  is  taken  now  nothing  will 
be  gained,  because  I  fear  the  arguments 
will  be  repeated  on  the  Report  stage ;  so 
that  no  time  will  be  gained.  I  do  not 
intend  to  move  a  dilatory  Motion,  but 
shall  simply  make  an  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

#(1.40.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  fully 
recognise  the  conciliatory  spirit  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  the 
appeal.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Friends  are  prepared  to  support 
the  view  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  most  ready  to  meet  those 
views.  I  think  that  view  is  exceedingly 
reasonable,  and  I  shall  be  glad  to  meet  it 


by  reporting  Progress,  and  taking  the 
discussion  to-morrow. 

(1.41.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen, 
E.) :  I  must  point  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  people  of 
Scotland  take  a  deep  interest  in  this 
question,  and  we  shall  not  be  doing 
our  duty  to  our  constituents  by  pre- 
senting our  case  at  2  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  I  beg  to  move  that  the 
Chairman  leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — (Mr.  Esslemont.) 

(1.42.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The 
difference  between  the  Government  and 
the  Opposition  is  not  now  very  marked. 
It  is  understood  that  the  Bill  will  be 
passed  before  Whitsuntide,  and  in  those 
circumstances  I  cannot  see  that  the 
Government  have  anything  to  gain  by 
keeping  the  House  longer.  The  clause 
in  dispute  may  be  discussed  and  dis- 
posed of  on  the  following  day.  Besides, 
there  is  nothing  said  about  the  time  of 
adjournment  for  the  holidays  on  Friday. 

( 1 .45.)  The  Marquess  op  HARTING- 
TON  (Lancashire,  N.E.,  Bossendale): 
I  think  the  'hon.  Member  has  in- 
troduced a  practical  consideration  by 
suggesting  that  the  time  of  adjournment 
for  Whitsuntide  is  left  open,  and  if 
sufficient  progress  is  not  made  with  the 
Bill  it  may  be  that  the  Motion  for  ad- 
journment will  not  be  made  on  Friday. 
I  can  quite  understand  Members  below 
tho  Gangway  objecting  to  anything  in 
the  nature  of  a  bargain  between  the  two 
Front  Benches,  and  I  do  not  think  any 
bargain  has  been  entered  into.  Still,  I 
think  that,  as  no  one  on  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  has  risen  to  support  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  with  refer- 
ence to  what  may  be  done  to-morrow, 
it  is  rather  unreasonable  to  expect  the 
Government  to  consent  to  proceed  no 
further  to-night.  There  ought  to  be 
some  concession  on  each  side. 
^(1.47.)  Mr.  SEXTON :  I  am  entirely 
unaware  of  any  reason  why  the  Govern- 
ment should  press  us  so  urgently  to 
agree  to  a  time  bargain.  I  have  been 
a  spectator  of  the  proceedings  throughout 
this  discussion,  and  have  heard  speeches 
from  this  side  of  the  House  and  re- 
plies from  the  Ministerial  Bench,  and  I 
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have  discovered  nothing  obstructive — or 
even  dilatory — in  the  proceedings.  May 
I  refer  for  a  moment  to  the  Debate  on 
the  Second  Beading  of  the  Local  Taxa- 
tion Bill.  1  should  like  to  ask  how- 
many  Irish  Members  took  part  in  that 
Debate  ?  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  not  a 
single  word  was  uttered  by  Irish  Members 
on  that  occasion ;  and  is  it  not  equally  a 
fact  that  in  the  present  Debate  no  Irish 
Member  has  spoken  who  has  not  con- 
tributed serious  matter  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Committee  1  1  have  givan 
close  attention  to  the  speeches  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end ;  they  have  been 
dictated  by  a  desire  to  bring  before  the 
House  matter  worthy  of  its  consideration  ; 
therefore,  T  am  at  a  loss  to  understand 
why  the  Government  should  press  us 
for  a  time  bargain.  We  are  entitled  to 
a  fair  and  liberal  construction  of  our 
motives  in  continuing  this  Debate,  and  I 
think  we  are  justified  in  refusing  to 
enter  into  any  arrangement.  It  is  under- 
stood that  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment for  the  holidays  will  be  moved  on 
Friday ;  and  I  think,  in  view  of  that 
fact,  the  Government  have  every 
prospect  of  getting  that  adjournment 
carried  without  in  any  way  jeopardising 
the  Bill  now  under  discussion.  If  there  is 
any  difficulty  let  them  take  the  neces- 
sary steps  to  ensure  that  the  Bill  is  car- 
ried. I  shall  assent  to  no  time  bargain, 
and  1  may  say  for  my  Colleagues  as  well 
as  for  myself  that  we  shall  continue  to 
conduct  ourselves,  not  with  any  desire  to 
unduly  prolong  the  Debate,  but  with  a 
view  to  securing  a  fair,  adequate,  and 
exhaustive  discussion  on  a  point  affect- 
ing the  interests  and  fortunes  of  our 
country. 

(1.50.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  Does 
the  noble  Lord  expect  everybody  on  this 
Bench  to  rise  and  express  an  opinion  as 
to  what  should  be  the  progress  of  this 
Debate?  This  may  be  an  interesting 
proceeding,  but  it  is  also  a  new  method 
of  procedure  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  have  been  cautious  to  give  no  pledges 
in  this  matter,  because  the  other  day  the 
leader  of  the  House  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  charged  me  with  having 
broken  pledges  which  I  did  not  consider 
I  had  given,  or  indeed  that  anybody 
had  given.  I  do  not  intend  to  expose 
myself  to  such  a  charge  hereafter.  The 
action  of  the  Government   is  calculated 


to  make  it  impossible  for  any  flag  of 
truce  to  be  held  out  from  these  Benches 
with  a  view  to  facilitating  business. 
That  is  the  reason  why  I  have  given  no 
pledge.  But  if  it  is  desired  that  I  should 
rise  and  express  concurrence  with  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  I  readily  do  so,  because 
I  fully  agree  with  it,  although  I  wish  to 
be  cautious  about  entering  into  pledges. 

(1.52.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  has  said  there  is 
not  much  difference  bstween  the  views 
of  the  Government  and  those  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  I  do  not  know  how 
far  to  interpret  what  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  has  said  to  mean  that  to- 
morrow will  suffice  for  the  discussion  of 
the  remaining  clauses.  That  is  under- 
stood to  be  the  view  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  the  Members  for  Derby  and 
Wolverhampton.  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  has  said  that  he  will  be 
no  party  to  any  kind  of  bargain.  From 
the  attitudo  of  the  hon.  Member  the 
Government  may  fairly  expect  that  to- 
morrow hon.  Members  may  discuss  one 
or  two  Amendments,  and  in  the  evening 
the  Committee  may  find  itself  in  the 
same  position  as  we  are  in  at  this 
moment.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton has  said,  "  Let  us  fight  it  out," 
and  in  that  sentiment  he  was  cheered  by 
a  section  of  hon.  Members  opposite.  The 
Government  think  that,  on  the  whole,  the 
hon.  Member  is  more  in  command  of 
this  warfare  than  some  other  older 
Members ;  but  if  the  Government  ob- 
tain a  reasonable  hope  that  the  Scotch 
and  the  Irish  Members  may  be  able  to 
present  their  case  to-morrow  then  they 
will  be  disposed  to  report  Progress  now. 
If,  however,  there  is  no  indication  to  that 
effect,  the  Government  must  act  on  the 
principle  enunciated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton. 

(1.56.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
entertaining  any  expectation  that  he 
chooses.  How  is  it  possible  for  me  to* 
say  that  the  Debate  will  come  to  an  end 
to-morrow  ?  All  this  is  in  the  womb  of 
the  future.  I  protest  against  the  system 
which  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
adopts  of  saying,  "  You  must  go  on  until 
an  unreasonable  hour  of  the  night  unless 
you  enter  into  some  agreement  that 
you     will    only    debate    the     question 
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until  a  certain  time  next  day." 
I  have  already  said  let  us  fight  it  out.  I 
did  not  think  there  was  the  slightest 
chance  of  coming  to  terms  with  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  There  is  only  one 
way  out  of  the  difficulty,  and  that  is  for 
the  Government  to  be  reasonable  and 
surrender. 

•(1.59.)  Mr.  LENG  (Dundee):  As  a 
new  -Member  of  the  House  I  am  not 
accustomed  to  .these  untimely  hours. 
Before  I  came  here  my  constituents, 
knowing  that  I  was  not  over  strong,  ad- 
vised me  to  take  care  of  my  health.  I 
promised  that  I  would  do  so;  but  I  am 
afraid  that  on  this,  the  first  occasion  of 
temptation,  I  have  yielded,  and  have  broken 
my  promise.  I  rise  to  support  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Aberdeenshire,  because  it 
appears  to  me  that  at  this  moment 
we  are  not  a  deliberative  Assembly. 
How  can  we,  at  2  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, enter  into  a  discussion  on  a  series  of 
clauses  of  the  utmost  importance  to  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  1  I  agree  with  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeenshire  has  said 
that  the  people  of  Scotland  are  intensely 
interested  and  feel  great  anxiety  with 
regard  to  the  two  clauses  that  have  to 
come  before  the  House,  and  the  attempt 
to  force  their  consideration  on  the  House 
at  2  o'clock  in  the  morning,  after 
many  Members  have  been  here  from  11 
o'clock  on  the  preceding  day,  and  we 
are  to  have  a  Morning  Sitting  to-day,  is 
a  thing  against  which  I,  for  one,  enter 
my  strongest  protest. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE :  I  appeal  to  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  on  behalf  of 
his  Colleague  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. I  am  quite  certain  that,  if  the 
Government  go  on  in  the  way  they 
propose,  they  will  be  the  death  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

(2.5.)  Mr.  Halsey  rose  in  his 
place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the 
Question  be  now  put ;"  but  The  Chair- 
man withheld  his  assent,  and  declined 
then  to  put  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  If  one's  sympa- 
thetic expressions  are  to  be  met  in 
this  way  this  is  the  last  time  I 
shall  ever  express  my  sympathy  with 
anyone  on  the  opposite  side. 
Mr,  Labouchere 


Dr.  TANNER  :  I  concur  with  the 
argument  just  addressed  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  I  have  been  in 
this  House  since  2  o'clock  yesterday, 
and  I  am  supposed  to  come  here  again  at 
11  o'clock  to-day.  It  has  been  shown  that 
other  Members  have  been  here  since  11 
o'clock  yesterday  and  that  the  House  is 
to  meet  again  at  2  o'clock  this  afternoon. 
It  will  be  absolutely  and  physically  im- 
possible that  hon.  Members  should  per- 
form their  duty  if  called  upon  to  sit  so 
many  hours  together,  and  I  think  the 
country  will  expect  from  the  Govern- 
ment something  more  than  the  silly  way 
in  which  they  are  treating  the  wishes  of 
the  Representatives  of  Scotland. 

(2.12.)  Mr.  Aird  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put ";  but  The  Chaibman 
withheld  his  assent,  and  declined  then 
to  put  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  have  spoken  very 
seldom  on  this  measure,  and  on  the 
occasions  when1 1  have  spoken  to-night 
it  has  been  simply  on  medical  matters 
with  which  I  am  acquainted,  and  then 
I  so  condensed  what  I  had  to  say  that 
even  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  satisfied.  I  ask  only  for  fair  play, 
the  standard  of  which  ought  to  be  up- 
held by  the  English  Members.  I  think 
the  Government  ought  to  assent  to  the 
request  made  on  behalf  of  the  Scotch 
Members.  In  this  case,  the  Govern- 
ment are  occupying  the  undignified  posi- 
tion in  which  they  allow  the  "  tail  to  wag 
the  dog."  But  I  will  not  speak  at  any 
undue  length,  and  will  conclude  by 
expressing  a  hope  that  the  Government 
will  consult  the  wishes  of  the  large 
minority  of  this  House,  and  allow  the 
further  consideration  of  this  question  to 
be  postponed. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Chairman  do 
now  leave  the  Chair." 

(2.13.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  114;  Noes  177.— (Div.  List,  No.  97.) 

(2.20.)  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  •  Mr.  Courtney,  I  confess  I  do 
not  understand  what  it  is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  any  longer  waiting  for. 
The  proposal  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Fowler)   he  acknowledged   to  be  very 
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satisfactory,  and  the  noble  Marquess 
invited  Members  of  this  Bench  to  express 
their  opinion  upon  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir.  W.  Harcourt)  gave  an 
expression  of  his  opinion,  to  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I  under- 
stood, did  not  object.  But  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  expecting  is  an 
assurance  from  every  part  of  the  House 
that  Clauses  6  and  7  will  be  passed 
to-morrow.  He  is  experienced  enough 
to  know  that  he  cannot  get  such  an 
undertaking  ;  therefore  he  must  look  to 
the  probabilities  of  the  case.  Clause  6, 
I  understand,  chiefly  affects  the  interests 
of  the  Scottish  and  Irish  peasantry.  It 
is  not  likely  that  Irish  Members  will 
interfere  with  the  discussion  of  Clause  6, 
but  what  will  happen,  as  the  result  of 
the  unconciliatory  attitude  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  will  be  that 
to-morrow,  when  the  Motion  is  made  for 
taking  the  whole  time  of  the  House  for 
this  Bill,  the  discussion  will  be  prolonged, 
and  it  is  perfectly  certain,  after  what  has 
happened  to-night,  that  the  discussion 
on  Clause  7  will  be  prolonged  even 
beyond  what  its  importance  demands. 
I  do  not,  like  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton,  demand  the 
surrender  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  I  appeal  to  him  to  take  a  business-like 
view  of  the  situation,  and  extricate  the 
matter  from  its  difficult  position  by  not 
insisting  upon  going  on  with  the  clause. 

(2.22.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  What  I  think 
we  can  ask  is  that  from  the  various  sec- 
tions of  the  House  there  should  be  some 
kind  of  a  promise  given.  If  we  could 
get  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  North- 
ampton, and  from  one  or  two  of  the 
leaders  of  the  Irish  Party,  language 
similar  to  that  which  has  been  used  by 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  would  be 
sufficient  for  the  Government.  But  we 
have  no  kind  of  distinct  hope  that  hon. 
Members  will  do  their  best  to  bring  this 
matter  to  a  determination.  What  we 
want  is  a  fair  assurance,  not  an  absolute 
promise,  from  sections  of  the  House 
chiefly  interested,  that  we  shall  be  able 
to  make  progress  if  we  stop  to-night. 
But  it  must  be  clearly  understood  by 
hon.  Members  that  until  this  Bill  has 
been  passed  the  adjournment  cannot  be 
moved.  It  is  for  that  reason  that  we  are 


anxious  to  be  tolerably  certain  that  the 
Bill  will  pass  through  the  Report  stage 
to-morrow,  and  not  be  left  in  precisely 
the  same  position  as  it  is  to-night.  If 
we  are  met  by  the  Members  for  Ireland 
and  Scotland  in  the  same  spirit  as  that 
shown  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
dare  say  we  should  consent  to  report 
Progress. 

(2.25.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  The 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  is  quite  right  in 
believing  that  what  is  desired  is  that  we 
should  come  to  a  reasonable  understand- 
ing, but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  that  he  is  not  going  to  move  the 
adjournment  until  the  Bill  has  passed, 
and  he  addressed  that  observation  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side,  as  if  they, 
and  not  hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  own 
side,  were  to  be  deprived  of  a  holiday — 
rather  a  novel  proceeding,  though  I  do 
not  suppose  that  is  what  *  he  contem- 
plates. My  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  said  that  if  we  on  this 
Bench  expressed  concurrence  in  the 
proposal  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Fowler),  he  and  the  Government  would 
be  satisfied.  We  have  done  so,  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  putting 
my  noble  Friend  in  the  wrong  by  not 
taking  the  opportunity  to  come  to  a 
settlement  on  the  subject.  Instead  of 
that  he  goes  round  the  House  and  says 
he  wants  an  undertaking  from  here  and 
from  there,  without  specifying  anyone, 
until  we  do  not  know  at  the  present 
moment  whose  statement  will  satisfy  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  What  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wants  is  a  business- 
like expectation^  passing  the  Bill.  He 
has  got  it.  Why  does  he  not  accept  it? 
He  will  not.  It  is  not  our  fault:  The 
further  assurance  which  he  desires  to  get 
I  say  is  not  business-like. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  If  I  understood  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Belfast,  I  understood  him  to  say  that  he 
would  be  bound  by  no  kind  of  bargain. 
He  held  out  no  hope  whatever. 

Mr.SEXTON :  I  think  it  is  humiliating 
under  the  duress  of  the  Closure  that  a 
promise  should  be  extorted.  I  object  to  the 
endeavour  to  extort  these  bargains  from 
Members  of  this  House,  who  are  here  in 
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until  a  certain  time  next  day." 
I  have  already  said  let  us  fight  it  out.  I 
did  not  think  there  was  the  slightest 
chance  of  coming  to  terms  with  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  There  is  only  one 
way  out  of  the  difficulty,  and  that  is  for 
the  Government  to  be  reasonable  and 
surrender. 

*(1.59.)  Mb.  LENG  (Dundee) :  As  a 
new  -Member  of  the  House  I  am  not 
accustomed  to  .these  untimely  hours. 
Before  I  came  here  my  constituents, 
knowing  that  I  was  not  over  strong,  ad- 
vised me  to  take  care  of  my  health.  I 
promised  that  I  would  do  so;  but  I  am 
afraid  that  on  this,  the  first  occasion  of 
temptation,  I  have  yielded,  and  have  broken 
my  promise.  I  rise  to  support  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Aberdeenshire,  because  it 
appears  to  me  that  at  this  moment 
we  are  not  a  deliberative  Assembly. 
How  can  we,  at  2  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, enter  into  a  discussion  on  a  series  of 
clauses  of  the  utmost  importance  to  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  1  I  agree  with  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeenshire  has  said 
that  the  people  of  Scotland  are  intensely 
interested  and  feel  great  anxiety  with 
regard  to  the  two  clauses  that  have  to 
come  before  the  House,  and  the  attempt 
to  force  their  consideration  on  the  House 
at  2  o'clock  in  the  morning,  after 
many  Members  have  been  here  from  11 
o'clock  on  the  preceding  day,  and  we 
are  to  have  a  Morning  Sitting  to-day,  is 
a  thing  against  which  I,  for  one,  enter 
my  strongest  protest. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE :  I  appeal  to  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  on  behalf  of 
his  Colleague  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. I  am  quite  certain  that,  if  the 
Government  go  on  in  the  way  they 
propose,  they  will  be  the  death  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

(2.5.)  Mr.  Halsev  rose  in  his 
place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the 
Question  be  now  put ;"  but  The  Chair- 
man withheld  his  assent,  and  declined 
then  to  put  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE :  If  one's  sympa- 
thetic expressions  are  to  be  met  in 
this  way  this  is  the  last  time  I 
shall  ever  express  my  sympathy  with 
anyone  on  the  opposite  side. 
Mr.  Labouchere 


Dr.  TANNER:  I  concur  with  the 
argument  just  addressed  to  the.  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  I  have  been  in 
this  House  since  2  o'clock  yesterday, 
and  I  am  supposed  to  come  here  again  at 
11  o'clock  to-day.  It  has  been  shown  that 
other  Members  have  been  here  since  11 
o'clock  yesterday  and  that  the  House  is 
to  meet  again  at  2  o'clock  this  afternoon. 
It  will  be  absolutely  and  physically  im- 
possible that  hon.  Members  should  per- 
form their  duty  if  called  upon  to  sit  so 
many  hours  together,  and  I  think  the 
country  will  expect  from  the  Govern- 
ment something  more  than  the  silly  way 
in  which  they  are  treating  the  wishes  of 
the  Representatives  of  Scotland. 

(2.12.)  Mr.  Aird  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put ";  but  The  Chairman 
withheld  his  assent,  and  declined  then 
to  put  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  have  spoken  very 
seldom  on  this  measure,  and  on  the 
occasions  when1 1  have  spoken  to-night 
it  has  been  simply  on  medical  matters 
with  which  I  am  acquainted,  and  then 
I  so  condensed  what  I  had  to  say  that 
even  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  satisfied.  I  ask  only  for  fair  play, 
the  standard  of  which  ought  to  be  up- 
held by  the  English  Members.  I  think 
the  Government  ought  to  assent  to  the 
request  made  on  behalf  of  the  Scotch 
Members.  In  this  case,  the  Govern- 
ment are  occupying  the  undignified  posi- 
tion in  which  they  allow  the  "  tail  to  wag 
the  dog."  But  I  will  not  speak  at  any 
undue  length,  and  will  conclude  by 
expressing  a  hope  that  the  Government 
will  consult  the  wishes  of  the  large 
minority  of  this  House,  and  allow  the 
further  consideration  of  this  question  to 
be  postponed. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Chairman  do 
now  leave  the  Chair." 

(2.13.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  114;  Noes  177.— (Div.  List,  No,  97.) 

(2.20.)  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  confess  I  do 
not  understand  what  it  is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  any  longer  waiting  for. 
The  proposal  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Fowler)   he  acknowledged    to  be   very 
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(2.42.)  Mr.  T.  HARRINGTON 
(Dublin,  Harbour ) :  I  have  not  yet  had 
an  opportunity  of  speaking  on  this 
measure.  I  would  dissociate  myself  from 
the  spirit  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen,  that  we  have 
been  making  an  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment For  my  part,  I  would  not  be  a 
party  to  making  an  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment; I  would  ask  them  to  look  at 
themselves  as  others  see  them,  and  they 

will  be  surprised  at  the  sorry  figure  they 
out.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
had  gone  home,  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  seems  anxious  to  make 
as  peddling  a  bargain  as  ever  took  place 
over  an  emergency  pig  in  Ireland.  We 
repudiate  all  these  bargains,  and  would 
impress  upon  the  Government  that  it 
would  redound  to  their  credit  if  they 
accepted  this  reasonable  Motion,  and 
:tgreed  to  report  Progress.  If  they  do 
not  do  that,  let  them  agree  to  sit  con- 
tinuously until  the  end  of  the  week, 
without  an  adjournment.  I  would  say 
to  the  Government,  as  a  friend,  speaking 
on  the  Irish  question  from  an  Irish  point 
of  view,  said —  • 

"  We  have  a  hand  to  hold  in  friendship, 
And  another  to  make  you  quake ; 
And  you  are  welcome  .to  whichsoever 
It  pleases  yoa  most  to  take." 

(2.44.)    Mb.     CONYBEARE:      The 

right  hon.   Gentleman   is  asking  us  to 

bind    ourselves  down   by    agreements; 

but  I  remind  him  that  we  are  here  to- 
night in  the  interests  of  our  constituents, 
and  I  may  tell  him  that  I,  myself,  would 
never  enter  into  a  disgraceful  bargain 
which  would  practically  be  a  dereliction 
of  duty.  There  is  another  point  to  which 
I  would  call  attention.  It  has  been 
assumed  that  only  Scotchmen  and  Irish- 
men are  interested  in  this  discussion; 
that  is  an  entire  illusion. 

(2.45.)  Mr.  Tomlinson  rose  in  his 
place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "That  the 
Question  be  now  put ; "  but  the  Chair- 
man withheld  his  assent,  and  declined 
then  to  put  that  Question. 

Debate   resumed. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE :  I  shall  be  very 
'    much  surprised,  as  this  Debate  goes  on,  if 
VOL.  CCCXL1V.      [third  series.] 


it  does  not  become  evident  that  much  has 
to  be  said  on  the  question  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  English  Members.  As 
an  English  Representative  myself,  I 
shall  have  no  hesitation  in  adding  my 
quota  to  the  discussion  on  this  clause 
when  we  get  to  it.  I  am  perfectly  ready 
to  give  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
this  assurance,  that,  as  far  as  I  am  per- 
sonally concerned,  I  will  confine  myself 
to  the  discussion  of  every  clause  of  this 
Bill  only  as  fully,  and  fairly,  and  intelli- 
gently as  my  limited  capacity  will  enable 
me,  and  my  duty  to  my  constituents  will 
require  me. 

(2.47.)  Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone, 
Mid)  :  A  few  minutes  ago  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  on  the  point 
of  saying  that  he  understood  from  the 
observations  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  that 
he  might  reasonably  hope  that  at  the  end 
of  a  certain  period  the  House  might  come 
to    a  conclusion  on   Clauses   6  and   7. 

Since  then,  in  consequence  of  some 
slight  interruption,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  remained  silent.  It  is  per- 
fectly plain  that  the  silence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  altogether  due  to 
dudgeon;  his  attitude  is  one  of  sheer 
obstinacy.  The  Government  can  keep 
us  here  dividing  until  morning,  but  it  is 
perfectly  impossible  to  make  any  progress 
with  business.  Surely  they  have  suffi- 
cient courage  to  come  forward  and  admir 
that  for  the  last  two  hours  they  have 
been  delaying  the  Committee  and 
obstructing  the  public  business.  I  can- 
not, for  the  life  of  me,  understand  why 
Money  Bills  should  be  favoured  more 
than  other  Bills,  and  that  it  should  be 
competent  to  discuss  them  at  a  time 
when  any  other  opposed  Bill  cannot  be 
taken. 

*(2.50.)  Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen): 
I  am  surprised  that  in  addressing  his 
remarks  to  the  Scotch  Members  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not 
perceive  that  he  was  inflicting  as  deadly 
an  insult  upon  them  as  it  was  in  his 
power  to  inflict.  He  talked  to  us  as  if 
we  were  a  set  of  disorderly  schoolboys, 
and  said  that,  if  we  would  promise  to  be 
of  good  behaviour  he  would  be  graciously 
pleased    not    to    ask   us   to   begin   the 

3  C 
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the  discharge  of  their  duties.  I  repeat 
what  I  did  say,  that  to-morrow  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  able  to  calculate 
whether  or  not  they  could  move  the 
adjournment  on  Friday,  and  I,  for  my 
part,  see  no  reason  to  doubt  that  they 
will  be  able  to  do  so. 

Mb.  CLANCY  :  I  rise  to  move,  Sir, 
that  yon  report  Progress  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  again.  The  attempt  to  discuss  any- 
thing at  this  hour  of  the  night  is  an 
outrage  and  a  farce. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Clancy.) 

Me.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town)  :  I 

beg  to  second  the   proposition,  and  in 

doing  so,  I  appsal  to  the   Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer  whether  he  has  not  ssen 
many  a  wrangle  of  this  sort,  and  whether 
he  has  ever  seen  the  Government  with 
such  a  minority  on  this  side  succeed  in 
doing  any  business  after  a  wrangle  of 
this  sort  V  I  would  go  further,  and  ask 
him  what  he  expects  to  get  if  he  does 
win?  Will  he  get  a  calm  discussion  of 
questions  upon  which  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers have  appealed  to  him  time  after 
time  for  opportunity  for  full  discussion. 
I  second  the  proposition,  but  I  do  hope 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  see  that  he  has  been  met  on  this 
side  of  the  House  in  an  amicable  spirit, 
although  we  have  been  compelled  to 
refuse  to  bind  ourselves  by  pledges. 

(2.31.)  Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark, 
Mid)  :  As  a  Scotch  Member,  I  desire  to 
join  in  the  hope  that  the  Government 
will  not  force  us  to  begin  a  discussion 
upon  a  question  of  so  much  importance 
to  Scotch  Members  at  this  unseemly 
hour  of  the  morning.  It  is  after  half- 
past  two,  and  as  many  of  us  have  to 
meet  at  half -past  11  to-morrow  it  is 
ridiculous  to  suppose  that  we  can  start 
upon  an  important  discussion  now. 

(2.32.)     Mr.  ESSLEMONT:  I  think 

the     Scotch      Members      have      really 

humiliated    themselves    quite    enough. 

We  have  appealed  to  the  Government ; 

we   have  not  detained  the   House ;  we 

have  a  strong  case  ;  the  question  is  one 

in  which  our  constituents  are  deeply  in- 
Mr.  Sexton 


terested ;  and  at  this  hour  of  the  night 
we  cannot  be  reported.  Under  the 
circumstances,  we  think  it  is  not  un- 
reasonable that  we  should  desire  an 
adjournment.  I  do  not  know  what 
opportunity  we  shall  have  of  discussing 
these  matters  on  Report,  but  I  must  say 
that  if  the  Government  think  that  they 
are  facilitating  business  by  the  measures 
they  are  adopting  they  are  very  much 
mistaken.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
reasonable  or  dignified  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers to  beg  favours  any  longer  at  the 
hands  of  the  Government.  If  they 
think  they  are  doing  justice  to  Scotland 
in  endeavouring  to  force  on  the  Debate 
at  this  hour,  let  them  do  it. 

(2.38.)  Mr.  DILLON:  The  idea 
seems  to  have  got  abroad  that  it  is 
only  the  Scotch  Members  who  are  in- 
terested in  this  matter,  but  nothing 
could  be  further  from  the  truth.  I 
myself  have  materials  in  my  hand  which 
would  enable  me  to  speak  upon  this 
question  for  fully  three-quarters  of  an 
hour,  and  I  should  have  done  it  ere  this 
had  I  not  been  ruled  out  of  order.  The 
question  is  one  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance to  the  Irish  people,  and  I  can  assure 
the  Government  that  directly  the  Scotch 
part  of  the  question  has  come  to  an  end 
the  Irish  Question  will  begin.  I  would 
suggest  that  if  we  are  to  continue  this 
Debate  someone  should  be  asked  to  take 
your  place,  Sir. 

(2.39.)    Mr.    T.   M.  HEALY:   Sup- 
posing the  Motion  is  withdrawn,  and  we 
go  on  with  business,  will  the  Govern- 
ment give  us  a  guarantee  that,  if  we  sit 
— although  we  may  astonish  the  country 
— from   now  until   Thursday  next,  we 
shall  be   allowed  to  go  on  with  the  dis- 
cussion, and  shall  not  be  closured?     I 
am   quite  prepared  to  go  on  with  the 
Debate,    but    would    propose    a    short 
adjournment  for  a  half -hour  for  refresh- 
ments.      If    the    Government    take    a 
strong  view  on  the  matter,  and  insist  on 
having  their  way,  I  am  quite  prepared  to 
sit  up  all  night.  I  understand  the  subject 
so  thoroughly  that  I  am  quite  prepared 
to  discuss  it  now  and  always. 


1373       Cnstoms  and  Inland        {Mat  19,  1890} 


Revenue  BUI, 


1374 


\ 


(2.42.)  Mr.  T.  HARRINGTON 
(Dublin,  Harbour  i :  I  have  not  yet  had 
an  opportunity  of  speaking  on  this 
measure.  I  would  dissociate  myself  from 
the  spirit  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen,  that  we  have 
been  making  an  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment. For  my  part,  I  would  not  be  a 
party  to  making  an  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment; I  would  ask  them  to  look  at 
themselves  as  others  see  them,  and  they 

will  be  surprised  at  the  sorry  figure  they 
out.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
has  gone  home,  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  seems  anxious  to  make 
as  peddling  a  bargain  as  ever  took  place 
over  an  emergency  pig  in  Ireland.  We 
repudiate  all  these  bargains,  and  would 
impress  upon  the  Government  that  it 
would  redound  to  their  credit  if  they 
accepted  this  reasonable  Motion,  and 
agreed  to  report  Progress.  If  they  do 
not  do  that,  let  them  agree  to  sit  con- 
tinuously until  the  end  of  the  week, 
without  an  adjournment.  I  would  say 
to  the  Government,  as  a  friend,  speaking 
on  the  Irish  question  from  an  Irish  point 
of  view,  said —  * 

"  We  have  a  hand  to  hold  in  friendship, 
And  another  to  make  you  quake; 
And  yon  are  welcome  .to  whichsoever 
It  pleases  yon  most  to  take." 

(2.44.)    Mb.    CONYBEARE:      The 

right  hon.   Gentleman   is  asking  us  to 

bind    ourselves  down   by    agreements; 

but  I  remind  him  that  we  are  here  to- 
night in  the  interests  of  our  constituents, 
and  I  may  tell  him  that  I,  myself,  would 
never  enter  into  a  disgraceful  bargain 
which  would  practically  be  a  dereliction 
of  duty.  There  is  another  point  to  which 
I  would  call  attention.  It  has  been 
assumed  that  only  Scotchmen  and  Irish- 
men are  interested  in  this  discussion; 
that  is  an  entire  illusion. 

(2.45.)  Mr.  Tomlinson  rose  in  his 
place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "That  the 
Question  be  now  put ; "  but  the  Chair- 
man withheld  his  assent,  and  declined 
then  to  put  that  Question. 

Debate   resumed. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE :  I  shall  be  very 
much  surprised,  as  this  Debate  goes  on,  if 
VOL.  CCCXL1V.      [third  series.] 


it  does  not  become  evident  that  much  has 
to  be  said  on  the  question  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  English  Members.  As 
an  English  Representative  myself,  I 
shall  have  no  hesitation  in  adding  my 
quota  to  the  discussion  on  this  clause 
when  we  get  to  it.  I  am  perfectly  ready 
to  give  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
this  assurance,  that,  as  far  as  I  am  per- 
sonally concerned,  I  will  confine  myself 
to  the  discussion  of  every  clause  of  this 
Bill  only  as  fully,  and  fairly,  and  intelli- 
gently as  my  limited  capacity  will  enable 
me,  and  my  duty  to  my  constituents  will 
require  me. 

(2.47.)  Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone, 
Mid)  :  A  few  minutes  ago  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  on  the  point 
of  saying  that  he  understood  from  the 
observations  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  that 
he  might  reasonably  hope  that  at  the  end 
of  a  certain  period  the  House  might  come 
to    a  conclusion  on   Clauses   6  and  7. 

Since  then,  in  consequence  of  some 
slight  interruption,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  remained  silent.  It  is  per- 
fectly plain  that  the  silence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  altogether  due  to 
dudgeon;  his  attitude  is  one  of  sheer 
obstinacy.  The  Government  can  keep 
us  here  dividing  until  morning,  but  it  is 
perfectly  impossible  to  make  any  progress 
with  business.  Surely  they  have  suffi- 
cient courage  to  come  forward  and  admit 
that  for  the  last  two  hours  they  have 
been  delaying  the  Committee  and 
obstructing  the  public  business.  I  can- 
not, for  the  life  of  me,  understand  why 
Money  Bills  should  be  favoured  more 
than  other  Bills,  and  that  it  should  be 
competent  to  discuss  them  at  a  time 
when  any  other  opposed  Bill  cannot  be 
taken. 

*(2.50.)  Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen)  : 
I  am  surprised  that  in  addressing  his 
remarks  to  the  Scotch  Members  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not 
perceive  that  he  was  inflicting  as  deadly 
an  insult  upon  them  as  it  was  in  his 
power  to  inflict.  He  talked  to  us  as  if 
we  were  a  set  of  disorderly  schoolboys, 
and  said  that,  if  we  would  promise  to  be 
of  good  behaviour  he  would  be  graciously 
pleased    not    to    ask   us  to   begin   the 
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4i$cus6ion  of  an  important  Scotch  ques- 
tion at  ?  o'clock  in  the  morning-  I 
cj&im  that  Scotland  has  a  right  to 
a  fair  phare  of  the  time  pf  the  Honqe, 
an£  to.  have  her  business  discussed 
af  reasonable  hours,  an4  I  leaye 
the  Committee  to  judge  whether  1,  or  3, 
or  3  o'clock  in  the  morning  is  a  reason- 
able hour  to  begin  a  discussion  of  this 
kind.     %  this  Bill  the  Qover^ment  are 

taking  froin  Scotland  <£6Q,QO0  a  !*&*-  Is 
it  reasonable  or  fair  that  such  a  Bill 
should  be  debated  at  this  hour  ?  If  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wishes  to 
go  to  war  with  the  Scotch  Members  he 
is  taking  the  righ^  course ;  but,  as  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  under  no  consideration 
would  I  degrade  myself  by  making  any 
promise  whatever  to  him. 
f(2.53.)  CAPrim  VERNEY  (Books, 
If.) :  I  agree  that  this  is,  not  altogether 
an  Irish  or  a  Scotch  question  ;  it  affects 
every  English  Member,  and  it  affects 
everyone  who  cares  for  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  House,  and  who  does  not 
wish  to  haye  the  House  pf  Commons 
exposed  to  ridicule  by  absurd  and 
preposterous  proceedings.  There  must 
be  a  means  of  bringing  this  wrangle  to 
a  reasonable  and  honourable  conclusion. 
The  Government  haye  had  from  this 
side  every  assurance  that  can  possibly 
be  given  that  an  endeavour  will  be 
made  to  prevent  protracted  Debate  on 
succeeding  stages.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  suggested  that  assurances 
should  be  given  to  him  from  other 
quarters.  Surely  that  is  hardly  desir- 
able; we  do  not  want  to  recognise  a 
vast  variety  of  different  sections  in  this 
House.  There  will  be  np  end  to  it  if 
we  do.  The  leaders  of  sections  in  this 
House  are  not  responsible  as*  are  leaders 
sitting  on  the  Front  Benches.  As 
for  the  Front  Opposition  Benches  the 
country  looks  to  them  to  do  their  duty 
quite  as  much  as  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  the  Front  Ministerial  Bench.  I 
maintain  that  they  are  doing  their  duty 
to-night,  but  that  while  they  are  respon- 
sible the  leaders  of  sections  below  the 
Gangway  are  not  responsible.  Seeing 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  received 
suoh  friendly  assurances  from  this  side 
of  the  House,  even  if  he  thinks 
lie  is  making  sacrifices,  I  would 
urge  him  to  accept  the  proposals 
Mr,  Hunter 


made*  kje  should  not  be  tqo  rigjd 
in  this  matter — someone  must  giye 
way  on  one  other  side  or  the  other, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  that  desire  is 
very  strong  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
devise  some  means  of  extracting  u§  from 
our  present  difficulty. 

(2.59.)    ElR.    FITZGERALD  (Lpngr 
fprd,  S.)  :  On  sanitary  grounds  I  wpulil 
appeal  to  the  Chancellor   of    tfie    Ex- 
chequer and  t°<  h°£*  Gentlemen  on  fep£h 
sjdes,  to  bring  this  unseemly  wrangle  to 

a  conclusion — I  say  on  sanitary  grounds, 
for  I  sae  a  Member  sitting  behind  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  a 
thoroughly  collapsed  condition.  The 
fact  is  that  we  have  been  bamboozled 
into  passing  the  5th  clause.  I  cou|d 
have  discussed  the  question  of  chloro- 
form for  two  and  a  half  hours ;  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  forces  us  to  discuss 
this  clause  now  I  will  find  some  means; 
of  slipping  the  chloroform  into  the  spirits, 
because  1  do  not  think  the  5th  clause 
has  been  adequately  discussed.  Hie 
Government  are  endeavouring  to  rob 
Ireland  at  3  in  the  morning,  but  we 
do  not  mean  to  be  robbed.  We  simply 
want  to  discuss  these  important  clauses 
to-morrow  or  the  day  after,  or  tie  day 
after  that,  because  we  do  not  want  to  go 
for  a  holiday  at  all.  We  have  been  sent 
here  to  do  the  business  of  the  country, 
and  it  appears  to  me  that  it  is  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Tinges  newspaper  that  the 
Government  are  doing.  The  sooner  we 
proceed  to  business  the  better. 

(3.2.)  Dr.  TANNER:  There  is  no 
doubt  in  the  world  that  the  Qovernment 
has  entered  into  what  is  known  in  Irer 
land  as  a  criminal  conspiracy 

Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

(3.3.)  The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes 
167  ;  Noes  107.— (Div  List,  No.  98.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again." 

(3.15.)  The  Committee  divided : — Ayes 
107  ;  Noes  167.— (Div  List,  No.  99.) 
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(3.24.)  Goi^kbl  NOLAN :  I  wish  to 
ask  the,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  thinks  it  will  conduce  to  his 
•character  as  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
<WF  1°  pass  the  most  important  part 
of  his  Budget  scheme  after  having 
silenced  those,  who  represent  the 
majority  of  the  people?  I  would  also 
aajt  ftim  whether  he  has  any  rsgarcj  for 
lus  Gwn  health  or  (ihat  of  other  men's  ?  J 
beg  to  move,  Sir,  that  you  do  now  leave 
the  Chair. 

Motfan  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  dq  now  leave  the 
Chair." — (Coionel  Jfolaw.) 

(3.25.)  Sir  W.  HARCQURT:  I 
would  really  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  has  not  carried 
this  lesson  in  Home  Rule  for  Scotland 
and  Ireland  far  enough)  For  a  first 
1  esson,  I  think  th  is  is  sufficient  to  show  what 
is  the  Jime  of  night  at  which  tye  parlia- 
ment qf  Westminster  thinks  fit  to  do  the 
business  of  Scotland  and  Ireland.  The 
assertion  of  principle  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  desired  to  make  has  now 
been  made,  and  I  do  not  think  it  will  be 
advanced  any  further  by  sitting  for  three 
or  four  hours  more.  I  think  this 
measure  for  the  endowment  of  the  pub- 
licans ought  to  be  resisted  in  every  pos- 
sible way.  He  has  resolved  to  carry  it, 
and  we  are  resolved,  if  we  can,  to  pre- 
vent his  carrying  it.  We  believe  we  are 
supported  by  the  majority  of  the 
country.  That  is  a  matter  of  opinion ; 
but  it  is  a  matter  you  can  4^°^e<  H 
you  would  like  that  4ecision,  the  sooner 
you  invite  it  the  better.  In  the  mean- 
while we  are  satisfied  and  convinced 
that  in  resisting  your  legislation  we  are 
supported  by  the  majority  of  the  country. 
That  being  so,  the  only,  question  is  how 
many  days  and  nights  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  chooses  to  proceed  ?  I  should 
have  thought  he  had  done  enough  to- 
night. If  that  is  so,  let  us  go  in  and  dis- 
cuss the  matter  to-morrow  in  a  reason- 
able way.  Would  it  be  possible  for 
anybody  to  state  now  his  case  on  this 
clause  in  a  manner  which  would  be 
reasonably  satisfactory  to  the  country? 
I  am  sure  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer must  feel  that,  and,therefore,  I  can- 
not understand  whatad  vantage  he  can  hope 
to  gain  by  continuing  the  contest  to- 
night. 


(3.26.)  The  M>rguess  or  HAR,TING- 
TON :  Perhaps  the  Committee  will  allow 
me  to  support  the  appeal  made  to  the 
Government  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby.  I  do  not  do  it  pre- 
cisely on  the  same  grounds ;  Irot  I  do  it 
from  another,  and,  I  think,  a  sufficient 
ground.  You,  Mr.  Courtney,  have,  in 
the  exercise  of  your  discretion,  allowed,  I 
think,  several — I  do  not  knpw  whether, 
three  or  four — dilatory  Motipns  to  he  put 
in  succession. 

Mft.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  :  Mr.  Courtney, 
I  rise  to  order.  I  wish  to  ask  you 
whether  it  is  in  order  for  the  noble 
Marquess  to  cast  aspersions  upon  yqnr 
conduct  P 

The  CHAIRtfAtf :  I  do  npt  under- 
stand he  has  done  so. 

The    Mabquess  of    HARRINGTON: 

Nothing  was  further  from  my  intension 

than  to  cast  any  aspersion.     I  am  not 

certain  whether  a  dilatory  Motion  is  a 
proper  term;  but  a  Motion  to  report 
Progress,  or  that  the  Chairman  do  leave 
the  Chair,  is  generally  known  by  the 
name  of  a  dilatory  Option.  It  is  entirely 
within  the  discretion  of  the  Chairman  fo 
refuse  to  allow  such  a  Motion  to  he  put, 
and  it  is  within  his  power  to  allow  such  a 
Motion,  without  in  the  smallest  degree 
questioning  the  motive  which  actuated 
it.  But  I  was  saying  that  you,  Sir, 
have  permitted  these  Motions  to  be  put, 
and  it  is  probable,  as  time  becomes  more 
and  more  inopportune  for  the  discussion 
of  serious  matters,  you  will  continue  to 
allow  them.  That  being  the  case,  the 
probability  is  we  shall  only  spend  two  or 
three  hours  more  in  discussing  Motions 
of  this  kind,  and  not  come  any  nearer  the 
discussion  of  the  clause.  In  these  circum- 
stances, and  also  considering  that  there 
is  still  a  large  amount  of  time  a$  the  f}is- 
posal  of  the  Committee  to  consider  the 
further  clauses  of  the  Bill  before  the 
hplidays,  I  hope  that  the  Government 
will  not  think  it  necessary  to  push  mat- 
ters to  an  extremity  this  evening,  and 
that,  if  necessary,  they  will  postpone  the 
all-night  conflict  to  another  occasion. 

(3.31.)  Mb.  GOSCHBN:  Two  ap- 
peals have  been  ma4e  to  the  Govern- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  asks  how  the  Government  expect 
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to  carry  their  Licensing  Bill  or  this  Bill. 
The  Government  do  intend  to  carry  their 
Bills,  and  if  they  cannot  pass  them  to- 
night, they  will  pass  them  later. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  No  threats.  That 
is  for  the  Honse.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons will  carry  them  ;  not  yon. 

Me.  GOSCHEN :  That  is  rather  a 
technical  interruption.  The  Honse  of 
Commons  will  pass  them. 

Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  :  We  shall  see. 

Me.  GOSCHEN :  Those  interruptions 
are  scarcely  fair. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  do  beg  hon.  Mem- 
bers  to  restrain  themselves.  All  those 
interruptions  are  quite  unnecessary. 

Mb.   GOSCHEN:  In    answer  to  the 

appeal  of  the   right  hon.  Member  for 

Derby,  I  say  that,  whatever  may  happen 

to-night,  we  are  absolutely  determined 

to    carry   the    Bills,   and    we    are   not 

weakened  by  one  whit  on  account,  of  the 

opposition  offered    to    this    Bill.      The 

right  hon.    Gentleman    speaks    of  the 

country ;  we,  too,  shall  leave  the  country 

to  judge.     We  shall  see  whether  they 

approve  such  proceedings.  I  have  been 
silent  while  I  have  heard  repeated  over 
and  over  again  the  statement  that  the 
length  of  the  speeches  has  been  ex- 
tremely moderate.  In  the .  earlier  part 
of  the  evening  there  was  repetition  after 
repetition.  Argument  after  argument 
was  repeated  again  and  again,  and  cer- 
tainly if  every  point  is  to  ,  be  discussed 
at  the  same  interminable  length  at  which 
some  points  were  discussed  this  evening, 
we  shall  never  arrive  at  the  end  of  our 
discussions. 

Db.  TANNER  :  Keep  your  temper. 

Mr.   GOSCHEN :  My    noble    Friend 

made  a   very  different  kind   of  appeal, 

which  the   Government   must  consider 

with  a  desire   to  meet  it.     My   noble 

Friend   explained   how  dilatory   Motion 

after  dilatory  Motion  has  been  put  from 
the  Chair,  and  how  it  has  been  impos- 
sible to  arrive  at  the  substance  of  the 
discussion.  The  country  will  mark  those 
dilatory  Motions,  and  the  manner  in 
Mr.  Goschen 


which  they  have  avowedly  been  made, 
and  we  are  not  in  the  slightest  degree- 
afraid.  On  the  contrary,  we  are  glad  to 
be  able  to  mark  them ;  but  after  the  ap- 
peal which  has  been  made  we  assent  now 
to  report  Progress. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee    report    Progress;    to  sit 
again  to-morrow  (Tuesday)  at  Two  o(  the 
clock. 


ORCHARDS  RATING  EXEMPTION 

BILL.- (No.  177.) 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Pro- 
ceeding, the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Wednesday  11th  June. 

TREES  (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  70.) 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  to-morrow  (Tuesday )  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

NEW  LICENCES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
(No.  249.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  to-morrow  (Tuesday.) 

PAUPER     LUNATIC     ASYLUMS     (IRE- 
LAND) (OFFICERS'  SUPERANNUATION  > 
BILL.— (No.  140.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  to-morrow  (Tuesday.) 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes  before 
Four  o'clock  in  the  morning. 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Tuesday,  20th  May,  1890. 


INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  BILL— (No.  85.) 

House  in  Committee  (on  Re-commit- 
ment) (according  to  order). 

•Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  :  My 
Lords,  before  this  Bill  goes  into  Com- 
mittee I  wish  to  ask  my  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  he 
has  taken  into  consideration  the  Petition 
of  the  Salford  School  Board  in  reference 
to  it.  I  am  told  that  their  Petition  was 
very  reasonable,  and  I  wonld  refer  him 
particularly  to  Clause  5,  which  represents 
the  undesirableness  of  placing  juvenile 
offenders  under  the  police.  The  other 
point  to  which  I  wish  to  call  attention  is 
that  offenders  sent  to  day  Industrial 
Schools  should  be  detained  there  for  three 
years  as  in  the  case  of  Truant  Schools  ; 
they  say  that  detention  there  for  one  year 
is  not  sufficient  to  make  the  desired  im- 
provement in  offenders. 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  With  refer- 
ence to  the  Petition  from  the  Salford 
School  Board  it  has  been  presented  to 
your  Lordships'  House,  and  is  now,  I 
believe,  on  the  Table.  A  copy  of  it  has 
been  forwarded  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  who,  I  have 
no  doubt,  will  give  me  his  views  as  soon 
as  he  has  considered  it.  I  will  put  down 
the  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill  for  the 
12th  June,  and  I  may  say  that  for  the 
same  date  I  shall  put  down  for  Third 
Reading  the  Juvenile  Offenders  Bill 
and  the  Reformatory  Schools  Bill. 

Bill  reported  without  further  amend- 
ment, and  to  be  read  3»  on  Thursday  the 
12th  of  June  next. 

REFORMATORY  SCHOOLS  BILL. 

(No.  95.) 

JUVENILE  OFFENDERS  BILL 

now 

YOUTHFUL  OFFENDEUS  BILL. 

(No.  96.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Commit- 
tee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &c,  with 
amendments :  The  Report  thereof 
received ;  Bills  ro-committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  Thursday 
next ;  and  to  be  printed  as  amended. 

VOL.   CCCXL1V.     [third  series.] 


CHILDREN  S  LIFE  INSURANCE  BILL. 
A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  relating  to 
insurances  on  the  lives  of  children—  Was  pre- 
sented by  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Peterborough  ; 
read  1* ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on 
Tuesday,  the  10th  of  June  next.     (No.  97.) 


CUSTODY  OF  CHILDREN  BILL. 
A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the  cus- 
tody of  children —  Was  presented  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor;  read  1*,  to  bo  printed,  and  to  be 
read  2*  on  the  first  sitting  d  ty  after  the  recess 
at  Whitsuntide      (No.  98.) 

MUNICIPAL    FRANCHISE    EXTENSION 
(IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  74.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

•Lord  DENMAN  :  My  Lords,  I  have 
postponed  moving  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill  nntil  to-day,  as  there  was  some 
delay  in  the  printing  of  it,  and  1  very 
nearly  had  a  somewhat  similar  Bill 
thrown  out  on  a  former  occasion  on 
account  of  its  not  being  in  the  hands  of 
Members  of  the  House.  This  Bill  is 
drafted  from  a  smal  i  Local  Government 
Bill  for  Belfast.  Before  the  time  of  the 
introduction  of  that  measure,  there  was,  I 
believe,  a  system  of  cumulative  voting. 
People  had  not  in  that  part  of  the  King- 
dom rights  such  as  are  possessed  in  Eng- 
land, and  the  Earl  of  Erne  introduced  into 
that  Bill  a  clause  that  women  should 
count  in  the  same  proportion  as  men  as 
voters.  That  measure  was  passed.  If  the 
Bill  which  I  have  now  laid  before  your 
Lordships  were  carried  the  women  would 
have  more  votes  than  the  men,  but  that 
is  very  far  from  my  wish  in  this  or  in  any 
proposal  I  have  ever  made  for  extend- 
ing the  franchise  to  women.  Your 
Lordships  remember  the  play  of 
Aristophanes,  in  which  the  women 
robbed  the  men  of  their  clothes,  appeared 
in  them,  and  outvoted  tbeir  husbands, 
and  the  poor  men  were  left  to  put  on  the 
women's  clothes.  I  do  not  wish  the 
women  to  have  any  undue  advantages. 
I  only  contend  that  this  is  a  measure  of 
justice.  As  the  Duke  of  Buckingham 
said  to  me  on  presenting  my  Bill 
applying  to  women,  "  It  is  a  step  in 
the  right  direction,  but  the  country  is 
not  yet  ripe  for  woman  suffrage."  The 
principle  of  this  Bill  has,  I  believe,  been 
the  foundation  of  the  Local  Government 
Bill   of    England — the   right   of   voting 
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given  to  women  both  in  England  and 
in  Scotland  is  founded  upon  this  small, 
piece  meal  measure.  As  ratepayers, 
they  have  as  much  right  to  vote  as  men. 
I  find  that  the  right  to  vote  extended  to 
married  women  in  Scotland  is  not 
exercised  by  them,  and  that  very  little 
enthusiasm  has  been  excited  amongst 
them  at  the  possession  of  that  right. 
My  Lords,  if  you  pass  this  Bill  yon  can 
do  no  injury  to  anyone.  I  would  urge 
your  Lordships  to  do  away  with  preju- 
dice and  grant  the  Bill  a  Second  Reading, 
as  an  innocent  measure,  a  small  inst  d- 
ment  of  justice,  and  something  of  which 
you  may  be  proud  rather  than  ashamed. 
We  have  great  facilities  for  bringing 
forward  and  passing  measures  in  this 
House ;  whereas  in  the  other  House  of 
Paliament,  where  I  am  told  there  is  a 
similar  Bill  pending  at  the  present 
time,  there  are  great  and  constant 
obstacles. 

Moved,    "That     the     Bill     be     now 
read  2\" 

The     LORD     PRIVY    SEAL    (Earl 

Cadogan)  :    My  Lords,    in  the  somewhat 

general    observations    which  the    noble 

Lord  has  addressed  to  the  House  he  did 
not  say  much — hardly  anything  at  all — 
about  the  Bill  he  has  introduced,  or  the 
claus3S  it  contains.  I  think  it  would 
probably  be  in  accordance  with  the  wish 
of  the  House,  and  probably  of  the  noble 
Earl  himself,  that  I  should  implicitly 
follow  his  example.  As  far  as  I  have 
seen,  the  Bill  is  almost  identical  with  that 
which  he  introduced  last  year.  I  told 
him  on  that  occasion  that  his  method 
was  merely  fragmentary,  dealing  with 
but  a  small  though,  perhaps,  not  unim- 
portant portion  of  the  much  larger  sub- 
ject of  the  Municipal  Franchise  in  Ire- 
land, and  I  also  told  him  that  the  subject 
was  not  one  which  could  be  dealt  with 
in  a  Bill  of  the  character  introduced  by 
the  noble  Lord.  I  have  nothing  to  add 
to  the  answer  I  gave  on  that  occasion, 
and  I  am  afraid  I  am  under  the  painful 
necessity  of  again  moving  the  rejection 
of  this  Bill.  I  move  that  the  House 
read  this  Bill  a  second  time  this  day  six 
months. 

Amendment     moved     to     leave    out 

("now")   and  add   at   the   end  of   the 

Motion    ("this  day  six  months")  (The 

Lord  Privy   Seal   [E    Cadogan] ) :    On 

Lord  Denman 


question  that  ("  now  ")  stand  part  of  the 
Motion,  resolved  in  the  negative :  Bill 
to  be  read  2a  this  day  six  months. 

SUCK    RIVER  DRAINAGE   (PROVISION 
OF   FUNDS)   BILL.-(No.  92.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Earl  CADOGAN:  My  Lords,  this 
Bill  is  one  of  a  sort  which  is  commonly 
known  as  Money  Bills,  and  I  need  not 
therefore  trouble  yonr  Lordships  with 
the  details  of  it.  I  may  state  generally 
that  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  the 
drainage  of  a  large  district  in  the  counties 
of  Galway  and  Roscommon.  The  Drain- 
age Board  was  established  in  1878,  and 
under  the  powers  which  they  then  took 
they  were  not  enabled  then  to  entirely 
complete  the  system  of  drainage  which 
it  was  proposed  to  establish.  Since  then 
they  have  found  that  if  further  funds 
were  not  granted  all  the  monies  which 
had  been  expended  would  be  wasted. 
Therefore  the  object  of  the  present  Bill 
is  to  provide  additional  funds,  partly  as 
a  free  grant  and  partly  as  a  loan  from 
the  Boaid  of  Works.  A  Private  Bill 
had  been  introduced  upon  the  subject; 
but  as  it  was  not  thought  right  to  make 
a  free  grant  of  public  funds  under  a 
Private  Bill  it  was  found  necessary  to 
draft  the  present  Bill  in  order  to  enable 
the  Treasury  to  grant  the  £50,000.  I 
beg  to  move  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Bill  read  2a  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 

"CITY  OF   PARIS"    S.S.  ACCIDENT. 
QUESTION — OBSERVATIONS. 

Lobd  NORTON :  The  noble  Earl  de 
la  Warr,  being  obliged  to  leave  the 
House,  has  asked  me  to  put  the  question 
of  which  he  has  given  notice,  whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesiy's  Govern- 
ment that  the  inquiry  into  the  case  of 
the  steamship  "  City  of  Paris  "  should  be 
held  in  open  Court  to  whieh  the  public 
will  be  admitted  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  to  the  BOARD  or 
TRADE  (Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh): 
My  Lords,  I  gave  the  noble  Earl  an 
assurance  in  private  that  the  usual 
course  will   be    followed,  so   that  this 
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inquiry  would  be  held  in  open  Court  to 
which  the  publio  will  be  admitted.  I 
•should  like  to  add  that  the  inquiry  can- 
not be  commenced  until  after  the  middle 
•of  next  month,  because  some  of  the 
material  witnesses  will  not  have  re- 
turned from  their  present  voyage  until 
that  time  ;  but  I  may  stats  that  no  un- 
necessary delay  shall  take  place. 

THE  SUPPRESSION  OF  PUBLIO 
HOUSES. 

QUESTION — OBSERVATIONS. 

♦Viscount  BARRINGTON  :  My  Lords, 
in  rising  to  ask  the  question  of  which  I 
have  given  notice,  first  let  me  crave  the 
greatest  measure  of  forbearance  and  in- 
dulgence which  your  Lordships  always 
grant  to  Members  of  your  House  who  ad- 
dress you  for  the  first  time.  I  trust  that 
you  will  think  there  is  sufficient  import- 
ance in  the  question  to  justify  me  in 
trespassing  upon  your  time  and 
attention  for  a  few  minutes.  There 
is  no  question  but  that  at  the  present 
time  people's  minds  are  very  much  exer- 
cised with  regard  to  the  licensing  ques- 
tion. It  is  generally  assumed  and  asserted 
that  there  are  far  too  many  public  houses 
in  the  country.  The  deduction  drawn 
from  that  is  that  there  is  greater  en- 
couragement to  drinking  habits,  and  a 
larger  amount  of  drink  consumed  than 
would  otherwise  be  the  case.  Now,  to 
both  proposition  and  deduction  I  very 
much  demur.  I  can  give  the  result  of 
my  experience  as  a  Magistrate  of  Buck- 
inghamshire. For  many  years  before  I 
had  the  honour  of  sitting  in  your  Lord- 
ships' House  I  found  it  necessary  from 
circumstances  to  live  almost  entirely  in 
the  country ;  since  that  time,  from  other 
circumstances,  that  it  is  almost  essential 
I  should  live  in  London.  For  30 
years,  or  thereabouts,  I  lived  in  Buck- 
inghamshire, and  during  the  whole  of 
that  time,  I  think  I  may  say,  I  was  a 
tolerably  active  Magistrate  in  the  county. 
I  acted  for  many  years  as  Chairman  of 
our  Petty  Sessions,  and  I  served  on  most 
of  the  County  Committees,  especially  on 
the  Licensing  Committee.  I  recollect, 
and  it  will  also  be  fresh  in  your  Lord- 
ships' recollection,  for  it  was  not  many 
years  ago,  Sir  William  Harcourt,  when 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment,ful ruinated  certain  thunders  against 
the  County  Magistrates,  saying  that  it 


was  in  consequence  of  their  granting  new 
licences  annually  to  the  various  publio 
houses     established     that  drunkenness 
went  on   to  the   extent   it   did   in   the 
country.  Well,  my  Lords,  at  the  first  meet- 
ing of  our  Licensing  Committee  we  dis- 
cussed that  question  very  carefully.     I 
may  say  there  were  present  men  whom 
you   all  recollect:    the  Duke   of   Buck- 
ingham,     then     and      formerly     your 
Chairman    of     Committees,    and    Lord 
Cottesloe,      a     man     of     the     highest 
judicial    character,     and     I     may     say 
that  at  that  time  he  was  nearly  a  total 
abstainer.    I   know    it  was   very  much 
against    his    family's    wishes    that     ha 
should  be  so,  and  I  think  he  was  advised 
eventually    by    his   doctor   to    drink   a 
little,  for  very   much  the  same  reason 
that   Paul  said  to   Timothy,   "  Drink  a 
little  wine  for  thy  stomach's  sake."     We 
considered   the  number   of  houses   and 
the  class  of  houses,  and  we  were  of  one 
opinion,  that   there  were  a  good  many 
houses  in  the  county  doing  very  little 
business  indeed,  and  that  if  they  were 
only  let   alone  they  would  die  a  natural 
death  from  inanition  ;    but  with   regard 
to   houses  which   might   be  said   to  be 
doing  a  profitable  business,  we  came   to 
an  almost  unanimous  conclusion  that  if 
we   suppressed  some  of  the  houses  we 
should  only  be  adding  to  the  value  of 
those  remaining,  and  that  the  quantity 
of  drink  consumed  would  not  be  lessened. 
Now,  I  think  that  opinion  was  a  fair  and 
just  one.      We  were  also  of  opinion  that 
the  custom  which  had  prevailed  for  so 
many   years,  of   renewing  the   licences 
where  there   was   no  complaint  against 
the  houses,  could  not  be  broken   without 
doing  gross  injustice  to  the  proprietors. 
Then  I  asked  our  police  superintendent 
what  he  thought  of  the  matter,  and  his 
reply  was,  "  Well,  you  see,  sir,  there  are 
men  who  drink,  and  who  will  have  drink, 
and  if  you  shut  up   the  '  White   Lion  * 
they' will  go  to  the  *  Red  Lion  ;' "  and  he 
said  that  in  the  view  of  the  police  it  was 
certainly  much  better  for  the  benefit  of 
the  public  that  the  drinkers  should  be 
distributed  in  small  numbers  about  the 
towns  rather  than  that  they  should  be  col- 
lected together  in  a  few   places.      I  also 
consulted  upon  the  matter  a  clergyman, 
whom  I  congratulated  upon  having  no 
public    house    in    his    parish,  and    he 
said,  "  Well,  I  don't  know  about  that ; 
I  know  I  have  a  good  many  drinking 
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people  in  my  parish  who  will  go  out  and 
get  drink  somewhere  and  who  get  very 
drunk  indeed."  A  good  deal  of  argu- 
ment has  been  based  upon  the  tempta- 
tion offered  to  the  working-man.  Some 
people  are  always  thinking  about  work- 
ing-men and  making  proposals  for  their 
regulation  and  guidance  ;  but  I  think 
they  might  be  allowed  to  think  and  act 
a  little  for  themselves.  It  is  said  of  the 
working-man,  who  is  always  paraded  on 
these  occasions,  that  he  is  so  weak  in 
character  that  he  cannot  resist  so  much 
temptation,  that  he  may  perhaps  struggle 
to  pass  one  or  two  public  houses,  but 
when  he  comes  to  the  third  he  can  resist 
no  longer,  but  must  go  in  and  quench 
his  thirst  with  potent  libations  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is 
said  that  the  public  house  is  the  working- 
man's  club,  and,  in  that  regard,  I  have 
sometimes  tried  mentally  to  put  myself 
in  the  place  of  the  working-man. 
Probably  many  of  your  Lordships  belong 
to  not  one  club  alone,  but  to  several.  I 
do  not  know  that  your  Lordships  are 
affected  by  that  circumstance ;  but  I  can 
say  for  myself  that  I  do  not  feel  any 
inclination  to  go  in  and  drink  whenever 
I  pass  one  of  the  clubs  in  London ;  nor 
do  I  suppose  that  the  spiritual  Lords, 
when  they  ascend  the  classic  steps  of 
the  Athenaeum,  feel  any  necessity  to  con- 
sume spirituous  liquors.  But,  my  Lords, 
I  think  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  put 
ourselves  in  the  place  of  the  working- 
man  in  this  matter,  for  the  tempta- 
tion, however  it  may  appear  to  us, 
is  limited  with  them  by  the  ne- 
cessities of  their  employment  and  means. 
Though  not  a  total  abstainer  myself, 
I  yield  to  no  man  in  the  desire  to 
promote  habits  of  temperance  and 
sobriety  among  my  fellow-countrymen. 
I  am  asking  this  question  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  both  for  my  own 
guidance  and  for  that  of  the  County 
Council  of  which  I  have  the  honour  of 
being  a  member,  and  which  will  probably 
before  long  have  to  deal  with  these 
matters.  My  Lords,  I  heartily  endorse 
the  principle  of  compensation  as  followed 
in  the  Compensation  Clauses  of  the  Bill 
before  the  other  House  of  Parliament ; 
for  I  consider  that,  if  it  is  necessary  to 
close  a  house  which  has  hitherto  been 
well  conducted,  it  is  only  fair  that  the 
owner  of  the  licence  should  receive 
proper  compensation.  I  cannot  help 
Viscount  Barrington 


thinking  that  the  craving  for  drink 
which  seems  to  be  ingrained  in  the 
habits  of  sections  of  the  people  cannot 
be  combatted  by  Act  of  Parliament,  but 
that  it  can  only  be  combatted  by  the 
force  of  example,  pereuasion,  and  public 
opinion.  I  will  state,  before  asking  the 
Government  for  an  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion which  I  have  placed  on  the  Notice 
Paper,  that  I  have  received  a  communica- 
tion, and  have  also  read  to-day  in  the 
Times  a  most  interesting  letter,  from  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Ritchie),  to  the  effect  that 
County  Councils  are  by  no  means  com- 
pelled, if  these  powers  of  compensation 
are  given  to  the  County  Councils,  to  put 
them  into  force,  or  to  use  the  money 
which  they  would  receive  from  the 
State  for  the  purpose  of  buying  up 
licences  if  they  do  not  feel  so  inclined. 
That,  I  think,  is  extremely  satisfactory ; 
but  it  does  not,  of  course,  afford  an 
answer  to  the  question  which  I  am 
asking.  I  have  just  received  another 
letter  which  is  illustrative  of  the  kind 
of  argument  used  by  some  very  well- 
meaning  people.  It  is  from  a  lady,  and 
she  says,  that  having  read  that  I  intended 
asking  a  question  in  Parliament  upon 
the  subject  of  whether  drinking  is 
greater  where  the  number  of  public 
houses  is  largest,  she  wishes  to  mention 
what  one  of  the  greatest  drinkers 
in  her  neighbourhood  had  said  to 
her,  namely,  that  he  wished  most 
of  the  public  houses  weie  closed, 
as  he  and  others  were  too  weak  to  resist 
so  much  temptation,  as  in  that  district- 
there  was  a  public  house  at  almost 
every  corner  of  the  streets ;  and  she 
adds — 

"It  is  the  working  classes  who  see  aDd  feel 
the  evil  of  drunkenness,  and  who  would  bail 
any  action  which  would  reduce  that  evil." 

That  is  a  class  of  argument  which  is 
very  much  used,  and  which  I  confess  I 
do  not  altogether  hold  with.  But, 
my  Lords,  I  will  refer  to  another 
letter  which  I  have  received  from 
the  Chief  Constable  of  Chester. 
It  is  very  interesting  indeed.  He 
sends  me  printed  statistics  of  what  was 
the  state  of  drunkenness  in  England  in 
1875.  These  statistics  are  very  remark- 
able. It  a f. pears  that  the  cases  of 
drunkenness  in  Durham  were  16,700,  or 
equal  to  1  in  41  of  the  population. 
In  Essex  they  were  only  464,  or  equal  to 
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1  in  961.  Those  are  the  two  extremes 
throughout  England.  Now  as  regards 
the  number  of  public  houses,  Durham 
by  no  means  stands  at  the  head  of  the 
list.  It  stands  7th  or  10th  only.  There  is 
there  one  public  house  to  every  210  of 
the  population.  In  Essex  there  is  one 
public  house  to  every  160  of  the  popula- 
tion. That  seems  a  very  high  average, 
And  the  numbers  range  from  Cornwall 
where  there  is  one  public  house  to  every 
360  of  the  population  down  to  Hunting- 
don where  there  is  one  in  104.  At  the 
end  is  appended  this  note — 

"  In  comparing  the  two  lists  it  will  be  found 
that  it  by  no  meant*  follows,  as  is  popularly 
supposed,  tbat  drunkenness  increases  with  the 
number  of  public  houses  in  a  district." 

My  Lords,  I  adopt  that  statement,  and 
venture  to  say  that  it  does  not  appear  to 
me  to  at  all  follow  that  that  is  the  case ; 
and  I  have  only  now  to  put  the  question 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  whether 
they  are  in  possession  of  reliable  statistics 
tending  to  prove  that  the  amount  of 
intemperance  in  districts  under  reason- 
ably similar  conditions  varies  in  an 
approximate  ratio  according  to  the  num- 
ber of  licensed  houses  in  those  dis- 
tricts) 

•Lord  de  RAMSEY  :  My  Lords,  the 
information  which  is  at  oar  disposal  I 
most  willingly  give  to  the  noble  Vis- 
count. I  only  wish  it  had  been  carried  up 
to  a  more  recent  date  than  it  is.  I 
entirely   agree   with    those    concluding 

words,  that  as  far  as  any  information  on 
the  subject  goes  there  is  nothing  to  prove 
that  where  there  is  a  large  number  of 
licensed  public  houses  there  is  a  pro- 
portionately greater  amount  of  intemper- 
ance. Unfortunately  our  Returns  do  not 
quite  tally  in  regard  to  date.  The  first 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  question  is  in 
regard  to  the  extent  of  intemperance. 
Upon  that  head  the  Return,  which  is 
called  the  Drunkenness  Convictions,  is 
only  up  to  1889,  and  includes  the  years 
from  1885  inclusive.  It  extends  down 
to  the  29th  July,  1889,  but  the  figures 
for  the  remainder  of  the  year  are  not 
jet  collected.  The  second  part  of  the 
noble  Viscount's  question  has  reference 
to  the  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licences) 
Return.  That  is  made  up  to 
March,  1890,  and,  therefore,  it 
is     rather    difficult    to    compare     the 


two  Returns.  I  thiuk,  however,  if 
the  noble  Viscount  will  place  one  beside 
the  other  he  will  be  able  to  obtain 
approximately  the  information  he  re- 
quires in  regard  to  any  particular  dis- 
trict he  may  be  interested  in.  The 
number  of  convictions  for  drunkenness 
appears  to  be  really  the  only  available 
test  that  we  have  of  the  amount  of 
intemperance  in  any  specified  districts. 
Taking  those  two  Returns  together,  the 
ratio  of  the  amount  of  drunkenness  to 
the  number  of  licensed  houses  in  coun- 
ties and  boroughs  can  be  calculated  in 
the  way  I  have  suggested,  allowing  for 
the  difference  in  the  dates.  There  is, 
however,  a  second  difficulty  which  I 
must  mention  to  the  noble  Viscount. 
One  of  the  Returns  is  compiled  from  the 
areas  of  the  Petty  Sessional  Divisions, 
and  the  other  from  the  Police  Districts. 
I  have  no  doubt,  though  I  have  no  reason 
for  saying  so,  that  the  noble  Viscount 
had  in  his  mind  in  asking  the  question 
that  the  information  might,  perhaps, 
assist  the  Committees  of  the  County 
Councils  if  they  should  have  to  deal 
with  proposals  which  the  Government 
hope  to  pass  into  law.  If  that  is  so,  I 
am  exceedingly  grateful  to  the  noble 
Viscount  for  putting  the  question  ;  and  I 
may  say  that  being  myself  a  County 
Councillor  I  have  for  my  own  informa- 
tion drawn  out  a  few  test  cases  from 
these  two  Returns  which,  if  the  noble 
Viscount  desires,  I  shall  be  glad  to  show  , 
him  and  confer  with  him  upon. 

The    Earl     of     KIMBERLEY  :     I 

think  we  are  indebted  to  the  noble  Vis 

count    for   moving   for    these  Returns, 

which  will,  no  doubt*  be  found  very 
interesting.  But  I  think  it  will  be  found  ^ 
very  difficult  to  draw  any  conclusion  from 
them.  The  Committee  upon  the  Tem- 
perance Question,  on  which  I  sat  soma 
years  ago,  had  the  whole  subject  before 
it;  and  if  there  was  one  thing  more  than 
another  of  which  we  were  fully  convinced . 
it  was  that  there  was  nothing  to  show  a 
ratio  of  proportion  between  the  number 
of  public  houses  in  a  district  and  the 
amount  of  drunkenness  existing  there. 
In  the  first  place,  the  convictions  are  not 
a  certain  guide,  because  their  number 
depends  upon  the  practice  of  the  Magis- 
trates and  the  vigilance  of  the  police  in 
the  particular  districts.  It  also  appeared 
to  us  that  there  was  something  to  be  taken 
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into  consideration  in  regard  to  climate 
and  latitude,  or  the  health  and  habits  of 
the  people.  It  appeared  clear  that  as 
you  go  North  the  amount  of  drunkenness 
increases — that  a  line  could  be  drawn 
across  EnglandNorthof  which  the  drunk- 
enness was  far  greater  than  to  the 
South,  notwithstanding  that  other  con- 
ditions appeared  to  be  the  same.  I  will 
take  the  case  of  the  large  ports  in  the 
North.  As  a  rule,  there  is  a  much  greater 
amount  of  drunkenness  in  those  places 
than  in  the  large  ports  in  the  South. 
But  there,  again,  you  must  know  the 
habits  of  the  population  before  you  can 
draw  any  cone  us  ion.  Certainly  there 
have  been  some  remarkable  statistics, 
showing  that  although  the  number  of 
public  houses  may  be  large  the  num- 
ber of  convictions  for  drunkenness  may 
be  small.  In  my  own  district  in  the 
town  of  Norwich  there  was  shown  to 
be  a  larger  number  of  places  for  drink- 
ing in  proportion  to  the  population  than 
in  most  other  towns  in  England,  and 
the  convictions  were  fewer  than  in  most 
other  towns.  But  I  am  afraid  we  must 
not  conclude  from  that  that  there  was  a 
great  absence  of  drunkenness  in  Nor- 
wich. I  only  mention  that  to  show  how 
singular  these  statistics  are.  I  think 
that  might  be  a  useful  subject  of 
consideration  upon  this  interesting 
question  in  deciding  the  weight  to  be 
attributed  to  arguments  which  may  be 
advanced  before  coming  to  any  conclu- 
sion upon  the  matter. 


MERCHANT   SHIPPING   ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— (No.  57.) 

Amendments  (on  Re-commitment) 
reported  (according  to  order) ;  and  Bill 
to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

SETTLED  LAND  BILL. 
A  Bill  to  amend  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  1882 
td  1889— Was  presented  by  the  Lord  Henchell ; 
read  1* ;  and  to  be  printed.    (No.  99.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Six 

•   o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  a 

quarter  pest  Ten  o'clock. 


The  Earl  of  Kimberley 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL- 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.)  : 
I  have  given  notice  of  my  intention  to 
move  the  rejection  of  this  Bill. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Then  it  will  be  put 
down  for  to-morrow. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton); 
I  trust  that  it  will  not  be  taken  to- 
morrow. I  intend  to  oppose  the  Second 
Reading;  but  I  shall  be  unable  to  be 
present  to-morrow,  as  I  am  engaged  upon 
a  Royal  Commission. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER :  As  it  is  opposed  it  is 
necessary,  in  accordance  with  the  Stand- 
ing Orders,  that  it  shall  be  put  down  for 
to-morrow ;  but  the  Second  Reading  can, 
by  arrangement,  be  deferred  until  a  later 
day. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  Upon  that  under- 
standing I  have  nothing  more  to  say. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER:  By  the  Standing 
Orders,  objection  being  taken,  it  must 
go  down  for  the  next  day. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH :  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  charge  of  the  Bill  or  not ;  but 
I  hope  it  will  not  be  taken  to-morrow. 
I  have  a  special  objection  to  urge  against 
the  Bill,  on  account  of  the  way  in  which 
it  deals  with  the  Scilly  Islands,  and 
especially  with  the  matter  of  market 
rights  and  tolls,  upon  which  a  Royal 
Commission  has  been  Sitting,  which  will 
report  in  a  very  short  time. 

•Thb  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  It  will  not  be  taken  to-morrow ;  I 
will  put  it  down  for  this  day  fortnight ; 
and,  in  the  meantime,  I  shall  be  glad  to 
communicate  with  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  CONTBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  have  the  strongest  possible) 
objection  to  this  Bill  on  other  grounds 
than  those  which  have  been  mentioned 
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by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh).  I  shall  certainly  offer 
it  the  strongest  possible  objection  unless 
it  is  considerably  altered. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:   Order,  order  !     The 
question  cannot  be  discussed  now. 

•Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH :    I  will  put 
it  down  for  this  day  fortnight. 

Second  Beading  postponed  until  June 
3rd. 

Q  U E S  TIO  NS. 

CAPITAL  SENTENCES  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
it  is  true  that  the  Magistrates  of  Glasgow 
have  been  required  to  make  arrange- 
ments for  carrying  into  effect  the  death 
sentence  passed  on  John  Finlay,  for  a 
murder  committed  in  Kirkintilloch, 
entirely  outside  of  their  jurisdiction  ; 
and  whether,  taking  into  consideration 
the  extremely  repulsive  nature  of  such 
a  duty,  and  the  fact  that  it  has  only 
recently  been  imposed  on  the  Magistrates 
of  the  larger  towns  in  Scotland  in  the  case 
of  crimes  committed  outside  of  their  juris- 
diction, through  the  closing  of  a  number 
of  county  prisons,  the  Government  will 
consider  the  propriety  of  altering  the 
present  rule,  either  by  re-imposing  the 
responsibility  for  carrying  out  capital 
sentences  on  the  Magistrates  in  whose 
jurisdiction  the  crimes  have  been  com- 
mitted, or  by  imposing  the  duty  of 
arranging  for  all  executions  upon  some 
Government  officer  ? 

The  LORD   ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.   P. 

B.  Robertson,  Bute) :  It  is  unnecessary 

for  me  to  answer  the  first   part  of  the 

question,  asjthe  sentence  passed  on  Finlay 

has  been  commuted  to  penal  servitude. 
As  regards  the  second  part  of  the  ques- 
tion, it  is  impossible  in  all  cases  to  pro- 
vide that  the  Magistrates  in  whose  juris- 
diction crimes  have  been  committed 
should  make  arrangements  for  an  execu- 
tion ;  and  where  there  is  no  prison  within 
a  district  in  which  a  murder  has  been 
committed,  the  responsibility  in  respect 
of  prisoners  under  sentence  of  death 
must  rest  with  the  Magistrates  in  whose 
jurisdiction  the  prison  is  in  where  the 
convict  is  confined.  It  is  not  proposed 
to  alter  the  prison  rule. 


•Dr.  CAMERON:  As  the  responsi- 
bility is  felt  to  be  a  great  hardship  I  beg 
to  give  notice  that  I  will  take  an  early 
opportunity  of  calling  attention  to  the 
subject. 

THE  INTERNATIONAL    TELEGRAPHIC 
CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  MATHER  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Gorton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  it  is  correct,  as 
announced  in  the  Manchester  Courier  of 
the  13th  instant,  that  it  has  been, 
arranged  that  a  motion  fixing  an  inter- 
national telegraphic  tariff  at  12£  cen- 
times, or  rather  more  than  Id.  a  word, 
shall  be  brought  before  the  International 
Telegraphic  Conference,  which  com 
menced  its  sitting  last  week  at  Paris,  and 
that  the  motion  will  have  the  support 
of  the  English  Representatives  ;  and  if 
correct,  and  the  Conference  should  adopt 
the  motion,  will  he  endeavour  to  arrange 
with  the  respective  Governments  that 
the  same  rate  of  12J  centimes  should 
also  extend  to  Denmark  and  Russia,  aa 
those  countries  are  not  members  of  the 
International  Telegraphic  Congress,  and 
would  not  be  affected  by  its  decision  ? 
♦The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge)  :  I  do 
not  feel  my  self  at  liberty  to  disclose  the 
proposals  which  have  been  brought 
forward  for  discussion  at  the  Inter- 
national Telegraph  Conference  by  the 
Representatives  of  the  Governments ; 
such  a  course  would  be  unusual.  Both 
Denmark  and  Russia  are  members  of  the 
International  Telegraph  Union,  and  are 
represented  at  the  Conference  ;  and  they 
will,  therefore,  be  affected  by  the  de- 
cisions arrived  at.  I  may  mention  that 
the  charges  for  telegrams  from  this 
country  to  France,  Belgium,  Holland,  and 
Germany  were  only  lately  reduced  to  a 
uniform  rate  of  2d.  per  word  with  a 
minimum  of  lOd. ;  and  I  may  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  is  certainly  my 
desire  that  the  Representatives  of  this 
country  should  endeavour  to  bring  about 
such  further  reductions  in  other  direc- 
tions as,  having  regard  to  the  interests 
of  all  the  parties  concerned,  seem  to  be 
called  for. 

AIRDRIE  LICENSING  COURT. 
Db.  CAMERON:    I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  it  is  true  that* 
at  a  recent    Licensing    Court  for   the 
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Airdrie  District  of  Lanarkshire,  Sheriff- 
Substitute  Mair  actdd  as  Chairman,  and, 
in  the  case  of  an  equal  vote  for  and 
against  granting  a  new  public  house 
licence  at  S  win  ton,  gave  his  casting  vote 
in  favour  of  its  grant ;  whether  it  is  true 
that,  when  the  new  certificate  came 
before  the  Licensing  Committee  on  the 
2nd  instant  for  confirmation,  Sheriff  Mair 
was  present,  and  spoke  in  support  of  the 
application  ;  whether  Sheriff  Mair  is  a 
member  of  the  Licensing  Committee  of 
the  district ;  and  whether  it  is  customary 
for  Sheriffs,  or  Sheriff-Substitutes,  to  sit 
as  Judges  ex  officio  in  Licensing  Courts 
in  Scotlad,  or  to  interfere  at  confirming 
Courts  ? 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  It  is  the 
case  that  Sheriff-Substitute  Mair  was 
Chairman  of  a  recent  Licensing  Court  at 
Airdrie,"  having  been  voted  to  take  the 
chair  by  the  other  Justices.  He  gave  a 
deliberative,  and  not  a  casting  vote  on 
the  question  of  the  licence  at  Swinton. 
It  is  not  the  case  that  Sheriff  Mair  spoke 
in  support  of  the  application  before  the 
Licensing  Committee,  but  merely  cor- 
rected an  erroneous  statement  that  was 
made  of  what  took  place  before  the  Court 
of  which  he  was  Chairman.  There  is, 
-so  far  as  I  am  aware,  no  doubt  that 
Sheriffs  and  Sheriff -Substitutes  are  en- 
titled to  sit  in  these  Courts ;  and  I  am 
informed  that,  though  it  may  not  be  the 
universal  practice,  it  frequently  happens 
that  these  officials  do  sit  in  the  Licensing 
Courts. 

FOOT- AND- MOUTH  DISEASE. 

Mr.  C.  DARLING  (Deptford) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  whether  any  case 
of  foot-and-mouth  disease  has  occurred 
in  Schleswig-Holstein  since  17th  April 
last  ;  whether  those  Duchies  have  been 
since  then  officially  declared  free  from 
foot-and-mouth  disease ;  and  whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture now  to  redeem  the  promise  given 
last  year  by  Lord  Salisbury,  and  to  per- 
mit the  importation  of  cattle  from 
Schleswig-Holstein  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  thb  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford)  :  The  last  case  of  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  reported  to  the  De- 
partment was  on  April  6,  and  it  is  true 
that  the  Province  of  Schleswig-Holstein 
was  declared  free  on  April  23,  rather 
Dr.  Cameron 


less  than  a  month  ago.  I  may  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  a  similar  decla- 
ration was  made  in  August  last  which 
was  followed  by  a  fresh  introduction  of 
disease  into  Schleswig-Holstein  in  March 
of  this  year,  of  which  we  did  not  receive 
notice  until  several  days  after  the  out- 
break. Foot-and-mouth  disease,  I  regret 
to  say,  prevails  extensively  in  Germany 
at  the  present  time,  and  at  no  great  dis- 
tance from  the  Schleswig-Holstein  fron- 
tier ;  and  the  fact  that  that  Province  was 
declared  free  on  April  23  does  not  afford 
any  guarantee  that  it  may  not  be  again 
re-introduced  at  any  moment  as  it  was  in 
the  spring  within  the  limits  of  that  Pro- 
vince. Under  these  circumstances,  and 
taking  into  consideration  the  prevalence 
of  the  disease  in  Germany,  it  would  be 
impossible,  in  my  opinion,  to  permit  the 
importation  of  live  animals  from  Schles- 
wig-Holstein at  present  with  any  regard 
to  the  precautious  which  it  is  my  duty 
to  take  against  the  introduction  of  dis- 
ease. I  may  add  that  the  statements 
referred  to  on  the  part  of  Lord  Salisbury 
were  made  under  circumstances  which 
were  wholly  different  from  the  circum- 
stances of  the  present  time. 

POSTAL  FACILITIES  IN  LANCASHIRE. 

Me.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  :  I  beg  to  ask  -the  Postmaster 
General  if  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  statement  that  a  letter  addressed  to 
a  resident  in  Edenfield,  Lancashire,  and 
posted  in  Manchester  on  Saturday  the 
19th  April,  did  not  reach  its  address 
until  44  hours  after  the  letter  was 
posted  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  see 
his  way  to  provide  the  increased  postal 
facilities  for  which  the  inhabitants  of 
Edenfield  have  petitioned  the  Depart- 
ment? 

♦Mb.  BAIKES :  My  attention  has  not 
been  called  to  the  particular  instance  of 
delay  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers ; 
but  I  sanctioned  arrangements  for  the 
improvement  of  the  postal  service  at 
Edenfield  some  months  ago,  and  quite 
recently  I  have  authorised  an  ex- 
tension of  the  evening  delivery  there. 
The  arrangements  now  appear  to  be 
quite  satisfactory. 

ACCIDENTS    IN    COLLIERIES. 
Mr.    DAVID     THOMAS     (Merthyf 
Tydvil) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
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it  is  the  case,  as  has  been  alleged,  that 
fatal  accidents  on  the  last  of  the  nine 
hours  work  per  day  in  many  Welsh 
collieries  are  100  per  cent,  in  excess  of 
the  fatal  accidents  during  the  whole  of 
the  remaining  eight  hours ;  whether  he 
has  any  reason  to  believe  that  fatal 
accidents  are  at  all  more  numerous  in 
the  last  hour  of  a  nine  hour  shift  than 
they  are  in  any  other  hour  of  the  shift, 
or  than  they  would  be  in  the  last  hour 
of  an  eight  hour  shift  in  the  same 
district ;  and  if  he  will  grant  a  Return 
showing  for  the  years  1888  and  1889 
at  what  hour  cf  employment  of  persons 
killed  in  collieries  underground  the 
accidents  which  resulted  in  their  deaths 
happened  % 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  The  Inspector  for  the 
district  informs  me  that  the  statements 
in  the  first  two  paragraphs  of  the  ques- 
tion are  not  correct.  In  1*889  out  of  126 
fatal  accidents  it  appears  that  12  occurred 
in  the  first  hour,  nine  in  the  second,  1 4 
in  the  third,  18  in  the  fourth,  17  in  the 
fifth,  nine  in  the  sixth,  12  in  the  seventh, 
nine  in  the  eighth,  18  in  the  ninth,  seven 
in  the  tenth,  and  one  in  the  11th.  I 
have  no  reason  to  believe  that  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  last  hour  of  a  shift  is 
accompanied  by  more  danger  to  life  than 
any  other  hour  of  the  employment.  I 
will  inquire  whether  it  is  possible  to 
give  generally  the  information  asked  for 
in  the  last  paragraph  of  the  question, 
and  if  it  is  I  will  direct  the  Inspectors 
to  include  it  in  their  Annual  Reports. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich):  May  I  ask  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that  so  few 
miners  work  into  the  11th  hour  that 
the  Return  is  misleading  without  that 
explanation  1 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  given  the 
figures  as  they  have  been  given  to  me. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  kindly  make  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  DAVID  THOMAS :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
part men  t  whether  the  deaths  resulting 
from  miscellaneous  underground  acci- 
dents in  coal  mines  are  annually  from 
two  to  three  times  as  numerous  in  the 
"South  Wales  district  as  in  the  Newcastle 
district,  although  the  number  of  persons 
employed  is  only   fractionally  greater; 


whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  following  statement  made  by  the 
Inspector  of  the  South  Wales  district,  in 
his  Report  for  1887,  in  reference  to 
fatalities  arising  from  miscellaneous  acci- 
dents underground : — 

"I  am  thoroughly  convinced  that  the  num- 
ber could  be  sensibly  reduced  by  the  enforce- 
ment of  stricter  discipline;*' 

and  what  steps,  if  any,  have  been  taken 
since  1887  to  enforce  stricter  disci- 
pline? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  The  deaths  result- 
ing from  miscellaneous  underground 
accidents    in    South   Wales   are   rather 

more  than  twice  as  numerous  as  com- 
pared with  those  occurring  in  the  New- 
castle district;  but  the  number  of  persons 
employed  in  South  Wales  is  30  per  cent, 
more  than  in  the  Newcastle  district.  I 
am  informed  by  the  Inspector  that  his 
observations  with  regard  to  the  fatalities 
had  reference  to  the  better  enforcement 
of  the  special  rules  by  colliery  officials, 
and  that  he  takes  every  opportunity  of 
calling  the  attention  of  owners  and 
managers  to  their  responsibilities  under 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  and  of  urging 
them  to  use  the  powers  given  them  by 
law  to  enforce  a  strict  observance  of  the 
special  rules.  The  Inspector  has,  when- 
ever he  could  procure  evidence,  instituted 
prosecutions  against  owners  and  managers 
for  not  enforcing  the  observance  of  tha 
general  rules. 

THE  LATE  GENERAL  SIR  WILLIAM 

JONES. 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hythe) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  with  reference  to  that  part  of  tha 
Queen's  Regulations  of  1889,  which 
specifies  that — 

44  Officers  a»e  not  interred  with  military 
honour h  unless  they  are  at  the  time  of  their 
decease  on  full  pay,  or  employed  on  the  Staff, 
or  in  the  exercise  of  s;me  military  command 
or  office :" 

whether  General  Sir  William  Jones, 
G.G.B.  (who  was  in  command  at  tha 
capture  of  Delhi,  the  turning  point  ol 
the  Great  Mutiny),  was,  at  the  time  ol 
his  decease,  Golonel  of  the  Duke  ol 
Cornwall's  Light  Infantry,  and  in 
receipt  of  the  pay  of  £1,000  a  year; 
and  whether  he  was,  therefore,  entitled 
to  a  military  funeral  ? 
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*Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  :  Sir  William  Jones  was  the 
Honorary  Colonel  of  the  Duke  of  Corn- 
wall^ Light  Infantry.  An  officer  hold- 
ing snch  an  appointment  is  not  on  full 
pay  nor  in  the  exercise  of  any  military 
command  or  office,  and  is,  therefore,  not 
entitled  to  a  military  funeral.  I  may 
mention  that  Sir  Archdale  Wilson  com- 
manded the  forces  at  the  capture  of 
Delhi. 

*Sib  E.  WATKIN :  Is,  then,  the  doc- 
trine  that  unless  an  officer  is  on  full  pay 
he  is  not  entitled  to  a  military  funeral  1 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  No,  Sir.  He 
was  not  entitled  under  Military  Regula- 
tions. 

THE  SCOTCH  FISHERY  BOARD. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  it  is  competent  for  the  Scottish 
Fishery  Board  to  allocate  any  of  the 
funds  at  their  disposal  for  harbour  con- 
struction and  improvement  as  security 
for  advances  to  Harbour  Authorities 
in  Scotland  by  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners  ;  and,  if  such  is  the  case, 
whether  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
would  consider  the  expediency  of  recom- 
mending this  course  to  be  adopted  by 
the  Fishery  Board  in  the  case  of  Eye- 
mouth Harbour,  where  £25,000  ad- 
vanced by  the  Public  Works  Loan  Board 
has  been  expended  in  improving  the 
harbour  without  any  improvement  to 
the  harbour  entrance,  which  is  impracti- 
cable to  fishing  boats  during  large  periods 
of  each  tide? 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  must 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  post- 
pone the  question.  The  matter  is  some- 
what complicated,  and  I  have  not  been 
able  to  get  a  satisfactory  answer. 

COUNCILS  OF  CONCILIATION. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  will  give  directions  to  the  Labour 
Correspondent  to  inquire  and  report  as 
to  the  extent  of  the  establishment  and 
working  of  Councils  of  Conciliation 
under  the  30th  and  31st  Victoria, 
chapter  105,  and  of  Boards  of  Arbitra- 
tion under  the  35th  and  36th  Victoria, 
chapter  46,  as  amending  the  5th  George 
IV.,  chapter  96 ;  and,  further,  to  inquire 
and  report  as  to  the  causes,  if  any,  pre- 


vailing either  amongst  employers  and 
employed,    which    have    hindered    the 
utilisation  in  any,  and  what,  trades,  of 
either  of  such  Councils  of  Conciliation  or 
Boards  of  Arbitration  ? 

•Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  No  use  was. 
made  of  the  Act  of  George  IV.,  and  its- 
existence  seems  to  have  been  forgotten. 
When  it  was  enacted  the  necessary 
organisations  for  its  successful  working 
did  not  exist,  and  its  compulsory  features- 
and  penalties  were  alike  distasteful  to 
employers  and  employed.  Before  the 
Act  of  1867  was  passed,  industrial  arbi- 
tration was  frequently  and  voluntarily 
applied.  The  tribunals  proposed  by 
these  Acts  did  not  provide  for  the 
settlement  of  future  but  only  of  actual 
disputes.  The  Act  of  1872  was  intended 
to  give  further  powers  in  this  direction  ', 
but  so  strong  a  preference  has  always 
existed  in  this  country  for  the  voluntary 
system,  that  neither  of  the  Acts  referred 
to  has  ever  been  called  into  operation. 
The  two  later  Acts  have  only  followed, 
not  preceded,  the  establishment  of  volun- 
tary Councils,  and  have  only  given  the 
sanction  of  law  to  a  system  already 
largely  adopted.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, no  special  inquiry  seems  neces- 
sary. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  Is  it  the  case 
that  nothing  has  been  done  under  the 
Statute  P 

•Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  That  is  so,  I 
believe.  The  fact  is  that  people  prefer 
to  manage  their  own  affairs  in  their  own 
way.  • 

THE  TRANSVAAL  DEBT. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to- 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what 
is  the  present  condition  of  the  debt  of 
£250,000,  bearing  interest  at  3}  per 
cent.,  and  repayable  by  means  of  a  25 
years'  annuity,  due  by  the  Government 
of  the  Transvaal  to  the  Imperial 
Government ;  and  whether  these  pay* 
ments  have  been  suspended,  and  for  what 
reason  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Ji£KSON,Leeds,N.):  lam  much  obliged 
to  my  hon.  Friend  for  calling  attention  to 
this  point.  The  payments  in  respect  of 
the  Transvaal  debt  of  £250,000  have 
been  regularly  made.  They  have  until 
within  the  last  year  been  applied  in  dis- 
charge of  a  debt  due  to  the  Treasury 
Chest  Fund  of  £61,073  15s.  3d.,  and  now 
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that  that  debt  has  been  discharged  the 
payments  are  made  into  the  Exchequer, 
the  first  of  such  payments  having  been 
made  in  April  last  year.  The  note  at 
page  136  of  the  Finance  Accounts 
should,  I  think,  have  been  fuller,  and  I 
propose  that  it  shall  be  more  explicit  in 
future. 

ZULU  AFFAIRS. 

Me.  HANBURY  :  I  had  intended  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  two  telegrams  of  23rd  January 
and  1st  February,  1889,  referred  to  in 
Sir  A.  B.  Havelock's  Despatch  of  11th 
February  of  that  year,  on  Zulu  affairs ; 
and  whether  he  can  state  exactly  what 
proposal  is  referred  to  in  the  following 
paragraph  of  LordKnutsford's  telegram  to 
Sir  A.  Havelock  of  5th  February,  1889, 
which  paragraph  has  been  omitted  from 
that  telegram  as  printed  in  the  Blue 
Book,  but  appears  incidentally  else- 
where : — 

"In  answer  to  your  telegram  of  the  1st 
February  proposed  removal  of  Dinizulu  by 
force  or  surieptitiously  undesirable  ;" 

and  by  whom  such  a  proposal  was  made  1 
I  beg  to  postpone  the  question  until 
Thursday. 

SILVER  PLATE. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether  he  can  state  if  those 
sending  in  silver  plate  to  be  weighed, 
Ac.,  next  Thursday,  are  likely  to  receive 
the  full  amount  of  the  drawback,  or  if 
the  quantity  of  plate  sent  in  is  likely  to 
lead  to  a  considerable  pro  rata  reduction  1 

Me.  JACKSON :  It  is  hoped  that  the 
sum  of  £120,000  will  enable  the  full 
drawback  to  be  paid  on  all  plate,  sent  in 
next  Thursday  to  be  weighed,  Ac. 

LICENSED  PUBLIC  HOUSES. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
he  will  grant  a  Return  of  the  number  of 
public  bouses  which  have  a  certificate 
licence  from  Licensing  Justices,  but  whose 
owners,  in  respect  to  whom  the  certifi- 
cates have  been  granted,  have  not  applied 
to  the  Excise  for  an  Excise  licence  ? 
•The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschbn,  St.  George's 
Hanover  Square):  The  information  can 
be  given. 


LONDON    SCHOOL  BOARD    ELECTIONS 

BILL. 

Mr.  BLUNDELL  MAPLE  (Camber- 
well,  Dulwich)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether  a  Memorial  (unani- 
mously passed  by  the  London  School 
Board  on  the  20th  March  this  year)  has 
been  received  by  the  Education  Depart- 
ment, in  favour  of  the  London  School 
Board  Elections  Bill,  which  proposes  to 
assimilate  the  present  Electoral  Divisions 
to  those  nsed  for  Parliamentary  and 
County  Council  Elections ;  and  whether 
the  Education  Department  can,  by  Sec- 
tion 37,  Sub-section  2,  of  "  The  Elemen- 
tary Education  Act,  1870,"  which  give* 
them  power  to  determine  the  boundaries 
of  the  different  Divisions,  and  the 
number  of  members  to  be  elected  for 
each  Division  to  the  London  School 
Board,  make  this  necessary  change 
under  the  present  law ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  the  Vice  President  will  give 
effect  to  the  Memorial  of  the  London 
School  Board  by  assisting  in  the  passing 
of  the  London  School  Board  Elections- 
Bill,  which  is  down  for  Second  Reading 
this  (Tuesday)  evening  ? 

Thb  VICE  PRESIDENT  or  thi 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart Dtkb, Kent, Dart- 
ford)  :  I  have  seen  the  Memorial  referred 
to.  The  Education  Department  have  no- 
power  by  order  to  assimilate  the  present 
Electoral  Divisions  to  those  used  for  Par- 
liamentary and  County  Council  elections* 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not  pre- 
pared to  support  the  hon.  Member's 
Bill,  which  will  have  the  effect  not  only  of 
altering  the  method  of  voting  in  the 
Metropolis,  but  also  of  removing  the 
securities  which  at  present  exist  for  the 
due  representation  of  minorities. 

MEETINGS    OF    POST    OFFICE 
EMPLOYES. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  the  police 
have  recently  received  instructions  from 
the  Post  Office  Authorities  to  make- 
inquiries  and  report  as  to  meetings* 
of  Post  Office  employed  about  to  be 
held ;  whether  sucb  instructions  have 
been  issued  to  the  police  generally,  or  in 
what  districts  ;  and  if  he  will  state  to  the 
House  why  the  police  have  in  this 
respect  in  any  case  been  substituted  for,, 
or  added  to,  the  Local  Postmaster  f 
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•Mb.  RA1KES  :  No,  Sir ;  no  such  in- 
structions have  been  given  either 
generally  or  in  particular  localities. 

Mr.   BRADLAUGH:    Then  the  in- 

quiries  which  have   been   made   in   the 

County  of  Bucks  by  the   county  police 

have  been  made  without  the  instructions 

<of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 

♦Mb.  RAIKES  :  Certainly,  Sir ;  I  have 
given  no  instructions. 

POLICE    WATCHING     IN     .NEW 

TIPPEKAKY. 

Mb.   SCHWANN   (Manchester,   N.): 

I  beg  to  ask  the   Attorney   General   for 

Ireland  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  on 

the    21st    April     last,      when      Father 

Humphry  stood  talking  with  Mr.  Gill, 
of  Nenagh  (in  streets  of  NewTipperary), 
the  policeman,  who  is  alleged  to  have 
told  them  rudely  to  "  move  on  "  and  was 
asked  his  name,  gave  the  name  of  Moran 
though  his  true  name  is  Leonard ;  did  he 
refuse  to  state  where  he  was  stationed, 
and  why ;  what  are  the  regulations 
of  the  Force  as  to  giving  their 
•name  and  address  when  asked ;  is 
it  the  fact  that,  on  the  22nd  April,  a 
policeman  followed  Father  Humphry, 
and  whistled  after  him  in  an  insulting 
manner,  and  refused  to  give  his  name, 
but  on  another  occasion  gave  it  as 
Wilson  Williams,  though  in  a  prosecution 
in  Court  swore  his  name  was  William 
Welsh ;  has  the  duty  been  especially 
Resigned  to  this  constable,  William  Welsh, 
to  walk  by  Father  Humphry's  side  and 
keep  step  with  him,  whilst  another 
constable  walks  a  few  feet  behind 
keeping  step  with  them ;  and  what  is 
the  name  of  the  second  constable  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  postpone  this  question. 

THE  CONGO. 

Mb.  SCHWANN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  with  reference  to  the  proposals 
made  to  the  Anti-Slavery  Congress  for 
the  imposition  of  Customs  duties  on  the 
(Congo,  whether,  before  the  Government 
commits  this  country  to  that  policy,  this 
House  will  have  an  opportunity  of  an 
explanation  of  the  reasons  which  may 
jozist  for  adopting  such  a  policy,  and  of 
expressing  its  opinion  thereon  ? 


•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  oi 
STATE  job  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Ferqusson,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  There 
would  be  obvious  inconvenience  in  any 
discussion  taking  place  in  this  House 
while  the  Conference  is  still  sitting ;  but 
British  interests  in  connection  with  this 
matter  will  not  be  lost  sight  of. 

CONVICTIONS  FOR   DRCNKENNES8. 

Mr.  SCHWANN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment what  is  the  n  amber  of  con  vie* 
tions  for  drunkejmess,  with  and  without 
violence,  in  England,  Scotland,  Ireland, 
and  Wales  respectively  for  the  financial 
year,  April  1889  to  April  1890  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  judicial  statis- 
ticsf  or  Englandand  Walesgive  the  Returns 
of  convictions  for  drunkenness  classed 
together  under  the  heading,  "Drunk- 
enness and  Drunk  and  Disorderly  Con- 
duct." The  number  of  such  convictions 
for  England  and  Wales  for  the  year 
ended  September  29,  1889,  was  156,634. 
I  am  not  yet  in  possession  of  the  figures 
for  the  period  ended  April  1890.  For 
figures  relating  to  Ireland  and  Scotland 
application  should  be  made  to  the  Scotch 
and  Irish  Offices  respectively. 

Mb.  SCHWANN :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  the  figures  separately  for 
each  county,  will  he  give  them  in  a 
future  Return  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  will  consider 
that  question. 

THE  ROYAL  SMALL  ARMS   FACTORY. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  he  is 
prepared  to  accept  on  oath  the  evidence 
of  several  gentlemen  concerning  the 
transactions  of  Messrs.  Metcalfe  at  tho 
Royal  Small  Arms  Factory ;  and  will  he 
cause  an  inquiry  to  consider  that  evi- 
dence? 
•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  furnish  me  with  the  state- 
ments to  which  he  refers  I  will  consider 
them,  with  a  view  to  see  if  further 
inquiry  should  be  made. 

FOREIGN  PLATE. 
Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  ( Sheffield, 
Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  if  instructions  have 
been  given  to  the  Customs  House 
Officials  at  Harwich,  and  the  other  out- 
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ports,  as  in  London,  that,  notwithstanding 
the  remission  of  the  duty,  foreign  plate 
cannot  be  delivered  to  an  importer 
without  subjection  to  assay,  according  to 
the  superior  standard  in  force  in  this 
country  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  informed  that 
there  has  been  no  change  made  in  the 
instructions  to  Customs  officers  as  regards 
foreign  plate. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT :  May  I 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  will  now  state  his  intentions 
with  regard  to  extending  the  time  allowed 
to  licensed  dealers  in  plate  to  send  in 
their  claims  for  drawback  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  Intimation  has  been 
given  that  if,  in  any  case,  from  unavoid- 
able delay,  the  detailed  Reports  are  not 
in  the  hands  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
to-day,  their  cases  will  not  be  pre- 
judiced. 

LABOUR  PROCESSIONS. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment why  a  procession  of  barge  builders 
and  gas  stokers  was  broken  up  by  the 
police  on  Mile  End  Waste  on  Friday 
last? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Commissioner  of  Police  that  no  inti- 
mation of  this  procession  was  given  to 
the  police,  and  that  the  time  chosen 
being  night,  and  the  night  on  which 
there  was  a  function  at  the  Guildhall  and 
a  demonstration  of  postmen  on  Clerken- 
well  Green,  it  was  anticipated  that  in- 
convenience and  possible  danger  to  the 
pnblic  would  result  from  obstruction 
caused  by  the  march  of  such  a  procession, 
which  proceeded  through  the  streets 
from  Mile  End  Waste.  The  police, 
accordingly,  informed  the  processionists 
that  their  march  could  not  be  permitted, 
and  prevented  it  taking  place. 

•Mb.  C.  GRAHAM :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  procession 
was  proceeding  to  Mile  End  Waste  and 
not  through  it  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  My  information 
is  the  other  way. 

THE    VOLUNTEERS; 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

War  what  is  the  estimated  annual  cost  of 

the  Drill  Instructors  and  Adjutants  of 


the  Volunteer  Force,  also  of  the  Colonels 
commanding  Regimental  Districts  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  ? 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  The  estimated 
annual  cost,  exclusive  of  non-effective 
charges,  is  as  follows : — For  Adjutants  of 
the  Volunteer  Force,  £108,700 ;  and  for 
the  Drill  Instructors  of  the  same  Force, 
£142,400  ;  for  the  Colonels  commanding 
Regimental  Districts  in  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  £35,900. 

ROUMANIA-MURDER  AT  KTJSTENJEL 

Mb.  FELLOWES  (Huntingdonshire, 
Ramsay) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  he 
can  give  any  further  information  con- 
cerning the  murder  of  Private  E.  El 
Page,  Royal  Marines,  at  Kustenje,  Rou" 
mania,  on  10th  March  1 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  A  Roumanian 
lawyer  has  been  retained  by  Her  Majesty's 
Charge*  d'Affaires  to  act  as  interpreter 
and  unofficial  legal  adviser  at  the  Court- 
Martial.  Until  after  the  finding  of  that 
Court  I  shall  not  be  in  a  position  to  give 
any  further  information  on  this  case. 

THE    PLATTER8    ROCKS. 

Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  have  offered, 
on  certain  conditions,  to  contribute 
the  whole,  or  a  part,  of  the  cost  of  re- 
moving the  Platters  Rocks  in  Holyhead 
Harbour;  and  whether  the  offer  has 
been  accepted ;  and,  if  not,  would  he 
state  on  what  grounds  1 
•Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  I  can  only 
refer  the  hon.  Member,  to  the  reply 
which  I  gave  to  a  similar  question  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Anglesey  (Mr. 
Lewis)  yesterday. 

"MITCHELL  v.  REGINA." 

Mb.  CUNESTGHAME  GRAHAM  r 
Has  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  been  called  to  the  report  of 
"Mitchell  v.  Regina  n  in  the  London  7Hmesf 
13th  of  May,  and  the  remarks  in  the 
Evening  Standard  of  that  day ;  and 
whether,  in  consequence  of  the  deci- 
sion of  the  learned  Judges,  he  is  prepared 
to  introduce  a  Bill  to  conserve  to  officers 
the  promises  conveyed  to  them  in  Her 
Most  Gracions  Majesty's  Royal  Warrants,, 
which  are  signed  by  the  Sovereign  ? 
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♦Mb.  B.  STANHOPE:  There  is  no 
necessity  for  introducing  any  Bill  with 
the  object  suggested  in  the  last  paragraph 
of  the  hon.  Member's  question.  The 
decision  of  the  learned  Judges  has  not 
•deprived  officers  of  any  rights  or  promises 
conveyed  to  them  by  any  Royal  War- 
rant. The  Courts  have  held,  in  accord- 
ance with  former  precedent,  that  the 
decision  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  a 
case  in  which  it  is  his  duty  to  interpret 
the  Warrant,  cannot  be  reviewed  in  a 
Oourt  of  Law. 


the  Peace  in  Sligo.        1408 


CLEOPATRA'S  NEEDLE. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  has  noticed  the  extent 
to  which  the  action  of  the  weather  has 
corroded  Cleopatra's  Needle  so  that 
many  of  the  hieroglyphics  appear  to  be 
becoming  effaced;  and  whether  any  steps 
can  be  taken  to  remedy  the  mischief  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Clerk  of  the  London  County  Council, 
who  have  charge  of  this  obelisk,  that  in 
May  of  last  year  the  acting  engineer 
made  an  examination  as  to  the  condition 
of  the  Needle,  and  reported  that  its 
present  state  was  not  unsatisfactory; 
that  the  surface  of  the  stone  does  not 
seem  to  have  been  affected  by  the 
weather  to  a  greater  depth  than  a 
quarter  of  an  inch,  and  the  hieroglyphics 
are  in  many  places  more  than  two  inches 
deep.  The  granite  does  not  seem  to 
have  deteriorated  since  the  Obelisk  was 
examined  16  years  ago. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  Cannot 
something  be  done  to  protect  the  Obelisk 
in  the  same  way  as  the  Mosaics  in  Italy 
are  protected  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  will  draw 
the  attention  of  the  London  County 
Council  to  the  matter. 

THE  RIFLE  BRIGADE. 

.  Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  the  4th  Battalion  Rifle 
Brigade,  which  returned  from  India  in 
January,  has  since  remained  unfit  for 
service  for  want  of  serviceable  arms  and 
equipment  1 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  On  the  return 
of  this  Brigade  from  India  it  was  found 

Hiat  their  arms  and  equipment  were  in 

r***1  order,  but  new  arms  and  equipment 

nave  been  issued* 


HOSPITAL  ACCOMMODATION  IN  IRISH 

BARRACKS. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
vide suitable  hospital  accommodation, 
constructed  in  accordance  with  modern 
sanitary  rules,  in  connection  with  the 
barracks  that  are  to  be  rebuilt  in  Ireland; 
and,  if  so,  what  particular  hospitals  are 
intended  to  be  thus  renovated  % 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  The  hospital  ac- 
commodation at  the  Curragh  and  at  Bel- 
fast will  be  enlarged  in  accordance  with 
modern  sanitary  rules;  and  wherever 
barracks  are  constructed,  any  hospital 
accommodation  which  may  be  required 
in  connection  with  them  will  be  built 
after  the  most  approved  modern  methods. 

Dr.  TANNER  :  What  steps  are  being 
taken  in  regard  to  the  hospital  of  the 
Royal  Barracks  in  Dublin  ? 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  The  sanitary 
arrangements  in  connection  with  the 
Dublin  Royal  Barracks  are  being 
thoroughly  overhauled. 

THE  COMMISSION  OF   THE   PEACE  IN 

SLIGO. 

Mr.  P.  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  a  gentleman  named 
Gethin  has  been  recently  appointed  to 
the  CommisKion  of  the  Peace  for  the 
County  Sligo ;  if  so,  what  wore  Air. 
Gethin's  qualifications  for  the  office ;  has 
he  a  residence  in  the  county ;  is  he  a 
landholder  or  landlord's  agent,  or  does 
he  hold  any  official  position  in  the 
district ;  and,  if  he  does  not  possess  any 
of  these  qualifications,  on  what  grounds 
did  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county 
recommend  him  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  f 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  The  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland  informs  me  that  Mr.  Gethin  is 
neither  a  landlord  nor  a  land  agent ;  hut 
is  a  gentleman  of  education  and  position 
residing  within  the  County  Sligo,  in 
which  county  members  of  his  family 
have  property.  He  having  been  recom- 
mended by  Her  Majesty's  Lieutenant  of 
the  county  as  a  fit  and  proper  person  to 
be  a  Magistrate,  was  appointed  in  the 
usual  course,  and  to  meet  the  necessity 
for  an  additional  Magistrate  in  th« 
Bally  mote  district,  in  which  he  ▼"» 
attend. 
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Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  this 
gentleman  has  no  residence  in  the 
<x>unty  nor  anywhere  else ;  and  that  he 
is  simply  a  lodger  in  his  brother's  house  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN :  No,  Sir ;  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Lord  Chancellor  that  he 
resides  in  the  County  of  Sligo. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  That  answer  conveys 
a  fallacy.  Is  he  not  simply  a  lodger  in 
his  brother's  house  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  information 
supplied  tome  officially  is  that  he  resides 
in  the  County  of  Sligo. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  inquire  whether  this  gentle- 
man has  really  a  residence  or  property 
in  Sligo  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ask  the 
officials  of  Dublin  Castle  to  supply  him 
in  future  with  such  information  as  will 
not  be  misleading  to  the  House  ? 
•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  ! 

EMBARCATION  OF  TROOPS  FROM    . 

INDIA. 

Dr.  FARQUH  ARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  will  direct  an 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  circum- 
stances under  which  H.M.S.  Malabar 
recently  arrived  in  England  with  500 
invalids  on  board,  of  whom  100  or  more 
were  very  ill,  and  about  40  were 
absolutely  helpless ;  whether  the  actual 
hospital  accommodation  on  board  con- 
sisted of  a  cabin  capable,  when 
absolutely  crammed,  of  holding  35 
berths  arranged  in  two  tiers,  and 
whether,  under  these  conditions, 
erysipelas  spread  so  rapidly  that  it  was 
necessary  to  leave  some  cases  behind  at 
Aden, with  the  view  of  trying  to  stop 
the  further  progress  of  the  disease ; 
whether  the  surplus  sick  had  to  be  put 
up  in  cots  slung  along  the  port  side  of  the 
main  troop  deck,  where  they  were 
insufficiently  protected  from  cold,  and 
exposed  to  the  dust  and  dirt  of  coaling  ; 
and  whether  he  will  try  and  arrange 
that  in  future  invalids  shall  be  conveyed 
in  troop  ships  properly  adapted  for  the 
•care  of  the  sick  1 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  :  The  embarcation  of  these 
troops  from  India  is  entirely  regulated 


by  the  Government  of  India.  I  have 
requested  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
to  give  the  matter  his  consideration,  and 
an  investigation  is  now  taking  place. 

COUNCIL  BILLS. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary,  of  State  for 
India  what  is  the  amount  of  Council  Bills 
sold  since  the  commencement  of  the 
present  financial  year ;  what  proportion 
is  this  amount  of  the  whole  of  the  current 
year's  estimate;  under  whose  advice 
has  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State 
forced  on  the  market  so  much  larger  a 
proportion  of  the  year's  drawings  than  is 
needed  for  the  current  requirements  of 
the  India  Office  ;  and  what  is  the  present 
amount  of  the  cash  balances  in  the  Home 
Treasury  of  the  India  Office  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chat- 
ham) :  The  amount  of  Council  Bills 
and  Transfers  sold  since  the  commence* 
ment  of  the  present  financial  year  is 
Rs.  5,32,34,000  ;  being  24  J  per  cent,  of 
the  estimate  for  the  year.  The  sales  have 
been  made  under  the  advice  of  the 
Finance  Committee  of  the  Council  of 
India.  It  is  incorrect  to  say  the  large 
amount  sold  has  been  "forced  on  the 
market "  ;  the  demand  has  been  abnor- 
mally large.  The  present  cash  balance 
of  the  Home  Treasuiy  is  £6,000,000. 

THE  WELSH  FUSILTERft. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  the  Second  Batta- 
lion Royal  Welsh  Fusiliers  was,  on  its 
return  from  Burma  in  1887,  sent  to 
Lucknow  instead  of  to  a  hill  station, 
although  it  had  suffered  severely  from 
the  effects  of  the  climate  in  Burma  ;  if 
he  can  explain  why  it  was  that,  although 
this  corps  was  very  sickly  during  the 
autumn  of  1887  at  Lucknow,  and  that 
the  Local  Medical  Authorities  strongly 
advised  that  it  should  be  sent  to  a  hill 
station  in  the  spring  of  1888,  no  notice 
was  taken  of  this  recommendation  ; 
whether  during  the  trooping  season  of 
1888-9  more  men  were  invalided  from 
this  corps  than  from  all  the  other  troops 
then  at  Lucknow,  consisting  of  two 
regiments  of  infantry,  one  of  cavalry, 
and  two  battalions  of  Royal  Artillery ; 
will  he  lay  upon  the  Table  the  Reports 
of  the  medical  officers  at  Lucknow ;  and 
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whether  the  corps  is  now  at  Peshawur, 
or  under  orders  for  that  station,  which  is 
notoriously  a  sickly  station  ? 

♦Sir  J.  GORST  :  The  statements  con- 
tained in  the  question  are  substantially 
correct,  except  that  the  battalion  is  the 
1st  and  not  the  2nd  Battalion  of  the 
Royal  Welsh  Fusiliers.  The  2nd  Batta- 
lion is  much  more  happily  circumstanced. 
It  is  at   present   quartered  in  Gal  way. 

The  Secretary  of  State  is  not  aware  of 
the  reasons  why  the  recommendation  of 
the  Local  Medical  Authorities  was  not 
attended  to.  Such  matters  are,  I 
believe,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ascertain  if  it  was  the 
fact  that  the  Commander-in-Chief  did 
communicate  with  the  Medical  AuthorL 
*ties  and  was  in  favour  of  their  recom- 
mendation,   but   that    afterwards    that 

recommendation  was  set  aside  on  repre- 
sentations which  were  made  by  other 
authorities  ?  If  that  is  so,  I  would  also 
ask  what  is  the  use  of  having  Medical 
Officers  at  all  ? 

♦Sib  J.  GORST  :  I  do  not  know  what 

the  hon.  Gentleman  alludes  to.     I  may, 

however,  say   that   no   recommendation 
from  the  Commander-in-Chief  has  been 
.set  aside  by  any  orders  from  home. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE :  I  did  not  moan 

that.     What  I  meant   to  say  was  that 

the  Commander-in-Chief  was  in  favour 

of  the  recommendation  of  the  Medical 
Authorities,  but  that  his  decision  was 
reversed  in  consequence  of  representa- 
tions made  from  another  quarter. 

♦Sib    J.    GORST:    Inquiry    shall    be 
made. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH    ACTS   AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

Consolidated  from  the 
PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACTS    AMENDMENT 
BILL,  AND   THE    URBAN   SANITARY 
AUTHORITIES  BILL. 

Bill   reported  from   the   Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr,  Conybeare 


Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  185. J 

Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  for  Monday,  2nd  June, 
and  to  be  printed.     [No.  290.] 

LICHFIELD  CATHEDRAL  BILL 
[LORDS]. 
Bill  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Thursday,  29th  May, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  291.] 

PRESENTATION  TO  BENEFICES    BILL 

[LORDS]. 
Bill  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Thursday,  29th  May, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  292.] 

LAND  REGISTRY. 
Return  ordered — 
(<  Of  work  done  under  the  following  Acts :  — 

(1)  Transfer  of  Land  Act,  1862;  (2)  Mort- 
gage Debenture  Acts,  1865-1870;  (3)  Land 
Transfer  Act,  1875;  (4)  Land  Charges 
Registration  and  Searches  Act,  1888, 
showing — 

(I.)  Number  and  value  of  the  new  titles 
registered  or  applied  for  in  the  pre- 
ceding year,  with  details  (a)  dis- 
tinguishing between  possessory  and 
absolute  titles  registered,  and  applica- 
tions still  pending  at  the  end  of  the 
year ;  (b)  showing  as  far  as  practicable 
the  values  and  costs  in  each  case  ;  (c) 
showing  in  each  case  whether  the 
application  was  made  in  person,  or 
how  otherwise : 

(II.)  Number  of  estates  on  the  Register 
under  the  Acts  of  1862  and  1875  : 

(III.)  Number,  value,  and  nature  of  all 
transactions  registered  during  the  pre- 
ceding year  under  the  Acts  of  1862 
and  1875 ; 

(IV.)  The  same,  as  far  as  practicable,, 
under  the  Mortgage  Debenture  Acts, 
and  •«  The  Land  Charges  Act,  1888  ; " 

(V.)  Comparison  of  costs  and  receipts  of 
the     office    in    the    preceding    year 
with   those  of  former   years."—  (Mr. 
Tomlimon.) 
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NAVY  (BOILER  &eM  TUBE8  ) 
Return  ordered, — "  Of  Boiler  and  Condenser  Tubes  delivered  under  Contract 
since  the  1st  day  of  January,  1888,  showing  Rejections,  Ac. : — 


Contractor. 

Dockyard. 

Metal,  i.e., 

bran,  steel,  iron, 

Ac.,  boiler  or 

condenser. 

Contracted  for 

Refused . 

Accepted 

Date  of 
contract. 

i 

1 

• 
■4* 

49 

Price  per  foot 
ordinary 
rises  and 

description. 

Number. 

Weight. 

$ 

9 
00 

• 

u 

£ 

B 

3 

Weight. 

Lord  Randolph  Churchill.) 


BAST  INDIA  (BENARES  TEMPLB8). 
Address  for — 

"  Reports  of  the  Commissioner  of  Benares  to 
the  Government  of  India  of  the  14th  day  of 
February,  1889,  and  the  4th  day  of  April, 
1889,  as  to  certain  Property  and  Trust  Funds 
belonging  to  the  Temples  of  Qunnesh,  Shiva, 
and  Anpurua,  and  the  Chattra  of  Benares; 
and  of  any  Despatch  from  the  Government  of 
India  relating  thereto."— (Jfr.  Bradlaugh.) 

MOTION. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (CUSTOMS 
AND  INLAND   REVENUE  BILL). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  proceedings  on  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  Bill  have  precedence  of  the 
other  Orders  of  the  Day  and  the  Notices  of 
Motion  this  evening  and  at  every  sitting  for 
which  it  may  be  appointed." — [Mr.  William 
Henry  Smith.) 

(2.52.)  Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury,  E.) :  I  think  we  are  entitled  to 
complain  of  this  very  peculiar  proceed- 
ing, on  the  part  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  I  do  not  profess  to  be  so  well 
acquainted  with  the  procedure  of  this 
House  as  some  other  hon.  Members ;  but 
I  must  say  that  I  think  it  is  somewhat 
extraordinary  to  find  that  the  Government 
are  desirous  of  taking  up  the  whole  time 
of  the  House  for  Government  business 
before  Whitsuntide.  Only  this  after- 
noon we  have  gone  through  the  farce  of 
putting  down  our  names  for  a  Ballot,  in 
order  that  we  may  be  able  in  a  Con- 
stitutional manner  to  ventilate  griev- 
ances.    Why  does  not  the   right  hon. 

VOL.  CCCXLIV.    [third  sibibs.] 


Gentleman  propose  that  all  this  shall  be 
done  away  with  at  once,  so  that  we  may 
be  spared  the  trouble  of  coming  down 
here  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays  in  order 
to  obtain  a  favourable  place  ?  The  posi- 
tion we  find  ourselves  in  at  this  moment 
is  all  due  to  the  gross  bungling  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  Looking  at  the 
past  records  of  Parliamentary  Govern- 
ment I  fail  to  find  any  instance  in  which 
an  Administration  has  succeeded  in 
getting  the  business  of  the  country  into 
such  a  tangled  skein.  They  have 
had  their'  Irish  Land  Purchase  Bill 
read  a  second  time,  together  with 
the  Tithes  Bill,  the  Allotments  Bill, 
and  the  Bill  dealing  with  Registra- 
tion ;  but  when  they  had  succeeded  in 
getting  those  Bills  advanced  to  a  certain 
stage,  with  almost  insane  infatuation, 
they  brought  in  their  compensation 
scheme,  knowing  full  well  that  it  was 
bound  to  meet  with  the  most  strenuous 
opposition,  and  that  it  was  one  of  the 
most  contentious  measures  they  could 
bring  before  the  House.  They  have 
taken  this  coarse  without  solicitation 
either  by  the  Temperance  Party,  or  the 
publicans,  or  the  general  public,  and 
with  complete  knowledge  of  the  feeling 
which  was  created  throughout  the  country 
when  a  similar  course  was  projected  two 
years  ago,  and  the  only  way  in  which 
they  propose  to  get  out  of  the  difficulty 
in  which  they  find  they  have  placed 
themselves  is  by  proposing  to  sacrifice 
the  whole  of  the  time  of  private  Mem- 
bers.     Having  obtained  the  first  place 
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to-night,  I  cannot  abandon  it  without  a 
serious  protest,  and  certainly  not  without 
dividing  the  House.  Personally,  I  have 
not  been  able  to  discover  whether  the 
Government  really  want  the  time  of  the 
House  for  this  Bill,  or  simply  to  do  a 
kindly  action  towards  those  who  are 
assailed  by  the  Motion  I  proposed  to  move 
this  evening,  dealing  with  the  system, 
of  faggot  voting  which  exists  in  London. 
There  may,  however,  be  another  reason, 
because,  when  my  Motion  was  disposed 
of,  it  would  have  been  possible  to  have 
afforded  facilities  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Woolwich  (Colonel  Hughes) 
to  bring  forward  the  Motion  dealing  with 
the  dockyards  which  stands  in  his  name 
— a  Motion  which  the  Government,  by 
a  piece  of  sharp  practice,  succeeded  in 
staving  off  on  Friday  night.  It  is  a 
singular  fact  that  the  three  questions 
which  have  precedence  for  the  evening 
sitting  all  affect  the  people  of  London, 
and  yet  Her  Majesty's  Government  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  for  telling 
the  inhabitants  of  this  Metropolis,  "  No 
matter  what  your  grievances  are,  we,  by 
our  automatic  majority,  wiU  vote  you 
down  and  take  np  the  whole  time  of  the 
House."  If  private  Members  are  to  have 
any  rights  at  all,  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  must  be  resented,  and  it  is 
our  duty  to  let  the  country  know  that 
if  there  ever  was  a  Government  which 
succeeded  in  mismanaging  its  business  it 
is  the  present.  I  intend  to  divide  the 
House  against  the  Resolution. 

(3.0.)  Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liver- 
pool,  Scotland) :  I  sympathise  very 
strongly  with  the  remarks  « f  my  hon. 
Friend  in  regard  to  the  business  which 
stands  on  the  Paper  for  to-night.  Only 
the  other  night  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  by  a 
manoeuvre,  got  rid  of  the  Motion  of  one 
of  his  own  supporters — the  hon.  Member 
for  Woolwich — with  regard  to  the  bad 
pay  of  men  employed  in  the  Public 
Service  of  the  country.  .  Only  this  morn- 
ing I  received  a  note  from  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  in  which  he  says,  "  My 
Motion  as  to  the  very  low  wages  paid  to 
labourers  in  the  Government  establish- 
ments in  London  is  down  for  to-night, 
and  will  be  divided  upon.  I  shall  feel 
obliged  if  you  will  extend  to  me  the  same 
kindness  you  did  on  Friday  night  in 
making  and  keeping  a  House."  I  have  no 
doubt  that  my  hon.  Friends  have  re- 
Mr.  J.  Rowlands 


ceived  a  similar  letter,  and  there  are 
very  few  who  would  not  be  in  their 
place,  in  order  to  secure  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  question.  And  now  it 
appears  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman is  to  be  unfairly  deprived  of  all 
opportunity  of  discussion  by  his  own 
Government.  I  do  not  know  whether  I 
am  in  order  in  alluding  to  the  scenes 
which  kept  us  here  until  4  o'clock  this 
morning,  but  I  wish  to  draw  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  Government  are  pur- 
suing a  deliberate  plan  of  throwing  dust 
in  the  eyes  of  the  nation.  About  1 
o'clock  this  morning,  with  an  assumption 
of  seriousness,  they  proposed,  in  the 
absence  of  the  members  of  the  Press, 
and  surrounded  by  hon.  Members  who 
had  been  in  attendance  for  nine  or  10 
hours,  to  begin  the  discussion  of  two  of 
the  most  important  clauses  of  the  Budget 
Bill.  We  resisted  that  proposal,  and  I 
hold  that  we  were  justified  in  resisting 
it ;  but  we  offered  to  discuss  the  question 
adequately,  as  we  thought  the  interests 
of  our  own  constituents  demanded.  We 
made  an  offer  of  that  kind  to  the  Govern- 
ment over  and  over  again,  but  offer  after 
offer  was  refused,  and  it  was  only  in 
sheer  self-defence  that  we  were  obliged 
to  shield  ourselves  behind  the  Forms  of 
the  House.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  the 
course  we  pursued  had  the  countenance 
and  support  of  the  able  and  impartial 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  presides  over 
the  Committees  of  this  House.  His  re- 
fusal to  be  a  party  to  the  gagging  of 
Members  drew  upon  him,  I  regret  to  say, 
something  like  an  intentional  insult,  and 
a  complete  misapprehension  of  his 
motives.  And  what  is  the  position  of  the 
Government  ?  In  the  short  recess  which 
is  about  to  take  place  if  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  makes  a  speech  it 
will  be  to  denounce  the  conduct  of  the 
Opposition  as  factious  and  obstructive. 
I  entirely  share  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  that  the  present  Ministry  is  a 
lawless,  an  immoral,  and  a  profligate 
usurpation.  They  hold  office  in  spite  of 
the  constant  and  unmistakeable  con- 
demnation of  the  constituencies,  and  under 
such  circumstances  I  regard  Her  Majesty  s 
Government  as  just  as  much  an  usurpation 
as  if  they  were  an  oligarchy,  who  had 
established  themselves  by  a  coup  (Tdtat. 
For  my  own  part,  I  think  the  House  are 
justified  in  refusing  to  grant  a  single 
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penny  of  the  public  money  to  a  Govern- 
ment  which  has  ceased  to  represent  the 
nation.  Upon  one  or  two  occasions  we 
have  endeavoured  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  and  the  country  to  some  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  foreign  questions. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member  is 
now  transgressing  the  limits  of  the 
Motion  before  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  I  will  not 
pursue  the  subject  further.  I  was  only 
illustrating  my  argument  that  the 
Government  have  no  right  to  complain 
of  the  action  of  the  Opposition.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  Government  do  not 
want  this  time,  which  properly  belongs 
to  private  Members,  seeing  that  the 
Budget  Bill  of  1885,  which  led  to  the 
defeat  of  the  Government,  did  not  reach 
a  Second  Reading  until  the  8th  of 
June.  The  only  reason  for  pressing 
forward  the  Bill  now  is  to  divert  public 
attention  from  the  mismanagement  of 
the  Government,  by  making  an  unjust 
and  unfair  attack  upon  the  Opposition. 
"  It  is  part  of  a  scheme  to  push  through 
the  House  legislation  against  which  the 
country  has  indignantly  revolted.) 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid:  As 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  is  now 
seeking  to  appropriate  the  whole  of  the 
time  of  the  House,  may  I  ask  him  if  he 
proposes  to  afford  facilities  this  Session 
for  the  discussion  of  the  Eight  Hours' 
Bill  for  Miners,  seeing  that  early  in  the 
Session  134  Members  of  the  House, 
representing  all  Parties,  signed  a  requisi- 
tion to  him  expressing  a  hope  that  time 
would  be  found  for  the  discussion  of  the 
measure  ?  As  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  now  proposing  to  appropriate 
the  time  of  private  Members  before 
Whitsuntide,  and  as  he  is  certain  to 
ask  for  further  encroachments  after 
Whitsuntide,  I  think  the  time  has 
arrived  for  asking  what  his  intentions 
are  with  regard  to  a  measure  in  which 
the  miners  of  the  country  are  intensely 
interested,  and  in  which  those  of  Scot- 
land are  unanimous  1  1  should  also  like 
to  ask  when  the  remaining  Votes  for  the 
Navy  are  to  be  taken  ? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  not  discussing  the  Motion  before  the 
House.  Nor  do  the  subjects  to  which  he 
refers  come  within  the  period  of  time 
for  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
poses to  take  the  time  of  the  House. 


Mr.  PHILIPPS:  I  only  wished  to 
point  out  that  one  of  the  questions  upon 
the  Paper  for  to-night  would  raise  a 
discussion  as  to  the  condition  of  labour 
in  the  Government  establishments,  and 
if  such  questions  as  this  cannot  be 
discussed  to-night,  I  s  ould  like  to  know 
when  they  can  be  brought  on  ? 

(3.10.)     Mr.  SEXTON :  I  should  like 
to  know  upon   what  ground  the   First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  considers  himself 
entitled  to  present  a  Motion  attacking 
the  rights  of  private  Members  without 
offering  a   word  of    explanation.      The 
onus  lies  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
of  proving  that  the  Motion  is  necessary, 
and  that  at  this  early  period  of  the  Session 
it  is   desirable  to  extinguish  the  rights 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Fins- 
bury  (Mr.   J.  Rowlands)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Woolwich  (Colonel  Hughes) 
have  succeeded    in    obtaining    for    the 
Motions   which   stand   in   their   names. 
The  Housj  cannot  forget  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Woolwich  was  on   Friday 
night  deprived  of  his  right  by  something 
very   like    a   trick.     I   strongly    protest 
against  a  manoeuvre  by  which  the  Go- 
vernment are   seeking,  for   the    second 
time  within  a  week,  to  deprive  the  hon. 
Member,    who    is'   one    of     their    own 
supporters,  of  an  opportunity  of  bring- 
ing to  the   notice   of    the    House    the 
grievances  of  a  body  of  persons  who  are 
in   the   employment   of    the   State.      I 
should  have  thought  that  it  was,  at  any 
rate,  incumbent  on  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  show  that  the  Budget  Bill  is  of 
such  extreme  urgency  as  to  demand  the 
appropriation  of  the  time  required.     We 
have  not   yet   reached  the  end  of   the 
month  of  May,  and  we  are  entitled  to 
inquire    why   it  is  necessary   that    the 
Budget  Bill  of  1890  should  be  passed 
earlier   than   in   any  previous   year?     I 
have   been    10   years   in   the  House  of 
Commons,  and  certainly  I   have   never 
known  the  business  of  the  country  to 
be  in  such  a  state,  owing  to  the  chronic  in- 
competence  and   spurts   of   tyranny  of 
the  Government.     I  beg  to  move,  as  an 
Amendment  to  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  after  the  word  "  proceed- 
ings,"  to  insert  the    words    "in  Com- 
mittee/' 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
"proceedings,"  to  insert  the  words  "in 
Committee." — {Mr.  Sexton.) 
3  E  2 
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Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(3.20.)  Mb.  H.  T.  KNATCHBULL- 
HUGESSEN  (Kent,  Faversham) :  I 
intend  to  support  the  Government, 
although  representing  a  dockyard  con- 
stituency. I  regret  the  abandonment  of 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Woolwich  relating  to  the  low  rate  of 
the  wages  of  dockyard  labourers ;  but  I 
quite  recognise  that  in  view  of  the  un- 
paralleled obstruction  which  has  been 
offered,  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
taken  the  only  course  open  to  them. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  spoke  of 
the  farce  of  coming  here  to  put  down 
Motions  for  Tuesday  and  Friday.  I  do 
not  agree  that  it  is  a  farce ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  feel  that  we  are  sent  here 
to  do  the  business  of  the  country,  and 
not  to  discuss  the  fancies  of  private 
Members. 

Mr.  BEAUFOY  (Lambeth,  Kenning- 
ton) :  1  should  like  to  point  out  that, 
although  a  large  number  of  questions 
of  the  deepest  interest  to  London  con- 
stituencies have  been  placed  upon  the 
Paper,  not  a  single  opportunity  has  been 
afforded  for  bringing  them  before  the 
House.  Having  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent a  London  constituency,  I  think  it  is 
high  time  for  the  Metropolitan  Members 
to  make  a  protest  against  the  action  of 
the  Government  in  seeking  to  deprive 
them  of  the  only  opportunity  they  are 
likely  to  have  of  making  some  of  their 
grievances  known. 

(3.25.)  Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  I 
listened  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Faversham  (Mr.  H.  Knatch- 
bull-Hugessen),  and  I  absolutely  deny  that 
there  has  been  any  obstruction  whatever. 
If  the  business  of  the  country  is  not 
in  a  satisfactory  condition  the  Govern- 
ment are  alone  responsible  for  it. 
At  the  very  earliest  period  of  the 
Session  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has 
come  down  and  made  a  demand  upon 
the  time  of  the  House  of  a  most 
extraordinary  character,  but  he  has 
very  prudently  and  wisely  made  no 
attempt  to  justify  the  demand  he 
makes.  The  Government  would  have 
had  their  Budget  Bill  passed  before 
now  if  they  had  refrained  from 
introducing  contentious  clauses  into  it. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  have  introduced 
bills  of  a  highly  contentious  character, 


which  it  would  be  utterly  impossible  to 
pass  this  Session,   even   if  the  Sittings 
were  prolonged  until  Christmas.    So  far 
as  the  Irish  Members  are  concerned,  they 
know  that  the  licensing  proposals  of  the 
Government  are  regarded  by  their  con- 
stituents with  hate  and  detestation,  and ' 
they  feel  that  it  is  their  duty  to  oppose 
them  by  every  means  in   their   power. 
The  Government  have  tacked  on  to  the 
ordinary  business  of  the   country  pro- 
positions that  are   perfectly  novel,  and 
which  raise  great  issues  of  policy  upon 
which  the  constituencies  have  a  right  to 
pronounce  an  opinion.     That,  and  that 
alone,  is  the  real  reason  why  we  are  making 
such  little  progress.     If  there  has  been 
obstruction  of  public  business  it  has  been 
the  result  of    the  unprecedented   pro- 
ceedings   of    the    Chancellor     of     the 
Exchequer  and  the  First  Lord    of   the 
Treasury.     We   have  simply  done  our 
duty  in  opposing  these   proposals,  and 
what  I  suggest  to   the  Government  is 
that  they  should  now  take  out  of  this 
Budget  Bill  the  clauses  which  introduce 
this  new  policy.     If  they  do  that,  the* 
Budget  Bill  will  pass  as  quickly  as  the 
Forms  of  the   House  will  permit ;  the 
Government  will  be  able  to  make    pro- 
gress with  Supply,  and  to  clear  away 
other  business  of  the  country,  and  then  the 
remainder  of  the  Session  can  be  devoted 
to  the  interests  of  Irish   landlords  and 
English  publicans.     It  is  uncandid  and 
unfair  to  seek  to  blind  and  deceive  the 
country    by    endeavouring  to  lay  the 
blame  upon  our  shoulders  of  delaying  or 
obstructing  public  business    when,  in 
reality,  we  are  simply  opposing  a  great 
and  novel  policy  which  the   Government 
are  seeking  to  introduce  under  the  cloak  of 
doing  the  ordinary  business  of  thecountry. 
Supposing  the  Government    succeed  in 
carrying  out  this  policy,  I  suggest  that, 
for  the  convenience  of    Members,  they 
should  now  get  up  and  announce  to  the 
House  what  is  their  real  programme  of 
business  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session, 
and  what  they  propose   to  throw  over- 
board, and  what  they  intend  to  carry.    I 
would  suggest,   too,   that  in  order  that 
there  should  be  a  clear  week's  holiday, 
the  House,  if  necessary,  should  sit  on 
Saturday. 
*Tm  FIRST  LORD  of  thb  TREASURE 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster) : 
The  hon.  Member  has  told  us  that  it  is 
the  bounden  duty  of  the  Opposition  to- 
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resist  the  policy  of  the  Government  by 
every  means  in  their  power.  [Mr. 
Dillon  :  The  policy  of  the  endowment  of 
publicans.]  If  any  reasons  were  wanting 
why,  as  proposed  by  the  Motion,  special 
facilities  should  be  given  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  carrying  the  Bill  through,  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  has  himself 
supplied  them.  He  has  not  called  it 
obstruction,  but  he  has  admitted  that 
the  policy  of  the  Government  has  been 
opposed  by  everything  in  the  power  of 
the  Opposition 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  am  afraid  I  must 
interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

•Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  DILLON:  That  is  absolutely 
false. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order!  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  give  way  he  is 
in  possession  of  the  House,  and  has  a 
right  to  continue  his  remarks. 

Mb.  DILLON:  It  is  customary  for 
hon.  Members  to  give  way  under  such 
circumstances. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER :  It  is  entirely  optional 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  gives  way. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  It  is  customary. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  ! 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  think  the 
majority  of  the  House  will  acquit  me  of 
being  in  the  habit  of  making  false  ac- 
cusations. 

Mb.  DILLON:  You  said  exactly 
the  opposite  of  what  I  said. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  1 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  content  to 
take  the  judgment  of  the  House  as  to 
whether  I  have  put  an  unfair  interpre- 
tation on  the  hon.  Member's  words.  I 
made  the  Moti  >n  now  before  the  House 
because  it  is  imperative  in  the  judgment 
of  the  Government,  upon  whom  the  re- 
sponsibility rests,  that  it  should  be  made. 
In  the  discussions  which  have  taken 
place  on  the  Bill  there  has  been  a  con- 
siderable and  a  needless  repetition  of 
arguments.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  has  invited  the  Government  to 
take  these  particular  clauses  from  the 
Bill.  Recommendations  of  the  same 
character  have  been  made  over  and  over 
again  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House,  and  there  surely  must  be  some 
limit  at  which  even  the  most  reasonable 
recommendations  must  cease,  if  the 
majority  of  the  House  make  it  clear  that 


those  recommendations  cannot  be 
cepted.  I  am  most  anxious  to  carry  on 
the  business  of  the  House  so  as  to  suit 
the  convenience  of  private  Members ;  but 
the  legislation  of  the  Government  must 
be  passed,  and  it  is  not  the  fault  of  the 
Government  that  by  unduly  protracting 
discussion  private  Members  have  deprived, 
themselves  of  their  opportunities.  With 
regard  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Woolwich,  he  will  have  an  op- 
portunity of  making  it  on  going  into 
Supply.  Both  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
will  give  careful  consideration  to  any 
matters  brought  before  them  by  hon. 
Members  with  a  view  to  remedy 
grievances.  I  will  not  now  enter  into 
the  Programme  of  the  Session,  because 
the  Motion  before  the  House  is  an  ex- 
tremely limited  one.  If  it  becomes 
necessary  for  the  Government  to  make 
proposals  for  a  further  extension  of  time, 
then  the  views  of-  the  Government  with 
regard  to  the  future  progress  of  business 
may  be  properly  put  forward.  On  the 
present  occasion  we  simply  ask  the 
House  to  give  precedence  to  a  Bill 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  ought  to  be  passed  without 
further  delay,  and  as  to  which  there  has 
been  very  considerable  and  protracted 
discussion.  I  hope  the  House  will  now 
come  to  a  decision  on  the  question  before 
it. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby)  :  There 
is  no  doubt  the  demand  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  a  most  unusual  one  at  this 
period  of  the  year.  When  such  a  de- 
mand is  made  it  is  the  duty  of  Members 
of  the  House  to  examine  the  grounds 
upon  which  it  is  based.  The  greater 
part  of  this  Bill,  that  which  makes  pro- 
vision for  the  finances  of  the  country,  is 
unopposed.  That  could  be  passed  to- 
day, and  might  have  been  passed  last 
week.  But  the  opposed  part  of  the  Bill 
has  no  relation  to  the  Imperial  finanoes, 
and  is  part  of  a  scheme  the  discussion 
of  which  the  Government  have  admitted 
ought  to  be  postponed  till  after  Whit- 
suntide. This  is  said  to  be  a  part  of  the 
business  of  the  Government,  but  it 
formed  no  part  of  the  recommendations 
in  the  Queen's  Speech.  It  appeared  all 
of  a  sudden  as  an  accident  and  an  inci- 
dent, and  as  a  secondary  and  independent 
part  of  the  Budget  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.     I  have  heard  astonish- 
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vent  expressed  equally  on  both  Bides  of 
the  House  at  the  madness  which  has  in- 
spired the  Government  to  flash  upon 
Parliament,  encumbered  as  it  is  already 
by  the  immense  demands  of  the  Irish 
L&nd  Purchase  Bill  and  the  Tithes  Bill, 
this  question  of  compensation  to  pub-' 
Hcans.  Sheridan  is  reported  to  have 
said  that  he  had  heard  of  a  man  break- 
ing his  head  against  a  brick  wall,  but  he 
had  never  heard  of  a  man  building  a 
brick  wall  to  break  his  head  against  it. 
Yet  practically  this  is  what  has  been 
done  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  making  a  proposal  which  is  no  part 
of  his  Budget,  but  is  rather  an  unwhole- 
some excrescence  upon  it.  If  the 
Government  choose  to  fight  out  this 
question  of  compensation  to  the  liquor 
interest  I  have  no  objection,  if  only  they 
will  give  time  to  the  country  to  form 
and  pronounce  an  opinion  upon  it.  The 
Opposition  is  ready  to  fight  it  out ;  but 
we  will  not  have  it  closured.  If  the 
Government  imagine  the  question  is 
going  to  be  disposed  of  on  a  side  issue 
they  are  entirely  mistaken.  The  pro- 
ceedings of  yesterday  were  inaugurated 
Iry  a  rescript  from  the  Times,  in  follow- 
ing whose  advice  on  a  previous  occasion 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  came  to 
disaster.  The  Times  is  in  the  confidence 
of  the  Government,  and  the  Government 
enjoys  the  friendship  of  the  Times.  That 
paper  yesterday — a  meeting  of  the 
Cabinet  was  held  on  Saturday — 
announced  what  was  to  be  the  policy  of 
the  Government  on  this  measure  and 
what  treatment  the  Opposition  was  to 
ex-pect.  The  words  of  the  Times  have 
been  endorsed  by  the  subsequent  action 
of  the  Government.  They  have  been 
advised  to  make  the  best  possible  use  of 
tfyeir  majority  without  the  least  regard 
to  the  hypocritical  outcries  of  the 
minority,  because  "  what  the  country 
believes  in  is  success.1'  That  is  the 
morality  of  the  Government  policy ;  but 
wnilst  it  is  true  that  "  nothing  succeeds 
like  success,"  it  is  also  true  that  nothing 
fails  like  failure.     The  Times  says-  - 

"  If  work  is  done  the  Opposition  may  go 
about  the  country  whining  or  howling  about 
ttte  arbitrary  use  of  a  majority  or  the  stifling 
0* discussion  until  thejP  are  hoarse.  Nobody 
ctkm  a  Btraw  though  they  are  olosured  10 
times  every  night,  nor  will  their  complaints 
excite  anything  but  amusement." 

I  venture  to  denounce  language  of  that 
kind  addressed  to   the    House  of  Corn- 
er W.  Uarcourt 


mons  as  a  brutal  and  insolent  outrage. 
{Laughter.]  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  laughs  at  the  idea  of  being 
guided  by  his  old  friend.  The  House 
can  see  that  what  the  Times  has  said  is 
an  exposition  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  There  is  one  sentence  in 
which  I  can  entirely  concur  : — "  Sir  W. 
Harcourtandhis  friends  have  not  the  least 
apprehension  of  being  called  to  account 
for  obstructing  business.1'  Later  on  the 
Times  says  : — "  There  are  far  too  many 
speeches  n  \Ministerial  cheers] — yes,  Sir, 
I  waited  for  that  cheer — "  far  too  many 
speeches  from  the  Government  Benches." 
Now,  the  Government  have  difficulties. 
"  It  may  be  a  little  difficult "  says  the 
Times,  "to  curb  the  loquacity  of  their 
supporters  ;"  but  it  adds  that  this  can  be 
done  if  they  are  made  to  see  that  busi- 
ness is  really  to  be  advanced  by  their 
self-denial.  I  was  glad  to  see  that  the 
first  lesson  in  self-denial  was  learnt  by 
Gentlemen  opposite  last  night.  There 
was  an  attempt  to  carry  out  the  policy 
indicated  in  the  Times,  and  it  was 
followed  by  as  humiliating  a  disaster  as 
ever  befel  a  Government  when  engaged 
in  an  un-Gonstitutional  and  unBcrupulous 
attempt  to  override  free  discussion  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  What  I  pro- 
test against  is  what  took  place  last 
night  when,  in  the  most  material 
part  of  a  most  important  policy, 
the  Government  endeavoured  to 
gag  the  House  of  Commons,  and  in  the 
dead  of  night  to  pass  measures  which 
most  materially  affect  the  interests  of 
every  part  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
without  discussion,  or  in  a.  manner  of 
which  the  country  could  have  no  notice. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  not 
in  the  House  at  4  o'clock  this  morn- 
ing, and  perhaps  he  would  like  to  know 
what  happened.  Perhaps  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  would  like  to  forget  it; 
but  it  shall  not  be  forgotten  in  the 
House  or  in  the  country.  Well,  what 
took  place  ?    There  was  a  scene 

•Mb.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  !  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  entitled  to 
refer  in  detail  to  what  took  place  in  Com- 
mittee last  night,  of  which  the  House', 
has  no  cognisance  when  I  am  in  the  . 
Chair ;  but  within  a  certain  limit,  which 
no  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knows,  he  can  allude  to  it  in  a  general/. 
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Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  I  will  follow 
your  ruling,  Sir.    I  was  only  about  to  8a y 
that  certain  incidents  of  the  Sitting  re- 
'minded  me  of  the  story  of  the  battle  of 
Waterloo.    When  we  had  been  pounded 
all  night,  and  had  stood  our  ground, 
there  appeared  on  the  scene  a  foreign 
force,  which  the  Napoleon  of  the  night 
supposed  to  be  Grouchy,  but  which  turned 
out  to  be  Bliicher.     Then  the  force  dis- 
banded, amid  a  general  cry  of  "  Sauve  qui 
peut  /  "  and  the  Napoleon   fled.     I  hope 
that  course  will  not  be  repeated  by  the 
Government.  The  Government,  I  under- 
stand, are  determined   to   go  on   with 
their  compensation    scheme    and   with 
these  clauses  in  the  Budget  Bill.      Very 
well,  I,  for  one,  will  not  refuse  them  the 
time  they  ask  even  at  the  sacrifice  of  the 
interests  of  private  Members.     I  regret 
that     the     interests     of     the      people 
of     London     should     be     deliberately 
sacrificed  in  order  to  forward  the  com- 
pensation  to  publicans  policy    of    the 
Government.     I  am  very  sorry  that,  by 
the     brushing     aside    of     the     Motion 
of    the'  hon.     Member     for    Woolwich 
(Colonel     Hughes),    the      interests    of 
the  working  men,  whose  cause  he  has 
espoused,  should  be  sacrificed.     But  if 
the  Government  are  determined  to  make 
this  afterthought  on  their  part  the  first 
and  most  prominent   portion  of    their 
policy  we  are  ready  to  meet  them,  and 
will  grant  the  time  necessary  to  discuss 
their  proposals.     The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  has  charged  us  on  this 
Bench  with  weakness  in  our  resistance 
to     the     Government.       I  will   expose 
myself  still  further   to  the  charge  by 
giving   the   Government  all    the    time 
they  can  get  for  the  fair  discussion  of 
their  policy.     It  ought  to  be,  however, 
on   the   understanding   that   their  pro- 
posals are  not  hastily  forced  through  by 
the  Closure.      The   difficulty   in  which 
the  Government  find  themselves  is  due 
to    the    character     of    their    measures, 
which  are  repugnant  to  the  feeling  of 
the   nation — Bills  for  buying  out  Irish 
landlords,  compensating  English  publi- 
cans and    brewers,  and   aiding  parsons 
in    Wales.        That    is    not    a    popular 
programme,   or    one   that    recommends 
itself  to  the  country.     If,  however,  they 
choose   to  occupy    the    whole   time   of 
Parliament  for  the  discussion   of  these 
particular  topics  we   cannot  help    our- 


selves, and  must  meet  them  as  best  we 
can.  In  order  that  we  may  have  ample 
time  to  discuss  their  policy,  we  will 
not  oppose  their  present  demand. 

(4.4.)     Sib    WILFRID      LAWSON 
(Cumberland,  Cockermouth) :  I  do  not 
wish  to  use  any  of  the  epithets  which 
have  been  used  against  the  Government 
to-day.     They  have  received  a   severe 
castigation.      They    have    been    called 
lawless,  immoral,  and  unprincipled,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  alluded  to 
their    having     suffered    a    humiliating 
disaster.     I  wish  to  appeal  to  them  in  a 
friendly  spirit.  Ononep°int  the  Govern- 
ment and  myself  are  at  present  in  cordial 
accord,  and  that  is  in  the  desire  to  pro- 
mote temperance.     They  seldom    make 
any  speeches    without  saying  that  the 
earnest  desire  of  their  hearts  is  to  pro- 
mote  some    temperance    measure.      In 
'fact,  I  look  upon  them  now  not  so  much 
as  a  Government  as  a  great  temperance 
league.     It  is  not  for  me  on  this  occasion 
to    discuss    their    mode    of    promoting 
temperance,  but  I  think  they  must  admit 
that  there  are  other  people  who  have  the 
interest  of  temperance  at  heart  almost  as 
much  as    Her    Majesty's    Government. 
To-morrow  there  is  on  the  Paper  a  Bill . 
which  embraces  the  views  of  an  enormous , 
number  of  the  people  of  this  country  in 
regard  to  what  should  be  done  towards 
diminishing    the    evils     of     the    drink 
traffic,  and  I  would  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  ^Treasury    whether     he    thinks    it 
ought  not  to  be  discussed.     It  is  a  Bill 
based  on  three  Resolutions  of  this  House, 
and  there  are  more  people  interested  in 
it,  I  feel  sure,  than  are  interested  in  any 
other  Bill  before  the  House  at  the  present 
time. 

(4.6.)  Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  If  I  could  hope  that  by  giving 
the  Government  the  time  they  ask  for 
we  could  obtain  from  them  time  for 
adequate  discussion,  I  should  not  have 
the  slightest  objection  to  granting  them 
a  certain  amount  of  time,  on  the  principle 
of  giving  them  enough  rope ;  but  I  am 
afraid  the  rope  would  be  used  to  strangle 
us.  They  would  take  the  time  of  private 
Members,  and,  instead  of  giving  us  full 
opportunities  for  discussing  the  com- 
pensation proposals,  they  would  Closure 
us.  I  should,  therefore,  like  some  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  to  be  good 
enough  to  break  that  remarkable  silence 
which  has  fallen  upon  them  since  they 
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received  the  orders  of  the  Times,  and 
explain   the   intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  the  future.     The 
First  Lord  of    the    Treasury   has    put 
himsjlf  forward  as  a  very  able  man  of 
business.     I  shared  in  the  opinion  that 
he  was  an  able  man  of  business,  but  I 
own  I  have  been  disappointed.     I  think 
now    that   not   only  is  the   right   hon. 
Gentleman      not      a     good      man      of 
business,    but    that    he    does   not    un- 
derstand     the     House     of     Commons. 
He  seems  to  ba   under  the   impression 
that  he  should  come  down  here  as  a  sort 
of  schoolmaster  and  treat  us  as  a  sort  of 
school  children.     It  is  all  bullying  and 
bartering  on  the  part  of  the   right  hon. 
Gentleman.     He  is  constantly  telling  us 
if  we  do  not  do  this  or  that  we  shall  not 
have  a  holiday — as  if  we  were  children. 
That,  Sir,  is  not  the  way  to  treat  the 
House  of  Commons.     We  know  we  are 
absolute  worms  in  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's eyes,   but  by  the  course  he  has 
adopted  he  has  induced  us  to  turn  and 
protest  against  his  proceedings  again  and 
again.      An    hon.    Gentleman    opposite 
spoke  of  us    as  having  been  guilty  of 
unparalleled  obstruction.    I  must  explain 
that  the  word  obstruction  is  used  in  two 
senses— a  good  sense  and  a  bad  sense. 
Of  course,  all  opposition  is  obstruction 
in  a  certain  sense.     The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  pointed  to  the  hon.  Member 
for     Mayo     (Mr.     Dillon)     as     having 
announced    an    intention     to    obstruct, 
because    he   said   he   would  delay   and 
oppose.    Why,  every  speech  in  opposition 
to    the    proposal    of     the    Government 
naturally    delays    that    proposal    being 
passed,   and  opposes  it.     In  that  sense, 
no  doubt,  we  do  obstruct,   but,   in  an 
improper  sense,    we  never  obstruct  in 
this  House.     I  have  heard  this  playing 
on  the  word  obstruction  time  after  time. 
The  ins  always  complain  of  opposition  as 
obstruction,   whilst  the    outs    maintain 
that  it  is  legitimate  opposition,  although 
immediately  the  outs  become   the   ins, 
their  view   of    opposition  changes,  and 
they   begin  to  charge   their  opponents 
with  obstruction.    If  the  present  Govern- 
ment should  go  out,  its  Members  would 
be  found  to  act  just  as  we  are  acting  at 
this  time.     ["  No,  no."]    Well,  we  shall 
see.     On  the  Land  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
the    Conservatives  did   not    obstruct — 
God  forbid  that  I  should  charge  them 
Mr.  Labouchere 


with  anything  of  the  kind — but  they 
took  38  days  to  consider  the  clauses  in 
Committee.  When  we  have  occupied 
38  days  in  Committee  on  a  Bill  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  perhaps  he 
may  be  justified  in  complaining  of 
obstruction,  but  I  deny  that  he  has  any 
ground  for  complaining  of  it  now. 

(4.12.)  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  rose  in 
his  place  and  claimed  to  move  "  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

•Mb.  SPEAKER  :  I  would  remind  the 
House  that  the  subject  under  discussion 
is  the  Amendment  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  to  insert  in 
the  Motion  after  "  proceedings  "  the  words 
"  in  Committee."  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  disposition  to  unduly  delay  the 
decision  on  that  Amendment. 

(4.12.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford, 
N.) :  I  think  I  may  say,  Sir,  on  behalf 
of  my  Colleagues,  that  you  have  fairly 
interpreted  the  feeling  which  prevails 
this    side    of    the     House,    and   I 


on 


thank  you  for  allowing  us  to  con- 
tinue for  a  few  moments  longer  the 
Debate  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend.  It 
is  a  remarkable  thing  that  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  so  little  regard 
for  the  rights  of  private  Members  that, 
even  at  the  moment  he  is  depriving  them 
of  the  time  which  the  Rules  of  the  House 
allow  them  for  bringing  on  business,  he 
endeavours  to  prevent  them  from  ex- 
pressing an  opinion  upon  his  action  by 
the  Closure.  In  spite  of  the  violent  in* 
terference  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, I  will  say  that  which  I  rose  to  say, 
namely,  let  us  fall  in  with  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby.  Let  us  agree  to 
give  the  Government  the  whole  time  of 
the  House,  let  us  not  take  a  Division 
against  the  present  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  on  the  understanding 
that  now  that  he  proposes  to  take  private 
Members'  time,  he  shall  not,  at  least  in 
the  time  he  so  takes,  attempt  to  use  the 
Closure.  Let  the  Government  take,  in 
addition  to  their  Morning  Sitting,  all  the 
time  of  the  House  after  9  o'clock 
to-night,  and  let  them  have  all  to-morrow, 
in  addition,  but  let  private  Members  be 
protected  in  their  own  time  from  the 
violent  measures  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  It  will  go  forth  to  the  country 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hat  met 
the  proposal  of  the  Member  for  Detbj 
by  an  attempt  to  apply  the  Closure;  but, 
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at  any  rate,  let  it  also  go  forth  that 
private  Members  are  not  to  be  closured 
during  the  time  they  surrender  to  the 
Government — that  they  are  not  to  be 
strangled  by  their  own  rope,  so  to  speak. 
I  think  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  is  a 
good  one.  We  are  entitled  to  an  answer 
to  it,  and  also  on  another  matter. 
This  Motion  will  give  the  Government 
an  additional  day  and  a  half.  Surely, 
therefore,  hon.  Members  are  entitled  to 
have  a  day  and  a  half  added  to  the 
Whitsuntide  holiday.  I  entirely  re- 
pudiate any  charge  of  obstruction.  There 
is,  indeed,  no  need  for  obstruction,  as  we 
are  not  now  in  the  position  we  occupied 
in  former  times.  We  have  nothing  to 
gain  and  everything  to  lose  by  obstruc- 
tion. The  game  of  obstruction,  if  it  ever 
was  played  in  this  House  by  private 
Members,  is  at  an  end.  All  we  desire  is 
to  have  a  reasonable  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing our  views  and  of  arguing  ques- 
tions with  the  Government. 

*(4.15.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  It  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  use  the 
time  of  the  House  in  a  proper  and 
reasonable  way.  In  regard  to  the 
holidays,  if  the  hon.  Member  will  put  a 
question  to  me  on  Thursday  on  the 
subject,  I  hope  I  shall  be  in  a  position  to 
give  him  an  answer. 

(4.16.)  Mr.  SEXTON :  If  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby, 
supported  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  is  accepted,  we  shall  understand 
that  the  proceedings  on  this  Bill  only 
occupy  the  time  usually  at  the  disposal 
of  private  Members,  and  be  free  from  the 
operation  of  the  Closure  Rule. 

*(4.17.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  must  see  that  I  cannot 
give  any  general  pledge  on  that  point. 
There  is  an  expectation  held  out  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  that  the 
proceedings  in  the  Committee  on  this 
Bill  shall  terminate  within  a  certain 
reasonable  time.  I  say  no  more  than 
this — that  the  Government  will  en- 
deavour to  conduct  the  Debates  in  a  just 
and  reasonable  spirit. 

(4.19.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  should 
like  to  explain  that  what  I  intended  to 
jay  was,  that  if  the  Government  receive 
A  large  accession  of  time  from  private 
Members,  it  will  be  unreasonable  on 
their  part  to  insist  upon  forcing  on 
Debates  at  late  hours  of  the  night  to  the 


inconvenience  of  all  parties  in  the  House, 
and  when  it  is  impossible  that  the 
Debates  could  be  reported.  I  say  that 
that  will  be  unreasonable,  and  I  accept 
the  statement  just  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  intends  to  act  in 
a  reasonable  manner.  Consequently,  I 
understand  that  we  are  to  consider  our* 
selves  safe  from  being  called  on  to  con- 
tinue these  discussions  at .  an  unreason- 
able time  of  the  night.  In  these 
circumstances,  1  hope  we  need  not  go  to 
a  Division. 

*(4.23.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  It  will  be 
remembered  that  I  alluded  to  the  reason- 
able expectation  held  out  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  hon.  Members 
opposite  that  the  Bill  will  pass  through 
the  Committee  to-morrow. 

(4.23.)  Sir  W.  HARCOuRT  :  I  hope 
that  reasonable  expectation  will  be 
fulfilled,  but  I  must  point  out  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  when,  at  the 
instance  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Rossendale  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington),  I  made  that  offer  to  the 
Government  last  night,  it  was  rejected 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I 
consider  I  should  be  at  liberty  to  recede 
from  that  offer  if  I  desired  to  do  so.  I 
do  not  desire  it  however.  I  hope  that 
expectation  will  be  fulfilled. 

(4.24.)  Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Brad- 
ford, W.)  :  We,  too,  are  to  indulge  in  the 
expectation  that  we  shall  not  be  kept  up 
to  an  unreasonable  hour,  and  that  we 
shall  not  have  the  Closure  applied  to  us. 
Our  position  with  respect  to  this  Budget 
Bill  is  this.  It  has  been  a  surprise  to  us 
from  first  to  last.  It  was  not  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  and  must  have  been  the 
result  of  a  sudden  decision — either  that, 
or  the  Government  have  kept  it  in  their 
minds  without  saying  anything  about 
it.  We  have  heard  from  the  Govern- 
ment, over  and  over  again,  that  they  do 
not  desire  to  compensate  the  publicans, 
but  this  is  a  measure  to  give  compensa- 
tion, and  the  conviction  of  the  over- 
whelming majority  of  the  people  of  this 
country  is  that  if  the  Bill  passes  in  its 
present  form  an  enormous  burden  will 
be  thrown  upon  the  shoulders  of  the  tax* 
payers  through  this  compensation.  Our 
constituents — and  I  can  speak  for  my 
own — arc  most  anxious  that  we  should 
press  the  Government  for  an  explanation 
of  the  scheme.  We  cannot  do  this  with 
the  fear  of  the  Closure  hanging  over  us. 


A* 
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(4.25.)  Mb.  SEXTON :  I  understand 
it  to  be  affirmed  that  the  proceedings  on 
the  Bill  are  not  to  be  pressed  forward  at 
an  unreasonable  hour  of  the  night. 
Upon  that  understanding  I  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

■ 

Main  Question  put. 

(4.25.)  The  House  divided  : — Ayes 
306  ;  Noes  137.— (Div.  List,  No.  100.) 

Ordered — That  the  proceedings  on  the 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  have 
precedence  of  the  other  Orders  of  the 
Day  and  the  Notices  of  Motion  this 
evening  and  at  every  Sitting  for  which 
it  may  be  appointed. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


IOI 


CUSTOMS   AND  INLAND  KE VENUE 
BILL.— (No.  231.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Postponed  Clause  6. 

(4.40.)  Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.): 
I  beg  to  move,  in  line  34,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  gallon  "  and  insert  "  hogs- 
head." The  object  of  this  .is  to  reduce 
the  taxation  on  the  shoulders  of  those 
people  who  are  least  able  to  bear  it. 
The  amount  of  taxation  raised  from  the 
Alcohol  Duties  is  £21,649,448,  and  this 
presses  very  unequally  on  the  rich  and 
poorer  classes.  For  three  glasses  of 
British  spirit,  the  poor  man  pays,  say, 
1b.,  and  out  of  it  he  pays  9d.  on  duty, 
but  suppose  a  man  consumed  a  bottle 
of  wine  that  cost  Is.  6d.,  the  only 
payment  to  the  Exchequer  out  of 
that  is  a  Id.  This  increased  taxation 
now  proposed  means  increased  adultera- 
tion, and  it  means  an  increase  in  illicit 
distillation,  and  consequent  loss  to  the 
Revenue.  I  cannot  say  that  I  should  be 
prepared  to  condemn  this  illicit  distilla- 
tion, though  technically  it  is  against  the 
law,  because  I  know  the  taxation  upon 
the  article  is  unjust  and  is  unequal  in 
its  incidence  between  the  rich  and  the 
poor.  I  know  it  is  urged  that  the  heavy 
taxation  will  conduce  to  temperance,  be- 
cause it  will  acr  as  a  check  upon  con- 
sumption, but  1  am  quite  sure  that  those 
who  have  studied  the  question  will  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  this  is  all  nonsense. 
If  you  were  to  take  all  the  taxes  off,  1 


do  not  believe  there  would  be  a  whit 
more  drunkenness,  and,  indeed,  1  be- 
lieve there  would  be  less.  There  would 
be  less  of  the  habit  of  men  treating  each 
other,  for  it  would  be  a  cheap  and 
common  means  of  refreshment,  and 
there  would  not  be  heavy  drinking  bouts 
alternately  with  periods  of  total  absti- 
nence. The  very  heavy  duty  on  spirits- 
stimulates  the  manufacture  of  spirits 
from  unwholesome  materials,  bad 
spirit  impregnated  with  fusel  oil  finds 
its  way  into  consumption,  and  Excise 
officers  can  tell  you  that  a  large 
amount  of  spirit  is  made  from 
molasses  and  other  substances.  I 
am  not  greatly  impressed  by  the  state- 
ment made  in  the  Times  that  a  similar 
Amendment  to  this,  devoted  to  the 
Customs  Duty,  was  a  foolish  and  meaning- 
less Amendment.  It  is  simply  a  protest 
against  the  working  classes  being  robbed, 
as  practically  they  are,  with  every  glass 
of  liquor  they  take,  and  being  compelled 
to  bear  taxation  which,  if  fairly  adjusted, 
should  fall  upon  the  landed  class  and 
the  richer  classes  in  the  community. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
34,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  gallon  "  and 
insert  the  word  "  hogshead." — (Jfiv 
Blane.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
4  gallon '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

M.43.)  The  CHANCELLOB  or  m 
EXCHEQUER  (Mr.  Goschbn,  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square):  I  really 
have  nothing  to  say  more  than  I  said 
yesterday  in  regard  to  a  similar  proposal. 
The  whole  argument  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber goes  for  a  total  abolition  of  the  duty. 
It  would  be  far  better  to  make  a  total 
remission  of  the  duty  than  to  reduce  it 
to  a  54th  part  of  6d,  which  would  be  a 
ridiculous  conclusion. 

(4.43.)  Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) : 
My  hon.  Friend  has  explained  the 
principle  upon  which  he  makes  his  pro* 
posal,  he  finds  that  opinion  is  adverse  to 
it,  and  I  would  suggest  that  he  should 
not  put  the  Committee  to  the  trouble 
of  a  Division. 

(4.44.)  Mb.  BLANE :  Yesterday  I 
had  three  Amendments,  only  one  of  which 
I  actually  moved,  and  did  not  take  a 
Division,  but  all  the  same  I  am  met  with 
a  charge  of  obstruction.  Neither  yester- 
day or  to-day  has  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man convinced  me    that  there  is  any, 


1 433       Customs  and  Inland        {  May  20,  1 890 } 


Revenue  Bill. 


1434; 


absurdity  in  my  proposal,  bat  though 
the  Government  have  not  showed  them- 
selves worthy  of  much  consideration, 
yet,  in  deference  to  the  request  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  will  not  insist  on  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(4.45.)  Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  X.) :  I 
take  the  liberty  of  moving  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  I  have  given  notice,  to 
insert  in  line  34  the  words — - 

"  Of  spirit*  which  shall  not  have  been  in 
bond  for  a  period  of  at  least  one  year  the  duty 
of  6d.  per  proof  gallon,  and  so  10  proportion 
for  any  less  quantity." 

This  raises  a  very  important  question 
on  which  we  have  had  no  defence  of 
the  Government  proposal,  and,  indeed,  a 
somewhat  qualified  assent  to  my  view 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
It  may  be  objected  that  it  raises  the 
whole  question  which  was  raised  on  a 
former  occasion  upon  the  u  Bonding  of 
Spirits  Bill,"  but  that  is  not  quite  the  * 
case.  The  Amendment  reduces  to  a 
minimum  the  ill  effects  of  the  proposed 
new  tax  as  regards  Ireland  and  Scotland, 
and  will,  I  think,  largely  tend  to 
diminish  the  annoyance  the  tax  will 
cause.  If  there  is  one  thing  more  than 
another  in  connection  with  the  Spirit 
Duties  upon  which  all  parties  are  agreed, 
it  is  that  it  is  highly  desirable,  if  it  is 
practicable,  that  new  spirits  should  not 
find  their  way  into  consumption,  or,  at 
any  rate,  that  no  facilities  should  be 
offered  for  such  spirits  finding  their  way 
into  ordinary  consumption.  Where  my 
Amendment  differs  from  the  proposal  to 
bond  all  spirits  for  12  months,  is  in 
giving  a  Differential  Duty  of  6d.  a  gallon 
in  favour  of  spirits  that  have  been 
bonded  12  months,  favour  being  shown 
to  the  better  article,  which  is  not  likely 
to  produce  the  injurious  effect  on  the 
consumer  that  new  spirit  does  ;  whereas 
the  Bill  to  which  I  have  alluded  proposed 
to  apply  the  12  months  restriction  to  all 
spirits.  In  1879  that  Bill  passed  its 
Sjecond  Reading  without  Division,  and 
why  it  was  not  carried  to  a  legislative 
enactment  I  do  not  understand.  I  have 
read  the  Debates  on  that  and  other  occa- 
sions, and  I  find  that  any  argument  used 
against  the  bonding  of  spirits  for  12 
months  could  not  apply  to  this  Amend- 
ment, because  here  the  bonding  for  that 
time  is  optional  and  is  not  absolutely 


I  demanded,  but  the  Preferential  Duty  will 
encourage    dealers    to    put     the    same 
mellow  spirit  on  to  the  market.     There- 
is  an  abundance  of  testimony  to  show 
the    injurious    effects    of    new    spirits,, 
and    all    authorities    are    agreed    that,, 
at    the    present  time,  a    large  amount 
of  new  spirit,  containing  fusel    oil    in 
large    proportion,    finds    its    way    into 
general   consumption,    with,    of  course,, 
great   injury  to  the  health  of  the  con- 
sumers.     The  Committee  appointed  to 
hold  the  inquiry  in    reference    to    the 
Adulteration     of    Food    Act    of    1872 
reported   unanimously  on  this  very  sub- 
ject.    They  said  there  was  a  singularly 
unanimous   expression   of  opinion   from 
scientific  witnesses  as  to  the  perfectly 
maddening    effect    of   the  consumption 
of    new  spirit.      Dr.  Cameron,  a  well- 
known  scientific  authority,  said  that  fusel 
oil  was  highly  pernicious,  even  in  small 
quantities,  and  he  went  on  to  express  an 
opinion   that  it  would  be  well    if  new 
spirit  were  not  allowed  to  be  removed 
from  bonded  stores  until  after  the  ex- 
piration of  an  appointed  time,  say  a  year. 
That  is  exactly  in  the  direction  of  my 
Amendment,    which    is,     however,  not 
compulsory.       Another    authority,    Dr». 
McAdam,  F.R.S.,  Professor  of  Chemistry 
at  Edinburgh  University,  said — 

"  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the  fusel 
oil  in  whisky  is  injurious  to  health,  and  I  be- 
lieve in  most  cases  the  maddening  effect* 
attaching  to  whisky  di  inking  are  due  to  the 
presence  of  fusel  oii" 

That  Committee  arrived  at  its  opinion 
upon  testimony  which  was  overwhelming 
to  the  same  effect.      Last  night  we  had 
an  expression  of  opinion  from  the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  he  under- 
took that  this  question  should  be  con- 
sidered,  not  only  from  a  Revenue  point  of 
view,  but  as  it  concerns  the  health  of  the 
community.     That  being  so,  I  suggest 
that  my  Amendment  is  well  worthy  of 
attention,  and  is  a  step  towards  a  solu- 
tion  of   the    difficulty.       If    we    bring 
in   a  Bill   to    provide    that  all  spirit*- 
shall    remain  in  bond    for  12  months, 
we    shall    meet    with    opposition  from 
certain   distillers,  who   will   urge    that 
it  is  unfair  to  ask  them  to  lock  up  their 
capital  for  12  months,  thereby   iiandi- 
capping  them  in  their  competition  withf 
importers    of  foreign   spirits,   but    my 
proposal,  acting  in  a  permissive  way,  will, 
give  the  home  distillers  the  benefit  of 
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the  difference  in  duty  if  they  give  the 
public  a  more  wholesome  article.     I  hope 
I  have  made  my  meaning  clear,  and  I 
believe  there  would  be  no  Excise  diffi- 
culty in  carrying   out    my   suggestion. 
The  consumption  of  spirits  in  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland,  is  on  the  increase, 
and  how  far  that  increased  consumption 
ia  made  up  of  new  spirits  it  is  impossible 
to  ascertain.      I   have   endeavoured  to 
find  out,  but  I  have  been  unsuccessful. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Government 
have  any  means  of  ascertaining  the  respec- 
tive proportions  of  new  and  of  matured 
spirits  sold,  but  I  think  one  would  be  safe 
in  arguing  that,  if  this  additional  tax  of 
4>d.  per  gallon  is  imposed,   and  if  the 
-  Government  entertain  the  idea  that  its 
imposition  will  bring  about  an  increased 
Revenue,  the  actual  result  will  be  that 
a  greater  quantity  of  new  spirits  will  be 
put  on  the  market.     I  think  it  would  be 
better  by  far  to  offer  an  encouragement 
to  distillers  to  keep  their  spirits  in  bond 
for  a  good  period.     I  am  not  concerned, 
either    directly     or   indirectly,    in    the 
trade,  but  I  am  making  this  Motion  in 
the  interests  of  the  good   character  of 
both  Scotch  and  Irish  whiskies,  because 
J.  know  that,  under  the  present  absurd 
system    of    Excise   collection,    a    large 
•quantity  of  maddening  new  spirit  is  now 
put  on  the  market,  and  I  am  anxious  to 
restrict  the  sale  of  such  spirit.     Those 
who  are  jealous   of   the   reputation   of 
whisky  should  support  this  Motion.     I 
have  been  told  by  some  hon.  Members 
of  this  House  that  they  would  prefer  to 
see  whisky  abolished  altogether.      The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth,    who    makes    such     interesting 
speeches  on  the  subject  of  temperance, 
said,  that  instead  of  keeping  spirits  in 
bond  for  one    year    he    would    prefer 
to    see    them    kept    in  bond   for    two 
hundred  years.     But  we  must  approach 
this  subject  as  sensible  men.     If  whisky 
is  made   to  be  drunk,  surely  it  is  an 
advantage  that  it  should  be  given  to  the 
public  in  a  form  in  which  it  will  not 
produce  bad  effects.     I   know  of  some 
parts  of  Ireland  where  it  has  produced 
most  terrible  effects ;  and  if  we  refer  to 
the   Constabulary  Returns,  and  to  the 
evidence  of  those  who  are  interested  in 
-the  subject,  we  shall  find  that  the  new 
whisky  that  is  sold  in  many  parts,  buth 
of  Scotland  and  of    Ireland,   produces 
•these  bad  effects,  both  on  the  morals  and 
Mr.  Flynn 


on  the  health  of  the  community,  and 
leads  to  a  very  large  amount  of  disturb- 
ance and  disorder.  If  anything  could  be 
done  to  diminish  the  terrible  evils  of 
intemperance,  which  undoubtedly  arises 
from  the  consumption  of  new  spirits,  I 
think  it  should  be  done  ;  and  I  believe 
that  the  Amendment  which  I  have  pro- 
posed would  be  a  step  in  the  right 
direction,  and  one  which  ought  to  com- 
mand the  sympathy  both  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  of  the  Government. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2.  line  34,  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  "  gallon,"  and  insert  the  words  "  of 
spirits  which  shall  not  have  been  in  b  jnd  for  a 
period  of  at  least  one  year  the  duty  of  sixpence 
per  proof  gallon,  and  so  in  proportion  for  any 
less  quantity."  —  {Mr.  Flynn.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Clause." 

*(5.8.)  Me.  GOSCHBN  :  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  I  have  devoted  a 
portion  of  the  short  time  which  has 
elapsed  since  last  night's  Sitting  to  a 
study  of  this  particular  question.  I 
have  been  in  conference  with  distillers 
from  Scotland,  and,  although  I  desire  to 
deal  seriously  with  this  question,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  accept  this  Amendment 
in  the  form  in  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  put  it.  We  must  proceed  with  con- 
siderable caution  in  the  matter.  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Member,  however,  that  it  is 
receiving  most  careful  consideration.  It 
would  be  necessary,  for  instance,  to  define 
the  class  of  spirits  which  ought  to  be  kept 
in  bond.  It  is  not  all  spirits  that  should 
necessarily  be  so  treated.  The  Amend- 
ment may  be  desirable  in  the  interests 
of  whisky,  but  I  am  told  that  in  the  case 
of  gin  that  spirit  is  as  good,  as  far  as 
health  is  concerned,  immediately  after 
manufacture,  as  it  is  after  keeping  it 
for  a  considerable  time.  I  propose  to 
have  a  scientific  examination  made  on 
this  question,  and  I,  therefore,  hope  that 
the  hon.  Member  will  not  press  his 
Amendment. 

(5.9.)  Mb.  SEXTON  :  I  am  glad  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
determined  to  pay  attention  to  this  very 
serious  question.  But  what  he  has 
stated  in  reference  to  the  difficulty  is  ft> 
matter  which,  I  think,  might  be  dealt 
with  in  Committee.  Of  course,  if  gin 
stands  in  the  position  stated  by  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman,    it    could    easily   be 
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excepted  from  the  operation  of  this 
Amendment.  I  contend  that  the  interests 
of  the  Irish  whisky  manufacturers  are 
seriously  damaged?  by  the  lack  of  a 
provision  such  as  is  contained  in  this 
Amendment.  This  question  has  been  a 
long  time  before  the  House.  It  is  a 
complicated  question,  and  I  trust  that 
now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
entered  upon  an  investigation  he  will  be 
able  to  put  a  stop'to  the  practice  of  which 
my  hon.  Friend  complains,  and  I  also 
hope  that  before  next  year's  financial 
proposals  are  made  we  shall  have  com- 
municated to  us  the  decision  at  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  arrived. 

•(5.11.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN :  Yes,  Sir.  I 
certainly  will  undertake  before  another 
year's  Budget  to  announce  my  decision, 
but  I  hope  to  be  able  to  deal  with  this 
matter  even  before  then.  I  shall  place  my- 
self in  communication  with  the  distillers 
of  Ireland  in  the  same  way  as  I  have  com- 
municated with  those  of  Scotland. 

5.12.)  Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tip- 
perary,  S.) :  1  desire  to  say  I  do  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  gone 
the  right  way  to  work  in  making 
inquiries  into  the  matter  if  he  has  con- 
sulted only  distillers. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  have  consulted 
others  than  the  distillers,  and  am  in  com- 
munication with  scientific  authorities 
who  may  be  able  to  throw  some  light  on 
this  subject.  I  desire  to  communicate 
with  anyone  who  may  be  able  to  assist  in 
this  investigation. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR:  I  am  glad  to 
hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he  is  in  consultation  with  authorities 
other  than  distillers.  I  have  a  very 
great  regard  for  distillers,  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  forgive  me  if  I  im- 
press upon  him  the  serious  importance 
of  this  subject,  so  far  as  the  Irish  people 
are  concerned.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that 
the  character  of  Irish  whisky,  when  it 
gets  fair  play,  is  very  high  indeed.  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  is  within  his  know- 
ledge that  very  recently  a  great  and  dis- 
tinguished monarch  was  kept  alive  for  a 
very  long  period  by  the  use  of  this  stimu- 
lant, medically  applied.  I  am  told,  on 
the  highest  authority,  that  the  late 
Emperor  Frederick  was  almost  fed  on 
Irish  whisky  during  the  latter  months  of 
his  life.  Experience  proves  that  Irish 
whisky,  when  properly  dealt  with,  pos- 


sesses very  valuable  characteristics,  but 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  its  character  at 
the  present  time  is  very  low  indeed.  In 
fact,  the  distillers  and  manufacturers- 
have  been  driven  out  of  the  market  by 
the  adulteration  of  the  article.  Irish 
distillers,  unfortunately  for  themselves, 
have  a  habit  of  selling  all  their  produc- 
tions in  a  new  and  raw  state.  The 
whisky  is  made  from  the  very  best 
materials,  and  it  is  able  to  resist  the 
largest  amount  of  adulteration ;  but 
when  it  gets  over  to  England  it  is  so 
mixed  up  with  deleterious  commodities 
that  its  character  is  destroyed.  I  have 
noticed  that,  as  a  result  of  this,  in  the  great 
refreshment  houses  in  the  Metropolis,  the 
demands  for  Irish  whisky  are  only  about 
one-ninth  of  tlyrae  for  Scotch  whisky. 
That  is  a  revolution  which  has  been 
brought  about  in  the  trade  during  the  last 
15  years. 

Thb CHAIRMAN:  Order, order!  The 
hon.  Member  is  surely  straying  very  far 
from  the  Amendment  before  the  House. 
This  Amendment  does  not  affect  any 
particular  whisky.  It  only  provides  for 
the  keeping  in  bond  of  spirits  for  one 
year. 

Mb.  J.    O'CONNOR:     I   only  want 
to  point  out  that  if  Irish  whisky  is  taken 
out  of  bond  before  it  is  12  months  old  it 
is  more  liable  to  adulteration  with  dele- 
terious compounds,  and  I  believe  if  this 
Amendment  were    carried  it  would  be 
an  encouragement  to  Irish  distillers  to 
keep    the    spirit  until    it    is    perfectly 
matured.      I  am  speaking,  also,   in  the 
interests    of    the  Irish  barley  growers. 
The  population  of  Ireland  is  largely  en- 
gaged in  agricultural    pursuits,  and    I 
believe  that  one  effect  of  passing  this- 
Amendment  would  be  to  give  the  agri- 
cultural population  a  little  better  oppor- 
tunity of  meeting  the  many  and  weighty 
engagements  which  they    are    already 
under,  and  which    they    are    about  to 
enter  into  with  the   State.     I  have  still 
another  reason,  and  that  is  in  connection 
with  the  health  of  the  people  at  home. 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  from  my  knowledge  of 
the  trade  in  Ireland,  that  the  people  en- 
gaged   in     distributing     this    drink   to- 
the    poor  buy,  in  most  cases,  the  very 
newest  and  the    very    rawest    spirits. 
They    then    reduce     it  to  a  very  low 
degree — far    below    proof — and    subse- 
quently add    to  it  a  quantity  of    dele* 
terious  spirit  in  order  to  give  it  a  strong- 
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flavour,  and  to  make  it  so  that  the  cub-  general  principle  that  Trade  Mark 
tomer  can  feel  it  going  down  his  throat,  legislation  ought  to  apply  to  spirits  as 
Now,*  the  spirit  thus  provided  has  a  very    well  as  to  other  articles  of  commerce, 

.  bad  effect  on  the  health  and  on  the  and  I  hold  that  Scotch  or  Irish  whisky 
morality  of  the  people.  New  whisky  which  is  largely  composed  of  German 
taken  put  of  bond  is  able  to  resist  this  potato  spirit  should  not  be  sold  as 
reduction  to  a  much  greater  degree  than  Scotch  or  Irish  whisky, 
old  spirit,  and  I  think  that  the  adoption  (5.25.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Long- 
of  this  Amendment  would  have  a  bene-    ford,    N.)  :     I     think    that,    after     the 

.  ficial  effect  on  the  Irish   people  at  home,    expression  of  opinion  by  the  Chancellor 

.  by  securing  the  destruction  of  the  power  of  the  Exchequer,  it  will  not  be 
to  add  to  the  spirit    these    deleterious    necessary    for    us    to    divide    on    this 

.•compounds.  We  should  get  a  more  whole-  Amendment.  We  are  aware,  from  what 
some  and  a  better  article  for  the  con-    the   Chancellor  of   the   Exchequer   has 

.  sumption  of  the  people.  I  have  for  a  said  on  previous  occasions  on  this  matter, 
great    many    years    observed  the    evil    that  he  has  a  not  unsympathetic  mind. 

.•effects  produced  on  the  people  in  Ireland  He  has  stated  that  he  is  examining  into 
by  the  use  of  new  whisky,  and  I  believe  this  question.  We  know  that  he  has 
the  Chancellor  of  the  l^xchequer  and  the  .  enormous  sources  of  information  at  his 
Committee  would  confer  great  benefit  on  command  ;  information  which  is  largely 
the  people  if  they  accepted  this  Amend-  of  a  Departmental  character ;  but  I 
ment.  ,  would  suggest  that  he  should  come  into 

(5.21.)  Mr.  DUFF  (Banffshire)  :  This    more  direct  contact  with  the  distillers. 

•  question  affects  Scotland  as  well  as  There  is  now  a  Committee  sitting  up- 
Ireland.  I  have  among  my  constituents  stairs  to  consider  the  Trades  Marks 
a  considerable  number  of  distillers.  Of  Amendment  Act  of  last  year,  and  1 
■course,  I  do  not  claim  many  supporters  would  suggest  whether  it  wou'd  not  be 
among  them,  because  I  have  never  desirable  to  refer  the  question  to  that 
opposed  the  increase  of  the  Spirit  Duties.  Committee,  or  to  a  Special  Sub-Com- 
But  I  have  had  communication  with  mittee,  in  order  to  go  fully  into  the 
many  distillers,  who  have  urged  me  to    matter.     I   am   strongly    in   favour   of 

,  support  this  Amendment,  I  desire  par-  temperance,  and  I  think  it  is  to  the 
ticularly  to  draw  attention  to  the  nse  of  interest  of  everyone  that  pernicious 
the  German  potato  spirit.  I  am  in-  spirits  should  not  be  sold.  It  is  in  the 
formed  that  it  is  no  uncommon  thing  f  jr  interest  of  temperance  men,  as  well  as 
the  spirits  to  be  blended  in  the  Custom  moderate  drinkers,  among  whom  I 
House,  and  for  the  German  potato  spirit  (  number  myself,  that  we  should  have 
to  be  used  for  this  purpose.  I  am  in-  i  reasonable  and  legitimate  protection  from 
formed  also  that  if  Scotch  whisky  is  ,  the  adulteration  of  Scotch  and  Irish 
kept  in  bond,  for  12  months  this  |  spirits.  I  am  very  glad  to  think  this 
adulteration  with  German  spirit  would  i  question  has  made  great  progress  since 

.  become  impossible.  I,  therefore,  ask  the  I  it  was  first  brought  forward  by  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  an  as-    Mr.  O'Sullivan.  J  think  the  Government 

are  entitled  to  great  credit  for  the  action 
which  they  have  taken  in  connection 
with  the  Merchandise  Marks  Amendment 
Act.  It  is  a  valuable  measure  to  the 
commercial  community,  and  I  would  urge 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this 


surance  that  he  will  put  a  stop  to  the 
custom  of  allowing  Scotch  whisky, 
adulterated  with  German  potato  spirit,  to 
be  sold  in  the  open  market  as  genuine 
Scotch  whisky.  I  think  the  principle  of 
Trade  Mark  legislation  might  very  well 
be  applied  to  the  whisky  trade,  and  I  j  question  of  the  blending  of  whisky,  and 


shall  be  glad  to  hear  from  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  he  will  not  over- 
look this  point. 


the  keeping  it  in  bond,  is  one  which, 
being  as  it  is  of  an  entirely  non  con- 
tentious character,  might  very  well  be 


*(5.23.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Proposals  referred  to  a  Committee,  which  conld 
have  already  been  made  for  preventing  |  have  before  it  rectifying  distillers  and 
this  practice,  but  I  am  afraid  they  have  '  others  interested  in  the  trade.  I  think 
not  been  practical  ones.  I  have  asked  an  inquiry  by  such  a  Committee  wonld 
the  authorities  at  Somerset  House  to  in- .  very  materially  strengthen  the  hands  of 
vestigate  this  matter.  I  agree  with  the  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  deal- 
Mr,  J.  O'Connor 


1441       Customs  and  Inland         \  May  20,  1890 } 


Revenue  BUI. 


1442 


lug  with  the  question  of  the  importation 
of  foreign  spirits. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  may  state  that  the 
idea  has  passed  through  my  own  mind  as 
to  whether  it  would  not  be  wise  to  refer 
this  subject  to  a  Committee  upstairs.  I 
thought  it  my  duty  to  make  the  necessary 
inquiry  into  the  matter  myself ;  but  I 
should  be  very  glad  to  share  with  or 
pass  over  the  responsibility  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  House.  I  will,  however, 
communicate  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  on  the 
subject,  bat  I  think  it  right  to  add  that, 
in  my  opinion,  it  would  be  well  to  refer 
this  question,  together  with  other  simi- 
lar matters  in  relation  to  the  group  of 
questions  connected  with  the  manufac- 
ture of  whisky  and  other  spirits,  to  the 
same  Committee,  should  one  be  appointed ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  must  be  under- 
stood that  this  is  not  to  interfere  with  the 
question  of  taxation. 

(5.31.)  Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  doing 
well  in  referring  this  question  to  a  Com- 
mittee, and  I  hope  it  will  be  a  Special 
•Committee,  and  by  no  means  a  large  one. 
After  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said,  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  re- 
fer to  another  matter  I  was  about  to  urge 
upon  him  with  reference  to  the  question 
of  branding ;  and  therefore  I  will  only 
suggest  the  employment  of  a  brand  or 
mark,  such  as  the  letter  B,  on  any  blend, 
which  distinctive  mark  should  be  con- 
tinued up  to  the  moment  the  Customs 
receive  the  goods. 

*(5.32.)  Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh, 
S.)  :  I  am  extremely  glad  to  have  heard 
the  statement  just  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
his  promise  will  greatly  facilitate  the 
passage  of  the  Bill. 

(5.32.)  Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  feel  grateful 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  for  the  statement 
he  has  just  made.  I  would  suggest  that 
in  the  inquiries  he  may  make  he  should 
consult  the  Irish  distillers,  who  are  fully 
<5ompetent  to  furnish  every  information  as 
to  the  character  the  Irish  whiskies  hold  in 
the  general  market  and  the  disadvantages 
to  which  they  have  been  subjected  by  a 
long  course  of  unfair  treatment.  I  am 
glad  of  the  reception  given  to  my 
Amendment,  and  I  wish  to  express  my 
agreement  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 


Member  for  Tipperary  that  it  would  be 
better  to  have  a  small  than  a  large  Com- 
mittee, and  also  that  it  would  be  better 
to  have  a  Special  Committee  than  to  send 
the  questions  to  be  considered  to  the 
Merchandise  Marks  Committee.  After 
what  has  now  taken  place,  I  ask  leave 
of  the  House  to  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment. 

(5.34.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  venture 
to  say  that  the  statement  made  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  as  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  to  consider  this 
question  will  materially  reduce  the 
number  of  Amendments  to  the  Bill,  but 
I  should  like  to  make  one  suggestion. 
We  must,  of  course,  recognise  the  enor- 
mous experience  of  hon.  Members  now 
sitting:  on  the  Merchandise  Marks  Com- 
mittee ;  and,  though  I  think  we  ought 
to  have  a  separate  Committee  to  inquire 
into  this  question,  I  would  suggest  that 
if  the  experience  of  some  of  the  Members 
of  the  Merchandise  Marks  Committee 
can  be  brought  to  bear  on  the  new  Com- 
mittee it  would  be  a  distinct  advantage. 

(5.35.)  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  FLYNN :  I  now  rise  to  move, 
as  an  Amendment  to  this  clause,  the 
omission  from  page  2,  line  35,  of  the 
words  4<  United  Kingdom,"  in  order  to 
substitute  the  word  "  England,"  the 
object  being  that  the  proposed  increase 
in  the  duties  on  spirits  should  not  fall  on 
Scotland  or  Ireland.  We  say  that  this 
increase  of  the  Spirit  Duties  is  unneces- 
sary, unjust,  and  uncalled  for.  It  is 
uncalled  for  because  there  is  no  pre- 
cedent for  raising  the  Spirit  Duties  at  a 
time  when  the  Budget  has  shown  a  sur- 
plus. There  was  a  rise  in  the  Spirit 
Duties  five  or  six  years  ago,  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  was  Prime  Minister,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh  was  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer ;  but  at  that  time  there  was  a 
deficit,  which  is  not  the  case  now. 
Again,  we  say  that  whisky  is  the  national 
beverage  both  of  Scotland  and  Ireland, 
though  in  Ireland  it  is  not  consumed  to 
such  an  extent  as  in  Scotland.  Still,  it 
is  proportionately  much  more  largely 
consumed  in  Scotland  and  Ireland  than 
in  England,  and,  therefore,  the  duty 
presses  more  heavily  on  the  Scotch 
and     Irish      than      on      the      English 
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people.  Looking  at  the  Return  fur- 
nished by  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
I  find  that  taking  the  heads  of  the 
Customs  and  Excise  Duties  on  spirits, 
together  with  those  on  wine  and  beer, 
in  England,  the  amount  is  £20,140,000  ; 
in  Scotland,  £3,805,000  ;  and  in  Ireland, 
£3,222,000;  the  average  per  head 
of  the  population  being,  in  Eng- 
land, 14s.;  in  Ireland,  13s.  6d.  and 
in  Scotland,  18s.  lOd.  But  when  we 
turn  our  attention  to  the  Excise  Returns 
on  spirits  alone,  we  find  that  England 
pays  58.  6d.  per  head  ;  Ireland,  8a  6d. ; 
and  Scotland,  14s.  per  head;  while  the 
amount  of  Excise  Duty  on  spirits 
retained  for  consumption  in  the  three 
countries,  as  compared  with  the  total 
amount  of  duty  from  all  sources,  is  31 
per  cent,  in  England,  65  per  cent,  in 
Ireland,  and  76  per  cent,  in  Scotland.  I 
would  remind  the  House  that  when  the 
then  Government  was  defeated  on  this 
subject  by  a  majority  of  12,  in  1885, 
on  the  Amendment  moved  by  the  present 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  that 
Amendment  declared — 

14  That  this  House  regards  the  increase 
proposed  by  this  Bill  in  the  duties  levied  on 
beer  and  spirits  as  inequitable  in  the  abBenoe 
of  a  corresponding  addition  to  the  duties  on 
wine," 

and  so  forth.  How  do  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  those  who  supported  that 
Amendment  reconcile  that  proposition 
with  their  present  attitude  in  regard  to 
this  question  ? 

•(5.45.)  The  PRESIDENT  of  the 
BOARD  of  TRADE  (Sir  11  Hicks 
Beach,  Bristol,  W.)  :  I  may  answer  that 
question  at  once,  and  the  answer  is  that 
since  then  the  duty  on  wine  has  been 
increased. 

(5.45.)  Mb.  FLYNN:  It  is  hardly 
necessary  to  stop  to  inquire  how  far  the 
rotes  and  speeches  of  that  time  were 
animated  by  political  and  Party  con- 
siderations, but  I  find  that  among  those 
who  supported  the  Amendment  denounc- 
ing the  increase  of  the  Spirit  Duties  was 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  sometimes  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 

(5.46.)  The  CHAIRMAN:  Order, 
order!  The  hon.  Gentleman  should 
address  himself  to  his  own  Amendment 
which  proposes  to  allow  the  duty  in 
England,  but  not  in  Scotland  or  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  Flynn 


(5.46.)  Mb.  FLYNN  :  Every  Member 
of  this  House  is  anxious  to  have  your 
experienced  guidance,  Sir,  in  matters 
relating  to  the  business  before  the  Com- 
mittees of  this  House/ and  I  shall  not, 
therefore,  go  further  than  to  express  my 
surprise  that  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  opposite  side  can  be  found 
supporting  the  present  proposal  when 
tbey  voted  against  a  similar  one  in  1885. 
Looking  at  tike  question  as  a  whole,  we 
have  this  undoubted  fact  before  us  that 
the  proposed  increase  of  the  Spirit  Duty 
is  viewed  with  great  disfavour  and 
dislike  both  in  Ireland  and  Scotland.  I 
think  the  Government  are  bound  to 
make  out  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  country 
that  this  increased  duly  is  required. 
This  they  have  failed  to  do,  and,  therefore, 
seeing  the  strong  feeling  which  prevails 
in  Ireland  and  Scotland  against  the 
proposal,  I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment 
I  have  placed  on  the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
35,  to  leave  out  the  words  "United 
Kingdom,"  and  insert  the  word 
"England.*— {Ifr.  Flynn.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
' United  Kingdom'  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

•(5.48.)  Sib  J.  M'KENNA  (Monaghan, 
S.) :  I  think  the  case  is  much  stronger 
than  it  has  been  put  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
because  not  only  does  this  increased 
dutyaffect  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland 
unequally,  without  any  corresponding 
duty  being  imposed  on  foreign  wines,  but 
between  1885  and  now  a  considerable 
reduction  has  been  made  on  the  duties 
on  foreign  wines. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Amend- 
ment is  against  the  imposition  of  the 
new  tax  in  Scotland  and  Ireland,  while  it 
allows  it  with  regard  to  England ;  bat  it 
is  not  directed  against  the  tax  alto- 
gether. 

•Sib  J.  M'KENNA :  I  am  endeavouring 
to  show  that  this  additional  tax  is  alto- 
gether unjust. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  is  not  entitled  to  speak  against  the 
tax  altogether. 

•Sir  J.  M'KENNA :  Ibow  to  your  ruling, 
Sir,  and  would  therefore  now  merely  point 
out  that  the  duty  on  the  national 
beverage  of  Ireland  is  as  10s.  compared 
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to  Is.  lOd.  on  the  alcoholic  equivalent 
in  the  national  beverage  of  England — 
beer. 

(6.0.)   The  Committee  divided : — Ayes 
241 ;  Noes  166.— (Div.  List,  No.  101.) 

(6.12.)  Me.  FLYNN :  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  says  that  the  proposal  of 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Blane)  would  reduce 
the  tax  to  l-54th  of  the  sum  proposed  in 
the  Bill,  and  would,  therefore,  be  are- 
duetto  ad  absurdum.  Perhaps  he  was  not 
altogether  wrong,  but  he  cannot  use  that 
argument  against  the  Amendment  I 
now  move,  as  it  is  of  a  very  moderate 
character.  I  trust  the  Party  opposite 
who  say  that  they  put  this  additional 
tax  on  spirits  in  the  interests  of  temper- 
ance really  have  those  interests  at  heart. 
If  they  have  I  think  they  will  find  no 
difficulty  in  accepting  my  proposal, 
which  is  to  make  the  new  duty  Id. 
instead  of  6d.,  so  as  to  proceed  gradually. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
made  out  no  case  for  the  6d.  It  is  not 
justified  by  the  state  of  public  finances, 
for  his  Budget  shows  not  a  deficit,  but 
a  large  surplus.  The  Scotch  and  Irish 
Members  do  not  consider  that  a  case  has 
been  made  out  for  the  6d.,  and  if  the 
motley  group  who  call  themselves 
"  Unionists  w  would  only  remember  that 
this  matter,  after  all,  is  really  a  Scotch  and 
Irish  one,  and  that  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  is  not  necessary,  I  think 
they  would  find  no  difficulty  in  agreeing 
with  us.  Let  the  Committee  consider 
what  a  large  proportion  of  the  Revenue 
on  spirits  is  raised  in  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land. We  have  a  Return  showing  the 
incidence  of  taxation,  and  from  that  I 
will  extract  a  few  figures  for  the 
information  of  the  House.  I  find  that 
in  1881-1889  the  number  of  gallons  of 
spirits  on  which  the  duty  was  paid  in 
Ireland  was  4,826,352.  The  proposed  in- 
creased duty,  payable  in  Ireland  upon  this 
— supposing  the  consumption  this  year  is 
about  the  same  as  last* — would  be 
£121,700  ;  but  if  my  Amendment  were 
adopted  that  would  be  reduced  five-sixths, 
leaving  the  increased  revenue  at  £20,000. 
That,  I  maintain,  would  be  a  considerable 
addition  to  the  taxation  of  Ireland, 
especially  in  view  of  the  fact  that  you 
propose  to  put  up  the  money  for  some 
years  to  come.  The  increase  in  Scotland 
under  my  proposal  would  be  £27,000, 

VOL.  CCCXL1V.      [third  skbus.] 


which  is  a  large  sum  to  extract  from 
such  a  poor  country.  The  increase  in 
England  under  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's proposal  amounts  to  £572,807,  a 
very  respectable  sum  wherewith  to  com- 
mence this  experiment.  I  do  not  adopt 
an  extravagant  view  or  speak  in  terms 
of  unqualified  censure  of  the  scheme  of 
the  Tory  Party.  They  defend  this  in- 
creased charge  on  broad  and  general 
principles,  and  I  go  with  them  to  a 
great  extent ;  but  I  would  suggest  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  he 
should  advance  slowly  and  steadily  on 
the  road  he  wishes  to  follow — that  he 
should  begin  with  an  extra  impost  of  Id. 
instead  of  6d. ;  then,  if  he  finds  it  work 
well,  and  finds  that  the  people  gradually 
get  reconciled  to  the  tax,  he  will  be  able 
to  advance  by  progressive  steps.  In 
time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  no  difficulty  in  getting  the  whole 
6d.,  but  the  country  would  have  faced 
the  tax  gradually,  and  we  should  have 
had  experience  in  the  way  in  which  the 
money  should  be  applied.  I  think  the 
Government  will  be  the  first  to  acknow- 
ledge the  reasonableness  of  the  manner 
in  which  we  are  discussing  these  various 
Amendments  and  clauses,  and  I  would 
urge  on  their  attention  the  desirability 
from  every  point  of  view  of  accepting 
this  proposal.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  forget  for  the  moment 
that  he  is  a  Party  man,  and  should 
remember  only  that  he  is  the  guardian 
of  the  Public  Purse.  If  he  does  that,  I 
think  he  will  see  the  advantage  of 
proceeding  in  this  matter  by  gradual 
steps. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
37,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  sixpence  " 
and  insert  the  words  "one  penny  " — (Mr. 
Flynn.) 

Question,  "  That  the  word  •  sixpence * 
stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Question  proposed,  "That  Clause  6 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

*(6.22.)  Da.  CAMERON  (Glasgow, 
College) :  I  have  to  move  the  rejec- 
tion of  this  clause.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  proposes  to  put  a  new 
tax  on  whisky  without  putting  a  new 
tax  on  beer.  He  has  repeatedly  told  us- 
in  the  course  of  these  discussions  that  he 

3  F 
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is  imposing  a  new  tax  of  3d.  on  beer,  that  pation  as  an  additional  inducement  to 

the  extra  3d.  was  last  year  pnt  on  beer  Local  Authorities  to  accept  his  scheme. 

on  the  understanding  that  it  would  be  The   right   hon.    Gentleman  wants  not 

taken  off  on  the  earliest  possible  occasion,  only  to  take  the  increase  back  from  us, 

If    the   Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer  but  to  impose  a  heavy  fine  upon  us. 

argues      that     he      has     carried      out  *Mr.  GOSCHEN:    I   do   not  take  it 

any   such    undertaking    he    is   playing  back.      I   do   not  understand  the  hon. 

with     the     brewers — he     is     deceiving  Member. 

them.  He  is  taking  off  a  tax  with  one  *De.  CAMERON:  Well,  the  right  hon. 
hand  and  putting  it  on  with  the  other.  Gentleman  does  not  take  it  back ;  hut 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  relative  taxation  he  leaves  us  a  benefit  of  £56,000  and 
of  beer  and  of  spirits  is  an  important  imposes  a  new  tax,  of  which  we  shall 
factor  in  the  international  incidence  of  have  to  contribute  £76,000  more  than 
taxation.  Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  we  shall  receive  back,  leaving  us  minus 
will  not  dispute  that  the  relative  taxa-  £20,000.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tion  was  arranged  as  far  back  as  the  year  has  laid  before  us  a  Return  which 
1868,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  very  ingeniously  drawn  up  bo 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  raised  the  as  not  to  show  this.  We  Bhall 
duty  on  spirits  to  10s.  per  gallon.  You  benefit  to  the  extent  of  £  per 
then  had  a  Malt  Tax.  That  Malt  Tax  |  cent,  on  the  Beer  Duty ;  but,  accord- 
has  since  been  converted  into  a  Beer  ing  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own 
Tax,  intended  to  be  its  exact  equivalent.  Return,  Scotland  is  called  upon  to  pay 
The  brewers  made  an  outcry  on  the  occa-  £76,000  a  year  more  than  she  will 
sion  of  the  change,  saying  that  the  proposal  |  receive  in  connection  with  the  new  tax. 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  mulct 
them  to  the  tune  of  some  £800,000  a 
year,  and  the  consequence  was  a  change 
was  made  in  favour  of  the  brewers1  con- 
tention. Subsequent  experience,  however, 
showed  that  the  remission  had  been  made 
in  consequence  of  statements  which  were 
found  to  b'3  incorrect,  and,  consequently, 


This,  I  say,  is  a  grossly  unfair  proposition. 
We  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  increase 
in  the  Probate  Duty,  as  the  proportions 
of  that  duty  were  settled  three  or  four 
years  ago,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  very  well  what  he  was  about  when 
he  settled  that  proportion.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  challenged  us  with 
in  1889  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re-  the  alternative  suggestion  that  the 
imposed  the  duty  on  the  basis  on  which  it  respective  duties  raised  in  the  different 
was  originally  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  '  countries  should  be  allocated  to  each 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  country  in  proportion  to  the  amount 
and  in  order  that  there  mjght  be  no  mis-  .  obtained  from  them  I  should  accept  the 
take  on  the  subject  his  words  were  right  hon.  Gentleman's  chaVenge  gladly, 
quoted  last  night  by  the  right  hon.  because  if  his  suggestion  be  adopted, 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver-  !  Scotland  will  be  £7,000  or  £8,000  a  year 
hampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler).  It  is  better  off  than  she  is  now.  According 
clear  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Return, 
(Mr.  Goschen)  intended  to  go  back  to  while  Scotland  will  only  receive  out  of 
the  original  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  '  the  Probate  Duty  a  benefit  of  some 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  The  right  £69,000  a  year,  she  will  have  to  pay 
hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  he  imposes  this  under  the  Whisky  Duty  some  £76,000  a 
new  tax  on  spirit  in  order  to  rectify  an  year.  Of  course,  the  same  argument 
unfair  advantage  which  Scotland  and  would  not  apply  to  Ireland,  and  the  right 
Ireland  are  obtaining  at  the  expense  of  hon.  Gentlqman  knows  his  offer  could 
England,  owing  to  the  distribution  of  not  possibly  be  accepted,  inasmuch  as  we 
the  Probate  Duties.  When,  however,  have  no  right  to  give  up  the  Probate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  the  Duty  as  fixed.  I  move  the  rejection  of 
allocation  of  the  Probate  Duties,  he  gave    the  clause. 

us  not  the  smallest  reason  to  think  that  (6.40.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
the  arrangement  was  not  to  be  per  caldy,  <fcc.)  :  I  hope  we  shall  be  allowed 
manent.  A*  a  matter  of  fact,  he  an  opportunity  of  discussing  this 
anticipated  an  increase  in  the  Probate  question  properly.  It  is  a  question 
Duties,  and  he  put  forward  that  antici-  greatly  affecting  Scotland.  I  have 
Dr.  Cameron 
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repeatedly  challenged  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  give  us  the 
figures  to  show  what  proportion  of  the 
Probate  Duty  is  paid  by  the  Metropolis, 
and  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland 
respectively.  We  have  the  figures  with 
regard  to  the  Income  Tax,  and  it  is 
important  we  should  have  those  relating 
to  the  Probate  Duty.  In  the  meantime, 
I  do  not  wish  to  repeat  the  arguments 
used,  but  I  think  this  clause  will  work 
-great  injustice  to  Scotland. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  deny  that  there  is 
any  injustico  to  Scotland  in  the  allocation 
of  the  new  tax.  What  we  propose  is 
that  we  should  follow  the  same  principle 
in  dividing  this  particular  tax  as  we 
followed  in  respact  to  the  Probate  Duty. 

♦Mb.  CHILDERS :  What  is  required 
is  a  division  in  proportion  to  the  extent 
to  which  each  country  contributes  to  the 
tax. 

Colokbl  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.J  :  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could  not 
possibly  have  picked  out  a  tax  which  is 
so  unfair  to  Ireland  as  the  Probate  Duty. 
I  deny  that  the  Returns  upon  which  the 
money  has  been  allocated  are  fair.  Ire- 
land, for  instance,  gets  a  less  share  of 
money  than  she  would  get  if  the  Returns, 
which  you  signed  when  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  had  been  adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Order  !  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  is  now  entering 
upon  the  subject  of  the  next  clause — the 
question  of  the  distribution  of  the 
money. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  not  entitled  to  say 
that  there  has  been  a  real  increase  in  the 
Beer  Duty,  when  it  has  been  proved  out 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  mouth 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton that  he  has  said  that  the  tran- 
saction is  a  mere  rectification  of  the 
mode  of  levying  the  duty. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  claim  the  credit  of  giving  Ireland 
a  greater  amount  than  her  contribution 
entitles  her  to,  but  I  desire  to  point  out 
that,  whatever  benefit  Ireland  derives 
from  some  remission  of  taxation,  it  is  taken 
from  her  with  the  other  hand.  It  is 
true  that  in  the  whole  scheme  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  Ireland  is  bene- 


fited, to  some  extent,  by  the  reduction  in 
the  duty  upon  tea,  but  then  Ireland  will 
lose  in  regard  to  the  manufacture  of 
whisky  a  greater  amount  than  that 
which  she  will  save  by  the  remission 
upon  the  Tea  Duty.  We  shall  save  by 
the  reduction  in  the  Tea  Duty  something 
like  £105,000,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposes  to  impose  an  additional 
tax  Qf  6d.  per  proof  gallon  upon  what 
I  may  call  the  native  manufacture,  .' 
namely,  whisky.  [Mr.  Johnston  :  There  is 
linen.]  Yes,  but  the  linen  manufacture 
is  confined  to  one  corner  of  the  country, 
while  whisky  is  manufactured  all  over 
the  country,  even  in  Belfast.  The  in- 
crease that  will  accrue  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  next  Budget  will  be 
something  like  £106,108,  and  that  will 
more  than  counterbalance  the  benefit  we 
derive  from  the  remission  of  other  taxa- 
tion. This  additional  tax  is  put  upon 
an  article  that  is  already  overtaxed. 

Mr.  Forrest  Fulton  rose  in  his 
place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the 
Question  be  now  put ; "  but  The  Chair- 
man  withheld  his  assent,  and  declined 
then  to  put  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber makes  the  same  Motion  later  on — at 
12  or  1  o'clock — I  do  not  think  the 
Chairman  will  oblige  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Order,  order  ! 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  If  the  hon  Mem- 
ber had  been  paying  attention 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order ! 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  si*" 
again  this  day. 

TREES  (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  70.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2. 

Committee    report    Progress ;    to    sit 
again  to-morrow. 
3  F  2 
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PHARMACY  ACT  (IRELAND)  (1876) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  241.) 

SECOND   READING 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr.  Johnston.) 

Dr.  TANNER  :  I  would  not  object  to 
the  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  consent  to  refer 
the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee.  There 
are  many  debateable  points,  and  1  think 
the  best  way  of  satisfying  the  claims  of 
all  parties  would  be  to  refer  the  measure 
to  a  Committee. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  There  are,  no  doubt, 
debateable  points,  but  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee.  I  would  suggest  that  the 
Committee  stage  should  be  delayed  until 
we  have  had  an  opportunity  of  considering 
all  the  points  dealt  with. 
•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  tor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  hope  the  House  will  allow 
the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time.  I  have 
carefully  gone  into  the  details  of  the  Bill, 
and  I  believe  the  Bill  will  afford  a 
means  of  settling  the  question  upon 
a  satisfactory  basis. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday  11th  June. 

INTESTATES'  ESTATES  BILL.— (No.  69.) 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee   report    Progress;    to    sit 
again  To-morrow. 


NEW  WRIT. 
For  County  of  Donegal  (Western  Divi- 
sion;, v.  Patrick  O'Hea,  esquire,  Chiltern 
Hundreds. 

ORDERS  OF   THE  DAY. 

EVENING    SITTING. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE 
BILL.— (No.  231). 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 


Postponed  Clause  6. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  Clause 
6  stand  part  of  the  Bill/' 

(9.2.)     Mb.    J.    O'CONNOR:    When 
you  rose  from  the  Chair,  Sir,  I  was  about 

to  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  the  fact  that  the  proposed  tax  upon 
whisky    as    contained     in    this    clause 
presses  with  unequal  incidence  upon  the 
two  sections  of  the  population  in  Great 
Britain  and  in  Ireland,  and  I  alluded  to 
tbe  fact  that  it  is  a  tax  on  what  is  essen- 
tially an  article   of  Irish   manufacture, 
and  this  may  also  be  said   of  Scotland. 
The  duty  per  proof  gallon  on  beer,  the 
drink  of  Englishmen  especially,  is  Is.  8|d; 
upon  wine,  it  is  3s.  lOd. ;  on  whisky,  it  is 
10s.     Now,  this  is  one  of  the  grievances 
of  which  we  complain,  that  the   alcohol 
used  by  the  richest  of  the   three   coun- 
tries is   taxed  in    the  lightest  manner. 
It  is,  I  believe,  a  maxim  of  finance  that 
taxes  ought  to  press  heaviest  on  those 
best  able  to  bear  them,  and  there  can  be 
no    doubt  that   the  people   of  England 
are,  of  the  population  of  the  three  King- 
doms, best  able  to  bear  heavy  taxation. 
England  is  more  wealthy,  her  people  are 
engaged  in  manufactures  and  industries 
of  the  more  profitable  kind,  and  occupy 
a  more  favoured  position   than  do  the 
people    of    Ireland.      Yet   the   national 
drink  of  Ireland  is   taxed   nine   times 
more  than  beer,   and   three  times  more 
than  wine.      Wine    is    essentially  the 
drink  of  the  wealthy,  yet  it  is  taxed  but 
a  third  of  the  rate  falling  upon  the  drink 
of  the    poorest    people.     A     gallon   of 
whisky  costs,  I  believe,  3s.,  so  that  the 
tax    upon    it    amounts     to     333     per 
cent.,       and      I      maintain       this     is 
both  unfair  to  producers  and  consumers. 
There  is  another  phase  of  this  branch  of 
the  question.     Beer  and  wine  cannot  be 
adulterated    in    the    same    manner   as 
whisky.     There  is  an  article  introduced 
into  this  country  called  Hamburg  sherry, 
and  the  importation  is  allowed  with  a 
Customs  Duty  of  2s.  6d.     It  contains  42 
degrees  of  spirit  of  the  worstand  most  dele- 
terious character,  and  is  a  mixture  of  pots- 
toe  spiritand  water,  and  yet  this  deleterious 
compound  is  allowed  to  come  into  the 
country  with  a  Customs  Duty  of  2s.  6d, 
while  on  the  same  quantity  of  whisky  at 
the  same  strength  we  pay  4s.  2Jd.    But 
that  is  not  the  worst  of  the  case  in  regard 
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to  Hamburg  sherry.     You  cannot  adul- 
terate your  beer  with  it  or  mix  it  with 
your  wine,  but  it  may  be  blended  with 
the  best  whisky  produced  in  Ireland  and 
Scotland,  and  there  is  always  a  tempta- 
tion to  those  engaged  in  the  rectification 
and   distribution  of  spirits  to.  use  this 
deleterious  compound  to  mix  with  the 
wholesome  spirit,  because  of  the  lighter 
duty  paid  upon  it.     Before  I  part  from 
these  facts  I  wish  to  point  out  another 
anomaly  which  appears  from  this  Return 
supplied  on   the  Motion    of    the    hon. 
Member    for    Glasgow    (Mr.   Provand). 
From  this  Return   I   observe  that  the 
revenue    derived    from    Customs    and 
Excise  Duties  on  wine  and  beer  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  amounts  to  £28,379,567, 
and  that  number  of  pounds  sterling  about 
equals   the  population   of   England  and 
Wales ;  that,  is    to    say,    the     amount 
derivable    from    Customs,    Excise,    and 
licences  equals  £1  per  head  of  the  popu- 
lation.     I   also  find   that    the    amount 
derivable  from  these  sources  in  Ireland 
amounts  to  £4,689,814,  which  is  exactly 
equivalent  to  the  number  of  population, 
and  £1  per  head  of  population.     Here  is 
another  injustice  to  the  poorer  country, 
in  contravention  of  the  maxim  I  have 
alluded  to,  that  a  tax  should  fall  lightest 
on  the  weakest  shoulders.     These  figures 
should  have  had  the  close  attention  of 
the   Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
when  he  made  his  proposal  for  this  extra 
tax  Ireland  at  least  should  have  been 
exempted.     Amendments  have  been  pro- 
posed having  for  their  object  the  exemp- 
tion of  both  Scotland  and  Ireland  ;  but  1 
am  confining  myself  to  the  question  of 
Ireland,   and   I   maintain   these    figures 
afford  strong  argument  for  such  exemp- 
tion, as  they  do  for  the  omission  of  the 
clause  altogether.      If  Members  would 
disregard  the  claims  of  Party,  and  study 
this  Return  and  the  incidence  of  this  tax, 
I  am  sure  they  would  see  the  justice  of 
my  argument  in  support  of  my  proposi- 
tion that  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
is  unjust  in  its  inception,  and  particu- 
larly unjust  in  its  application  to  Ireland. 
One  result  of  this  clause  of  the  Bill  will 
be  increased  adulteration,  by  water  or  by 
the  unwholesome  spirit  1  have  mentioned. 
When,  in  times  past,  whisky  was  taxed 
at     only    2s.     8d.    per     proof     gallon, 
there  was   no   temptation  to    use    bad 
grain  in'  the  manufacture   or  to  adul- 


terate the  spirit;  but  the  increased 
duty  gave  rise  to  the  temptation,  and  by 
this  addition  the  temptation  will  be  in- 
creased. Not  content  with  this  increase 
of  duty,  you  have  proposed  by  legisla- 
tion, to  increase  the  cost  of  the  dealers' 
licence,  to  restrict  his  hours  of  sale,  and 
you  render  his  right  to  renewal  of  licence 
insecure;  and,  as  a  climax,  you  add  5 
per  cent,  to  the  tax  on  the  chief  article 
of  his  trade.  This  must  inevitably  lead 
to  adulteration  of  the  article  sold.  And 
now,  to  turn  to  another  portion  of  the 
subject,  the  effect  this  proposal  will  have 
on  an  important  industry  in  Ireland.  I 
do  not  oppose  this  tax  as  it  affects  whisky 
simply;  you  impose  this  taxation  on  agri- 
culture, the  staple  industry  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.  The  farmers  of  Ireland  have 
many  drawbacks,  and  have  many  heavy 
claims  upon  their  agricultural  profits. 
Already  you  have  imposed  a  tax  on  the 
growth  of  barley  of  £80  an  acre — a  crop 
which  is  especially  suited  to  the  light 
soil  of  Ireland  and  the  conditions  of 
Irish  agriculture.  I  know  many  parts 
of  Ireland  where  the  soil  is  suited  only 
for  barley  and  oats,  and  in  those  dis- 
tricts are  distilleries  where  the  farmers 
get  fairly  good  prices  for  their  grain, 
upon  which  your  tax  of  10s.  a  gallon  on 
spirit  is  equal  to  £80  an  acre.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  smiles  at 
this,  and  probably  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  has  in  his  mind  that  the  public  pay 
the  tax ;  but  if  we  had  a  lighter  tax  we 
should  be  able  to  produce  whisky  for 
export  trade  under  more  favourable  con- 
ditions and  double  our  output  and  our 
commerce.  But  you  make  an  additional 
impost  equal  to  £4  an  acre  on  barley. 
Hitherto  we  have  been  able  to  maintain 
our  own  in  the  growth  of  barley ;  we 
have  had  serious  competition  from 
Canada  and  other  large  grain-growing 
countries,  but  notwithstanding,  the 
barley  grown  in  Ireland  has  had  the 
preference  from  Irish  distillers,  and  soil 
and  climate  are  favourable  to  its  per- 
fection. But  by  this  tax  you  encourage 
the  foreign  importation  and  increase  the 
difficulties  of  the  native  grower.  But 
this  branch  of  the  subject  will  be  dwelt 
upon  probably  by  some  hon.  Member 
better  able  to  deal  with  it  than  I  am. 
It  is  stated  that  this  additional  5  per 
cent,  tax  on  whisky  is  to  be  used  for 
buying    out    publicans    in    Ireland.     I 
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should  not  be  in  order  if  I  dwelt  upon 
this  matter,  and  t  will  only  express  my 
objection  to  any  publicans  being  bought 
out  in  this  manner.  In  the  future,  if 
promised  legislation  should  take  effect, 
we  will  provide  other  and  more  suitable 
means  of  accomplishing  this  object  than 
the  method  provided  in  the  Bill.  We 
believe  that  our  publican  friends  have 
an  equitable  right  to  renewals  of  licences, 
and  we  will  find  some  more  equitable 
means  of  compensating  them  than  that 
of  adding  to  the  taxation  of  the  prin- 
cipal article  of  their  trade.  For  these 
reasons  I  opposa  this  clause  and  shall 
support  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow, 
in  the  belief  that  the  clause  is  vicious 
in  principle  and  will  work  evil  to  the 
interests  of  those- 1  have  the  honour  to 
represent. 

(9.30.)  Me.  ESSLEMONT  (Aber- 
deen, £.) :  I  address  myself  to  this 
clause  from  a  wholly  different  point  of 
view  to  that  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  spoken.  So  far  as  Scotland  is 
concerned,  we  have  no  desire  whatever 
to  press  the  point  that  we  should,  on 
account  of  our  poverty,  be  taxed  in  any 
weey  less  than  those  who  constitute  the 
taxpayers  of  the  three  Kingdoms,  and  I 
may  state  at  the  outset  that,  looking  at 
it  from  our  point  of  view,  we  have  no 
objection  per  ae  to  an  additional  tax  upon 
alcohol.  Our  objection  to  the  tax  is 
founded  on  the  injustice  of  the  tax  to 
Scotland.  We  find  from  statistics  that 
are  not  contested  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  that  although  of  the 
three  Kingdoms  Scotland  is  the  most 
sober,  that  is  to  say,  our  people  take  the 
smallest  quantity  of  alcohol,  yet  for  this 
small  quantity  we  pay  a  rate  almost  equal 
to  that  paid  by  Ireland  We  take  exception 
to  this  clause  upon  the  fundamental  ground 
that  it  is  wrong  to  utilise  Imperial  taxa- 
tion for  local  purposes.  But  admitting 
that  there  are  two  purposes  for  which 
the  money  is  intended,  our  contention  is 
that  in  equity  it  would  be  right  to  give 
this  6d.  a  gallon  upon  alcohol  to  Scot- 
land ;  and  if  the  sum  raised  upon 
alcohol  is  insufficient  for  the  purposes 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  it  would  be 
just  both  to  Ireland  and  to  Scotland  to 
pat  an  additional  tax  upon  beer  and 
wane  and  not  upon  whisky.  May  I 
point  out  that  the  distillation  of  alcohol 
gives  the  least  amount  of  employment  in 
Mr.  J.  O'Connor 


comparison  with  any  other  industry.  I 
had  intended  making  these  remarks  on 
the  Second  Beading  of  the  BilL  I  may 
add  that  I  think  the  tax  is  unnecessary 
in  another  respect.  We  have  contended 
that  we  might  dissociate  this  Bill  alto- 
gether from  the  increase  of  the  duty 
upon  alcohol,  by  putting  a  duty,  if 
necessary,  upon  the  licences  themselves. 
This  would  entirely  obviate  the  difficulty 
we  are  placed  in  in  taking  this  money 
which  is  raised  from  the  tax  upon 
alcohol,  and  placing  it,  as  far  as  Scotland 
is  concerned,  to  a  purpose  which  is  ob- 
noxious to  the  whole  of  the  Scotch 
people.  Therefore,  we  contend  that  even 
if  the  tax  were  necessary  for  a  subsidy 
for  these  local  purposes,  it  is  entirely 
unnecessary  if  we  impose  the  tax  equit- 
ably for  the  purposes  for  which  it  is 
intended.  In  this  respect  I  shall  not 
continue  the  argument  further,  because 
it  has  been  admitted  (and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  not  denied)  that, 
so  far  as  Scotland  is  concerned,  the 
amount  collected  is  unjust  and  inequit- 
able. No  one  could  read  the  speeches 
delivered  from  this  side  of  the  House 
without  admitting  the  justice  of  the 
argument  that  we  are  taxing  the  poor 
man  in  the  interests  of  the  rich;  and 
when  we  consider  the  purposes  to  which 
this  money  is  to  be  applied,  then  this 
injustice  becomes  more  apparent.  Beer 
is,  undoubtedly,  consumed  by  a  large 
class  of  the  people  in  England  who  are 
better  able  to  pay  than  the  Irish  tax- 
payer. As  far  as  I  am  individually  eon* 
cerned,  many  of  those  whom  I  represent 
have  no  objection  to  this  tax  in  the 
interests  of  temperance.  But  the  question 
is,  will  it  contribute  in  any  large  extent 
to  the  relief  of  local  taxation  1  I  should 
be  sorry  to  represent  to  this  House  that 
we  object  to  this  tax  upon  other  grounds 
than  that  it  is  inequitable,  and  that  it  is 
altogether  unnecessary.  The  latter  point 
is  proved  by  the  evidence  of  those  who 
are  imposing  the  tax.  We  are  told  that 
it  is  the  direct  result  of  the  equalisation 
of  the  Death  Duties  in  1885,  when  the 
Conservative  Party  had  in  view  self 
interests  more  than  the  interests  of  the 
poor.  Well,  the  highest  form  of  flattery 
is  imitation.  We  contend  that  they  are 
still  putting  this  tax  on  unfairly,  in  the 
interests  of  the  well-to-do,  and  applying, 
it  to  purposes  which,  so  far  as  Scotland  is,. 
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concerned,  are  obnoxious  and  extremely 

objectionable  to  the  great  bulk  of  the 

people.    I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  support 

the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 

Member  for    the    College    Division    of 

Glasgow,    and  to  oppose    this    tax    as 

unfair  to  Scotland  and  unnecessary  and 

objectionable  in  its  incidence. 

(10.40.)    Mr.    SEXTON:    The    Pro- 

amble    of    the   Bill  is  the   most  daring 

work  of  fiction  I  have  ever  met  with  in 

the  whole  of  my  Parliamentary  career. 

It  recites  that — 

"  The  Commons  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  in  Parliament 
assembled,  towards  raising  the  ndoess&rv  sup- 
plies to  defray  Your  Majesty's  public  ezp  -nses, 
and  making  an  addition  to  the  Public  Revenue, 
have  freely  and  voluntarily  resolved  to  give 
and  gr.tnt  unto  Your  Majesty  the  several 
duties  hereinafter  mentioned." 

With  regard  to  the  clause  at  present  be- 
fore the  House,  not  one  word  of  that  is  true 
or  resembles  the  truth.  The  fact  of  the 
matter  is  that  those  of  the  Commons  who 
happen  to  be  in  the  minority,  so  far  from 
"freely  and  voluntarily"  giving  their 
votes,  have  them  demanded  by  force  and 
by  Closure,  and  by  all  night  Sittings. 
The  supplies  which  the  Government  are 
now  asking  for  are  not  even  an  addition  to 
the  public  revenue,  for  they  constitute 
no  part  of  the  Imperial  Budget,  but  are 
merely  local  expenses,  which  have  noth 
ing  to  do  with  Imperial  matters.  I  need 
not  point  out  that  the  few  hundred 
thousand  pounds  that  are  to  be  applied 
this  year  represent  what  will  be  only 
a  drop  in  the  ocean  of  an  ultimately 
accruing  liability.  I-  protest  against  the 
alienation  of  Imperial  revenue  in  this 
manner  as  an  evil  innovation,  and  as  a 
dangerous  mode  of  applying  Imperial 
resources.  What  is  the  genesis  of  the 
clause  under  discussion?  Before  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposed 
to  levy  this  increased  tax  upon  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  in  a  particularly 
burthensome  manner  upon  Ireland,  did 
he  ask  himself  the  question  whether  the 
whole  contribution  of  Ireland  to  the 
revenue  was  enough  at  present  ?  Did  he 
ask — "  In  it  as  much  as  she  can  bear  ?  " 
"  Is  it  too  little  or  is  it  too  much  ? " 
No;  he  never  wasted  a  thought  upon 
the  question.  He  merely  said  to  him- 
self, "  I  want  a  million  of  money  for 
England."  Why  did  he  want  it? 
Because    he    was     tormented    by    the 


English  County  Councils,  in  consequence 
of  the  limitation  of  their  resources,  owing 
to  his  failure  to  pass  the  Van  and  Wheel 
Tax.     We   now   find   ourselves  in    the 
position  that   Ireland   is   called  upon  to 
pay  for  the  Parliamentary  reversals  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     Having  first 
obtained  as  much  money  as   he   requires 
for  English  interest,  he  allows  Ireland  to 
have  the  balance.     I  greatly  regret  that 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  has  not  con* 
sen  tod,   pending    the    establishment   of 
Local  Government  in  Ireland,   to  strike 
out  this  country  from  the  operation  of  the 
clause.     I  can   show  him  in  a  moment 
that  he  might  have  agreed  to  suspend  the 
question    of  fresh   taxation   in  Ireland, 
pending     the     introduction     of     Local 
Government  in  Ireland,  without  any  dis- 
location of  his  financial  scheme.      The 
gross  produce  of  the  additional  tax  to  be 
imposed  on   spirits   and   beer  would  be 
£1,300,000.     Ireland's  total  contribution 
would  be  £154,000,  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman     consented     to     forego    the 
application  of  the  scheme  of  increased 
taxation     to     Ireland,     it     would   only 
decrease  his  resources  by  £154,000.     He 
would      still      be     enabled     to     spend 
£300,000     upon     the*  superannuation 
of  the  police,   £350,000   upon  licences, 
and    to  give   to  the   County    Councils 
£356,000.     But  there  are  other  reasons 
which    justify    them    in    giving    their 
strenuous  opposition  to  the  clause.     In 
the  first  place,  out  of  the  money  to  be 
raised  in  Ireland  one-fourth  will  never 
be  given  back ;    secondly,  the  whole  of 
the  remainder  of  the  fund  will  be  appro- 
priated to  the  purposes  of  the  guarantee 
under    the    Land    Purchase   Bill    (if  it 
should    ever     pass),    which     we     most 
emphatically     condemn ;    and,    in    the 
third  place,  the  sum  of  £40,000  a  year, 
to  be  raised  by  this  tax  from  Ireland,  is 
to  be  locked  up  for  an  indefinite  term 
of  years.     It  is  to  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  Commissioners  for  the  Reduction 
of  the  National  Debt.     It  is  entirely    a 
matter     of     speculation    whether     the 
present  Government  will  ever  attempt 
to  pass  a  Local  Government  Bill  for  Ire- 
land, and  I  shall    protest  in   the   most 
emphatic  manner  against  the  raising  of 
£40,000  a  year  from  Ireland  to  bv3  left 
for  some  indefinite  lkunber  of  years  in 
the  hands  of  the  Commissioners  referred 
to,    until    this    Government    or    some 
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successive  Government  are  pleased  to 
pass  a  measure  of  Local  Government  for 
Ireland.  I  shall  also  take  exception  to 
the  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
because  it  has  been  elaborated  without 
consultation  with  any  Irish  Member  of 
Parliament. 
*Mb.  GEDGE  (Stockport):  I  rise  to 
order.  I  ask  you  to  rule,  Mr.  Courtney, 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  not  now  in 
•order. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Undoubtedly  the 
hon.  Member  is  diverging  from  the 
subject,  but  not  to  such  an  extent  that  I 
can  rule  him  out  of  order.  He  is  only 
referring  to  these  matters  in  passing. 

Mr  SEXTON  :  1  wish  to  add  to  what 
I  liave  already  said,  with  reference  to 
that  portion  of  the  scheme  dealing  with 
the  money  to  be  appropriated  for  the 
national  teachers,  that  it  is  in  my  opinion 
a  scheme  which  confers  the  least  possible 
benofit  in  quarters  where  relief  is  most 
required.  Another  point  entitled  to 
attention  is  the  contingent  injury  that 
will  be  done  to  Irish  agriculture.  It  is 
true  that  the  continual  increase  in  the 
duty  upon  Irish  whisky  has  grievously 
hampered  the  cultivation  of  Irish  barley, 
but  the  present  proposed  impost  will  be 
a  further  hardship  to  the  Irish  farmer 
and  to  those  who  are  dependent  upon 
him,  and  it  will  still  further 
grievously  burden  an  Irish  agricul- 
tural industry  which  has  already  a 
sufficiently  hard  struggle  for  life. 
I  protest  against  any  increase  of  the 
Spirit  Tax  in  Ireland  for  any  purpose 
whatsoever,  because  already  the  tax  is 
grossly  inequitable  and  oppressive  in  Ire- 
land. I  will  go  back  as  far  as  the  year 
1852.  How  did  the  Spirit  Tax  stand 
then  ?  In  Ireland  it  was  2s.  8d.  a  gallon, 
and  in  England  7s.  lOd.  The  present 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  argues  that 
the  proposal  to  differentiate  upon  the  tax 
on  whisky  in  England  and  Ireland  is  not 
business ;  but  he  cannot  now  see  that  not 
so  many  years  ago  it  was  business.  For 
the  last  forty  years  Ireland,  a  country  of 
decreasing  population  and  of  decreasing 
capacity  to  bear-this  fiscal  burthen,  has 
been  the  victim  of  a  long  and  steady 
course  of  the  most  wanton  fiscal  aggres- 
sion. In  England  during  those  years 
the  tax  has  been  increased  from  7s.  lOd. 
to  10s.,  but  in  Ire 'and  it  has  been  quad- 
rupled. It  was  Mr.  Disraeli  who 
Mr.  Sextan 


equalised  the  tax  on  spirits  in  England 
and  Ireland,  beer  being  the  drink  in 
England.  And  what  is  the  result  ?  The 
poor  man  who  drinks  whisky,  which  ii 
the  ordinary  drink  in  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land, pays  six  times  as  much  on  what  he 
drinks  as  the  man  who  drinks  beer.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  taxes  alcohol 
to  the  utmost  limit  when  he  finds  it  in 
the  whisky.  Why  does  he  not  tax  it  to 
the  same  extent  when  he  finds  it  in  the 
wine  and  in  the  beer  ?  There  ought  to 
be  established  some  equitable  relation  in 
the  principle  of  taxation.  Upon  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer's  principle  that 
there  is  no  equitable  relation  between  the 
taxes  on  the  different  liquors,  he  may 
abolish  the  tax  upon  beer  altogether,  and 
make  the  Englishman  altogether  free; 
or,  on  the  other  hand,  he  may 
raise  the  money  now  wanted  by  putting 
a  tax  of  another  shilling  on  beer.  Cer- 
tainly Englishmen  would  not  tolerate 
such  a  tax.  Or  he  might  raise  the  money 
by  putting  another  shilling  on  whisky, 
which  would  prove  intolerable  to  both 
Irishmen  and  to  Scotchmen.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  is  very  fond  of 
saying  that  it  is  not  because  people  drink 
hard  that  he  ought  to  be  expected  to 
lighten  taxation  upon  what  they  drink. 
The  argument  would  perhaps  be  sound 
if  it  represented  the  fact,  but  as  it 
stands  it  conveys  a  complete  mis- 
apprehension. If  there  is  hard  drinking 
anywhere  it  must  be  in  England,  because 
the  records  show  that  in  England  the 
consumption  of  beer,  wine,  and  spirits  is 
6 J  gallons  per  head ;  in  Scotland  it  is  4} 
gallons  ]>er  head  ;  while  in  Ireland  it  is 
only  3  gallons  per  head.  If  the  taxation 
were  fair  it  would  bear  some  relation  to 
the  consumption.  But  what  is  it!  In 
England  it  is  14s.  Id.,  in  Scotland  it  is 
18s.  10d.,  and  in  Ireland  it  is  13s.  per 
head,  whereas  it  really  should  be,  in 
England  14s.  Id.,  in  Scotland  9s.  4d.,  and 
in  Ireland  only  6s.  3d.  So  long  as  the 
present  disproportion  exists  I  shall  feel 
it  my  duty  to  continue  to  protest  against 
this  mean,  aggressive,  and  disgraceful 
fiscal  policy,  which  weighs  down  on  the 
two  poorer  members  of  the  Imperial 
partnership  for  the  benefit  of  the  richer 
party.  My  second  reason  for  my  opposi- 
tion is  that  the  Government  have  in  the 
present  financial  year  a  surplus,  out  of 
which    they    ought    to  have  provided 
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for  the  purposes  to  be  met  by  this  tax. 
When  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh proposed  to  increase  the  tax  in 
1885,  it  was  to  make  good  a  deficit.  He 
had  no  surplus.  But  this  year  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  a  surplus  of 
£3,500,000.  He  might  have  increased 
the  duty  on  foreign  spirits  and  raised 
£200,000.  He  might  have  transferred 
the  3d.  a  barrel  on  beer  from  Im- 
perial to  local  revenues,  and  raised 
j£326,000,  giving  a  total  />f  nearly 
£600,000.  In  order  to  make  up  the 
requisite  £1,300,000,  he  could  have 
taken  £700,000  from  the  surplus.  Ire- 
land has  been  cheated  out  of  her  fair 
share  of  the  surplus.  According  to  a 
Return  presented  to  Parliament,  Ireland 
yields  about  1-1 2th  of  the  whole  of 
the  Imperial  Revenue.  The  different 
partners  in  the  United  Kingdom  ought 
to  have  the  benefit  of  the  surplus  as 
nearly  as  possible  in  proportion  to 
their  rate  of  contribution,  which  would 
give  Ireland,  contributing  1-1 2th  of  the 
whole  Revenue,  £300,000.  But  this 
surplus  is,  according  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  raised  in  the  main 
from  the  taxation  on  spirits,  of  which 
Ireland  provides  one-sixth ;  so  that  she  is 
entitled,  contributing,  as  she  does,  1-1 2th 
of  the  whole  Revenue  and  one-sixth  of 
the  entire  taxation,  to  something  between 
£300,000  and  £500,000.  What  does 
Ireland  receive  ?  There  is  £300,000  for 
barracks,  about  which  1  am  very  careless. 
We  can  always  have  barracks.  There  is 
£120,000  for  the  Volunteers ;  but  the 
Volunteers  are  a  forbidden  force  in  Ire- 
land. There  is  £180,000  for  cheapening 
the  postage  between  this  country  and 
India  and  the  colonies ;  but  Ireland's 
commercial  relations  with  India  and  the 
colonies  are  not  very  extensive.  Ireland's 
interest  in  the  Plate  Duty  is  nil.  Her 
interest  in  the  Currant  Duty  is  repre- 
sented by  £5,000  a  year.  The  House 
Duty  is  a  cypher.  It  is  idle  to  argue  as 
to  the  contributions  to  education  and 
police.  The  cost  of  the  police  is  great, 
because  it  is  maintained  as  an  Imperial 
and  Military  Force. 

*Mr.  GEDGE  :  I  rise  to  order.  I  ask 
the  Chairman  to  rule  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  out  of  order  in  discussing 
these  matters  on  the  question  whether 
the  Excise  Duty  on  spirits  shall  be  made 
equal  to  the  Customs  Duty. 


The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  entitled  to  use  these  arguments. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  I  argue  that  double  as 
much  is  taken  from  Ireland  as  she  can 
afford.  A  part  of  it  is  spent  in  Ireland 
upon  Imperial  establishments,  which  are 
bloated  establishments,  which  are  always 
costly,  which  are  often  corrupt,  and 
which  are  maintained  in  Ireland  at  a 
strength  and  upon  a  scale  which  would 
not  be  necessary  if  the  system  of  govern- 
ment in  Ireland  were  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  the  Irish  people.  The  only 
benefit  Ireland  derives  from  the  surplus 
is  in  relation  to  the  Tea  Duty.  At  first  I 
thought  this  would  represent  £150,000. 
But  I  find  by  a  Treasury  Return  that  the 
Tea  Duty  paid  in  Ireland  was  about 
£300,000  a  year,  the  remission  of  one- 
third  of  which  would  represent  £100,000 
My  last  point  is — what  does  Ireland  con- 
tribute, and  what  is  Ireland  obliged  to 
contribute,  in  excess  of  her  real  capacity  1 
I  should  like  to  guide  myself  by  the 
light  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer will  throw  on  taxation  of  this 
kind,  and  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
respectfully  whether  he  has  formulated 
in  his  own  mind  any  principle  to  guide 
him  with  regard  to  the  relative  capacity 
of  the  countries,  which  are  partners  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  to  contribute  to 
the  common  purse.  We  shall  have  to 
press  the  question  and  get  a  practical 
&  inclusion  upon  it  *  Mr.  Giffen  has  cal- 
culated that  if  you  take  England  and 
Ireland,  and  if  you  test  the  relative 
capacity  of  the  two  countries  to  con- 
tribute to  Imperial  taxation  by  the 
relative  wealth  of  the  two  countries, 
the  amounts  of  amassed  capital  in  Eng- 
land and  in  Ireland,  the  capacity  of 
Ireland  is  only  4  per  cent,  of  the  capacity 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  proposed  in  1886 
that  Ireland  bhould  contribute  1-1 5th  of 
thelmperial  Revenue,  but  I  have  no  doubt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  prepared 
to  consider  that  provision  in  his  Bill  had 
it  reached  Committee  in  a  just  spirit ; 
but,  at  any  rate,  the  Irish  Members  were 
prepared  to  argue  that  the  proportion 
was  excessive.  I  ask  attention  to  the 
Return  of  the  incidence  of  taxation  of 
May  the  7th.  It  appears  by  that  Return 
that  England  contributes  slightly  in 
excess  of  four-fifths  of  the  whole  Imperial 
Revenue.      Ireland  contributes   1-1 2th 
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of  the  whole.  What  test  does  this  enable 
him  to  apply  to  ascertain  whether  or  not 
the  contribution  of  Ireland  is  fair?  I 
cannot  apply  the  test  of  indirect  taxation, 
because  indirect  taxation,  though  nomi- 
nally of  the  same  amount  in  both  countries, 
might  be  made  to  press  unfairly  upon 
one  of  them  by  being  directed  against 
one  particular  article.  So  that,  though 
the  two  countries  are  placed  to- 
gether in  fiscal  partnership,  the  whole 
burden  might  be  placed  upon  one. 
This  was,  I  think,  a  clear  and  conclusive 
argument  to  the  fallacy  urged  that  a  tax 
must  be  fair  because  it  is  the  same  in 
both  countries.  The  Returns  afford  a 
very  instructive  test  in  the  matter  of 
direct  taxation.  England  contributes  81 
per  cent,  of  the  whole  Imperial  Revenue. 
The  Return  shows  four  heads  of  direct 
taxation.  The  first  is  Probate  Duty.  By 
the  calculations  for  the  current  year 
England  yields  to  the  Imperial  Revenue 
87  per  cent,  of  the  whole  Probate  Duty. 
That  she  yields  81  per  cent,  to  the  Im- 
perial Revenue  and  87  per  cent,  of  the 
whole  Probate  Duty,  and  therefore  her 
contribution  to  the  Imperial  Revenue, 
judged  by  the  Probate  Duty,  is  light. 
The  second  head  of  direct  taxation  is 
Excise  Licences.  Under  this  head  Eng- 
land contributes  86 percent.,  and,  judged 
by  this,  it  is  plain  that  her  contribution 
to  the  whole  Imperial  Revenue  is  light. 
Under  the  head  of  stamps  the  contribu- 
tion of  England  is  89  per  cent,  and  her 
contribution  under  the  head  of  Income 
Tax  is  87  per  cent.  These  four  heads 
show  one  concurrent  result,  that  the 
capacity  of  England  to  yield  to  the  Im- 
perial Revenue  is  greater,  as  judged  by 
those  tests,  than  her  whole  contribution 
— Probate  Duty,  87  per  cent. ;  licences, 
86 ;  stamps,  89  ;  Income  Tax,  87  ;  and 
her  whole  contribution,  81.  Now,  turn 
to  Ireland,  and  the  demonstration  is  also 
concurrent  and  conclusive,  but  emphati- 
cally conclusive,  the  other  way.  The 
contribution  of  Ireland  to  the  Imperial 
Revenue  is  8  per  cent,  of  the  whole 
of  what  is  her  contribution  to 
the  Probate  Duty,  which  is  a 
fair  test,  and  means  the  duty 
levied  upon  accumulated  wealth  left  at 
death  by  individuals.  Ireland's  whole 
contribution  under  the  Probate  Duty  is 
only  4£  per  cent.  The  contribution  of 
Ireland  under  Excise  Licences  is  4*7  per 
Mr.  Sexton 


cent. ;  under  stamps  a  very  fair  test  of 
the  wealth  and  prosperity  and  thriving 
character  of  a  community,  her  contribu- 
tion is  only  3*7  per  cent. ;  and,  more 
conclusive  than  a  1,  the  Income  Tax  testy 
Ireland  contributes  to  the  Income  Tax 
only  4*4  per  cent.  If  we  take  these 
average  tests  of  the  capacity  of  Ireland 
to  contribute  to  the  Imperial  Revenue,, 
we  have  it  plainly  demonstrated  under 
the  four  heads  that  the  contribution  of 
Eng'and  is  the  lighter  tax.  If  ever  the 
matter  is  mathematically  demonstrated 
I  think  it  is  demonstrated  by  those 
figures.  Judged  by  these  four  tests  the 
contribution  of  Ireland  to  the  Imperial 
Revenue  is  double  what  it  should  be. 
For  this  reason  I  object  to  any  increase 
of  the  Imperial  charge  upon  Ireland  for 
any  purpose  whatever.  Steps  should  he 
taken  to  reduce  the  contribution  of  Ire- 
land to  one-half  of  its  present  amount, 
and  I  ask  for  a  special  inquiry  into  this- 
subject.  I  claim,  as  a  matter  of  right, 
that  a  Select  Committee  of  this  House 
be  appointed  to  consider  the  incidence  of 
Imperial  taxation  at  the  present  moment 
in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  I  ask 
the  House  to  suspend  the  portion  of  the 
proposal  in  regard  to  increased  taxation, 
so  far  as  Ireland  is  concerned,  until  that 
Committee  has  reported  whether  the 
present  incidence  of  taxation  on  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  is  tolerable  or  fair, 
and  what  steps  should  be  taken  if  the 
burden  is  found  to  be  undue  in  the 
case  of  Ireland  to  reduce  her  contribution 
to  such  an  amount  as  will  appear  to  be 
a  more  just  contribution  from  the 
relative  capacity  of  each  country  to 
contribute  to  the  common  purse  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  I  can  hardly  believe 
that  they  will  venture  to  support  the 
omission  of  the  clause.  I  would  remind 
the  Committee  that  we  have  already 
passed  Clause  4,  dealing  with  foreign 
spirits,  and  to  that  the  present  clause, 
dealing  with  home-made  spirits,  is  a 
necessary  corollary.  If  Ireland  is  treated 
differently  from  England  in  this  matter 
1  Bhe  will  have  to  be  treated  as  a  foreign 
country  in  order  to  prevent  spirits,  on 
which  a  lower  duty  has  been  paid,  from 
being  smuggled  into  this  country.  The 
cargoes  of  Irish  ships  trading  to  this 
country  will  have  to  undergo  inspection, 
and  the  whole  process  to  which  foreign 
vessels  are   subjected   by   the  Customs 
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Authorities  will  have  to  be  applied  to 
Irish,  vessels.-  With  regard  to  Ireland 
being  overtaxed  by  direct  duties,  I 
would  point  out  that  assessed  taxes  and 
House  Duty  are  not  paid  in  that  country, 
and  that  Income  Tax  is  25  per  cent, 
lower  there  than  in  England.  ["  No  !  "] 
As  to  indirect  taxation,  the  remedy  is  in 
the  hands  of  those  who  pay  it.  For 
instance,  Guinness's  stout  is  made  in 
Dublin  and  is  a  favourite  beverage  in 
England,  and  I  would  suggest  that  if 
Irishmen  do  not  like  paying  the.increased 
duty  on  whisky  they  should  drink  their 
own  stout.  It  is  not  the  people  who  are 
taxed  under  the  system  of  indirect  taxa- 
tion, but  the  commodity,  and  therefore 
those  who  object  to  the  tax  have  only  to 
refrain  from  the  consumption  of  the 
commodity. 
•(10.40.)  Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDGE: 
J£  seems  to  me  that  the  inter- 
esting and  elaborate  arguments  to 
which  we  have  just  listened  might 
have  been  appropriate  to  some  large 
proposals  dealing  with  the  question  of 
taxation  generally,  but  are  hardly  perti- 
nent to  the  clause  before  the  Com- 
mittee. The  point  of  this  clause  is 
to  put  6d.  per  gallon  on  home 
manufactured  spirits,  and,  if  the  clause  is 
struck  out,  there  will  be  no  extra  duty 
on  home  manufactured  spirits,  whilst  it 
will  remain' on  spirits  of  foreign  manu- 
facture. Those  who  support  the  Amend- 
ment, knowing  what  its  effect  will  be,  in 
reality  become  Protectionists,  and  I 
should  hardly  have  expected  to  find  a 
proposal  to  omit  this  clause  supported 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  pride 
themselves  on  being  Free  Traders.  The 
hon.  Member  has  argued  as  if  spirits 
were  the  only  drink  and  whisky  the 
only  spirit.  The  additional  duty  is  to  be 
put  on  brandy,  gin,  and  rum,  as  well  as 
whisky,  and  if  the  Irish  do  not  like 
the  extra  duty  upon  it,  they  can  avoid 
payment  of  this  extra  taxation  by 
6\rinking  their  home  manufactured 
Guinness'  stout. 

(10.48.)  Mb.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen, 
N.) :  Before  I  say  anything  in  the  nature 
of  hostile  criticism  upon  this  clause,  I 
wish  to  say  .that  the  one  redeeming 
virtue  of  the  policy  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is,  that  he  recognises  in 
the  collection  and  distribution  of  these 
taxes  the  principle  of  nationality.     It  is 


somewhat  remarkable  that  a  gentleman 
who  prides  himself  upon  his  antipathy 
to  Separatist  tendency,  should  have- 
introduced  the  principle  into  national 
finance.  For  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proceeded  upon  the  principle  that,  in 
providing  assistance  to  local  purposes, 
he  should  take  not  the  individual,  nor- 
the  county,  but  the  unit  of  the  nation;, 
and  having  ascertained  the  proportions 
in  which  revenue  is  derived  from 
Scotland,  Ireland,  and  England,  he 
recognised  the  principle  that  these 
nations  as  nations  are  entitled  to  recover 
in  the  form  of  local  assistance,  as  nearly 
as  possible,  the  sum  which  they  have- 
contributed  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
Under  that  blessed  rtgime  we  should 
have  a  little  annual  income  of  nearly 
£750,000  in  Scotland,  which  would  be 
most  convenient  when  the  time  comes, 
as  it  will  come,  when  we  have  a  separate 
Legislature  as  well  as  a  separate  finance. 
One  objection  I  have  to  the  clause  is, 
that  the  6d.  duty  on  whisky  is  imposed 
on  Scotland  for  purposes  which  Scotland 
does  .not  approve,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, reprobates  and  condemns.  In 
the  Division  on  the  Second  Reading, 
we  had  an  opportunity  of  ascertaining  to 
what  extent  Scotch  opinion  supports  the 
views  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
On  that  occasion,  out  of  72  Scotch  Mem- 
bers, only  23  supported  the  Government. 
Therefore,  on  the  threshold  of  the  con- 
troversy, we  have  the  principle  of  nation- 
ality recognised,  and  it  follows  that  the 
money  ought  to  be  distributed  according 
to  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Scotland. 
A  two-thirds  majority  having  condemned 
the  distribution  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, only  one  of  two  courses  is  legiti- 
mately open  to  the  Government — either 
to  drop  the  clause  as  regards  Scotland  or 
to  agree  to  distribute  the  money  according 
to  Scotch  opinion.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  achieved  tho  almost 
miraculous  feat  of  rousing  the  opposi- 
tion of  every  class  in  Scotland.  By 
this  clause  he  has  alienated  those  who 
drink  whisky ;  by  the  proposal  to  com- 
pensate publicans  he  has  alienated  the 
Temperance  Party;  and  by  giving  the' 
money  to  buy  out  licences,  instead  of 
giving  free  education,  he  has  alienated 
all  included  in  the  category  of  the  friends 
of  education.  The  sum  given  to  Scotland, 
—less  by  £60,000  than  it  ought  to  be— is 
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admitted  to  belong  to  the  people  of  Scot- 
land. I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of 
Scotland  would  rather  that  the  £50,000 
with  which  it  is  proposed  to  buy  out 
publicans  in  Scotland  were  dropped  into 
the  sea.  I  am,  therefore,  curious  to 
know  upon  what  principle  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  first  to  distribute  the 
money  according  to  nationalities,  and 
then  refuse  the  people  of  Scotland  the 
application  of  the  money  as  they  desire. 
I  congratulate  the  Government  on  having 
got  a  splendid  cry  for  the  next  election. 
The  first  cry  will  be  the  pensioning  of 
the  publicans,  and  the  next  will  be  the 
cry  of  spoiling  the  schools,  for  the 
£50,000  is  exactly  the  sum  required 
to  complete  free  education  in  Scotland, 
so  distributed,  you  take  the  money  from 
one  class  of  persons  and  give  it  to 
another,  thus  robbing  Pet  jr  to  pay  Paul. 
I  would  point  out  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  that  there  is  no  Party  so 
much  interested  in  opposing  the  sort  of 
legislation  which  has  become  the  charac- 
teristic of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
finance.  If  you  raise  taxes  merely  in 
reference  to  the  annual  expenditure  of 
the  nation  you  have  some  kind  of  check 
on  the  vagaries  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  But  if  you  adopt  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill  you  adopt  a  principle 
which,  as  it  may  be  applied  some  day, 
will  be  most  disastrous  to  the  institution 
of  private  property.  I  know  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  may  contend  that 
hitherto  he  has  been  taking  money  from 
the  masses  and  giving  it  to  the  classes  ; 
fcftt  a  Government  may  arise  that  is  con- 
stituted on  a  different  principle,  and  they 
may  say  that  their  duty  is  to  fleece 
the  classes  in  order  to  relieve  the  misery 
of  the  masses.  They  will  be  able  to 
quote  this  and  other  Budgets  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  sanctioning  the  very 
dangerous  principle  of  using  the  power 
of  the  State  for  the  direct  and  intentional 
purpose  of  taking  money  out  of  the 
pocket  of  one  man  and  putting  it  into 
the  pocket  of  another.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  by  a  shrug  of  the 
shoulders,  appears  to  indicate  that  he 
denies  he  is  taking  money  from  the  masses 
and  giving  it  to  the  classes.  Excepting  at 
4he  two  extremes,  the  principle  of  local 
taxation  is  extremely  fair  and  just. 
Then,  as  to  indirect  taxation,  a  man 
Mr.  Hunter 


pays  in  proportion  to  what  he  consumes, 
and,  therefore,  the  taxation  -falls  heaviest 
on  the  poor  man.  It  is  manifest  that,  by 
the  enormous  extension  we  have  given 
to  the  principle  of  indirect  taxation,  we 
are  imposing  an  enormous  and  excessive 
burden  upon  the  poorer  classes.  I, 
for  one,  will  never  vote  for  the  extension 
of  such  taxation  by  a  single  farthing. 
I  undertake  to  say  that  the  amount  of 
revenue  obtained  from  spirits  and  beer 
alone  is  more  than  a  fair  contribution 
to  the  Revenue  of  the  country  which  the 
working  classes  ought  to  be  called  upon 
to  make.  Therefore,  in  order  to  do  even- 
handed  justice,  we  ought  to  abolish  the 
duty  on  tea,  coffee,  tobacco,  and  dried 
fruits. 

*(11.2.)     Mr.  GOSOHEN :  I  shall  not 
follow    the     hon.    Gentleman     on    the 
general  subject  of  the  amount  of  taxa- 
tion  which   ought  to   be   paid   by  the 
consuming    classes.      That    is    a     very 
wide  subject,    upon    which    I    do    not 
propose  tj  embark.     But   the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said   we   are   making    splendid 
election  cries  for  the  opposite  side.     He 
suggests     that     the     Government    are 
spoiling  the  schools  in  Scotland  by  the 
allocation  of  this  money.     But  who  is  it 
that  supplied  the  funds  for  making  edu- 
cation free  in  Scotland  ?     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  other  Scotch  Members  have  for- 
gotten  what  I,  as  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,    have    not  forgotten — that 
Scotland  will  be  entitled  to  a  consider- 
able sum  next  year  when  the  Govern- 
ment come  to  deal  with  stssisted  educa- 
tion.    It  will  then  be  seen  whether  the 
Government    have   spoiled    the   Scotch 
schools.     But  I  turn   from  the   speech 
of    the     hon.  Gentleman     to     the   far 
more  important  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Belfast.     The  point  of  the  whole 
speech  of  that  hon.  Gentleman  is  that 
Ireland  is  overtaxed,  that  her  contribu- 
tions to  the  Revenue  are  in  excess  of 
what  Ireland  ought  to  pay,  and  that  Ire- 
land does  not  receive  back  her  fair  share. 
The     hon.     Member     wants    to    know 
whether  the  yield  from  Probate  Duty, 
Income  Tax,  and  stamps  is  not  a  fair 
criterion  of  the   tax  paying  capacities  of 
the    two    countries.      Well,    it    is   an 
element    of  course,  but    not    the  only 
element.     The  hon.  Member  thinks  that 
if  the  Probate  Duty  is  88  per  oent.  in 
England   and  4  per  cent,  in  Ireland  it 
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proves  that  the  wealth  of  England  is  88 
per  cent,  and  that  of  Ireland  only  4  per 
cent.  According  to  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
if  there  are  in  one  country  10  individuals 
who  possess  £100,000  apiece,  and  10  in 
the  other  who  have  only  £10,000  apiece, 
while  the  rest  of  the  population  is  very 
much  in  the  same  position  in  both 
countries,  the  proportion  of  taxation 
should  be  as  10  to  1.  But  it  is  clear 
that  we  cannot  take  the  test  only  of  the 
upper  portion  of  the  population ;  we 
must  look  to  the  other  taxpaying  classes. 
.The  hon.  Member  is  aware  that  while 
the  population  in  Ireland  is  12 J  per 
cent.,  her  contributions  are  only  8  per 
cent.  There  are  other  matters  that  go 
to  show  the  wealth  of  a  country  besides 
its  contribution  to  Income  Tax.  It  does 
not  follow  that  because  there  is  so  great  a 
disparity  in  the  wealth  of  the  upper  strata 
of  society  in  England  as  compared  with 
Ireland,  as  shown  by  the  Income  Tax 
payments,  that  the  same  disparity  exists 
throughout  the  population  generally. 
Having  regard  to  bank  deposits  and 
other  indications,  it  appears  that  the 
population  of  Ireland  is  well  able  to  con- 
tribute its  share  to  Imperial  expenses, 
from  which,  as  in  the  case  of  the  reduc- 
tion in  the  colonial  postage,  it  will  bene- 
fit as  much  as  the  other  parts  of  the 
Kingdom.  [Mr.  Sexton  :  Ireland  has  no 
commerce.]  It  is  not  only  the  commerce 
of  the  country  that  will  gain  by  the 
reduction  of  the  postage,  but  it  is  indi- 
vidual correspondents ;  it  is  the  poorer 
classes  who  have,  friends  in  the  colonies, 
and  with  whom  they  correspond.  The 
hon.  Member  spoke  of  the  Tea  Duties, 
and  wanted  to  minimise  the  benefit 
which  Ireland  will  get.  Ireland  will 
gain  precisely  in  proportion  to  the  tea 
she  consumes.  The  only  real  objection 
Ireland  can  take  is  in  regard  to  the 
House  Duty. 

Ms.  SEXTON :  I  decline  to  admit  that 
argument.  I  say  you  should  not,  in  the 
first  place,  exact  from  her  more  than  her 
share. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  hon.  Member 
not  only  said  he  declined  to  admit  that 
argument,  but  I  think  he  denied  the 
force  of  the  argument.  I  have  gone 
through  the  Estimates  clause  by  clause, 
and  I  shall  be  prepared  to  lay  a  Return 
on  the  Table,  which,  I  think  I  may  say, 
will  show    that    without  exception  in 


every  class  of  the  Estimates  Ireland 
receives  a  much  larger  share  of  the  Im- 
perial Revenue  than  she  contributes.  I 
can  give  the  hon.  Member  one  specimen. 
Colonel  NOLAN :  How  about 
Museums  f 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Yes,  for  public 
buildings.  She  receives  more  than  her 
share.  For  education  she  receives  16 
per  cent,  instead  of  the  12}  per  cent, 
she  is  entitled  to.  For  school  buildings 
England  and  Scotland  receive  74  per 
cent,  and  Ireland  26  per  cent. ;  for  refor 
matory  schools  England  and  Scotland  re- 
ceive 73  per  cent.,  whilst  Ireland  receives 
27  per  cent,  instead  of  12}  per  cent. 
And  so  it  goes  on  in  nearly  every  item. 
The  hon.  Member  asks  that  there  should 
be  a  Committee  to  review  the  taxation 
of  Ireland.  I  will  consult  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  I  think  we  shall  be  prepared 
to  grant  an  inquiry  into  the  financial 
relations  of  the  two  countries.  I  do  not 
want  to  exclude  Scotland,  and  I  think 
hon.  Members  from  both  countries  will 
see  that  we  are  anxious  to  meet  them. 
I  cannot  pledge  myself  without  further 
consulting  my  leader  on  the  subject, 
but  we  shall  be  glad  to  throw  as  much 
light  as  possible  on  the  financial  rela- 
tions of  the  two  countries.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers will  see  at  once  that  it  must  be  a 
full  and  proper  inquiry,  but  of  course 
we  cannot  consent  to  hang  up  this  addi- 
tional 6d.  until  the  inquiry  is  com- 
plete. Of  course,  if  the  inquiry 
should  show  that  injustice  has 
been  done  to  any  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  steps  will  be  taken  to  afford 
redress.  I  trust  that,  as  I  have  made 
this  statement,  hon.  Members  will  not 
think  me  wanting  in  courtesy  if  I  do  not 
enter  at  greater  detail  into  the  other 
points  they  have  touched  upon.  The 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  has  asked 
on  what  principle  we  tax  alcohol  in 
whisky  more  severely  than  alcohol  in 
beer.  It  is  not  a  conclusive  answer  to 
say  that  this  principle  has  been  accepted 
by  all  Governments  hitherto,  but  that  is 
the  case,  and  we  could  scarcely  raise  the 
whole  question  of  the  relative  taxation  of 
alcohol  on  this  Bill.  We  hope  the  im- 
position of  the  additional  tax  will  not 
cause  the  illicit  distillation  which  the 
hon.  Member  seems  to  fear ;  and  we  hope 
that,  by  extending  the  inquiry  to  the 
modes  in   which  whisky  is  made, 


<l*71       Customs  and  Inland  { COJttMONS} 


Revenue  Bill, 


U72 


ifthall  get  rid  of  any  fear  that  there  will 
•be  a  further  deterioration  in  the 
materials  used  in  the  distillation.  I  hope 
hon.  Members  will  see  that  my  proposal 
is  reasonable,  and  that  I  have  endea- 
voured to  meet  them  in  a  spirit  of 
^courtesy. 

(11.24.)  Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  I 
think  we  have  every  reason  to  congratu- 
late ourselves  on  one  result  of  the  mas- 
terly discourse  delivered  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Belfast 
{Mr.  Sexton),  a  result  which  we  have  long 
•sought  to  achieve,  namely,  the  induoing 
of  the  Government  to  consent  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  to  investi- 
gate the  financial  relations  of  England, 
Ireland,  and  Scotland  We  are  prepared 
to  face  such  an  inquiry,  and  we  believe 
it  will  have  the  very  best  possible 
results.  I  am  delighted  that  an  oppor- 
tunity has  at  last  been  afforded  me  of 
laying  before  the  Committee  my  views  of 
the  case  of  Ireland  against  any  increase 
in  the  Spirit  Duty.  My  task  has  been 
very  considerably  lessened  by  the  speech 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Belfast,  who  most  lucidly  went  over 
a  great  portion  of  the  field  I  had  pro- 
posed to  traverse  myself.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  not  satis- 
factorily answered  any  of  the  objections 
made  by  my  hon.  Friend  against  the 
-distribution  of  the  surplus.  One-sixth 
«*>f  the  surplus  of  £1,800,000  was  con- 
tributed by  the  Irish  people,  and, 
instead  of  one- sixth,  we  have  got 
l-35th  part,  or  less  than  a  fifth  of  what 
we  are  entitled  to.  It  is  preposterous  to 
suppose  that  Ireland  will  obtain  much 
relief  from  the  reduction  in  the  postage1 
to  India  and  the  colonies.  I  should  say 
that*  hardly  any  of  the  letters  passing 
between  this  country  and  India  come 
from  Ireland.  One  remark  made  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  per- 
fectly astounding.  He  said  that  the 
poorer  classes  in  Ireland  were  more  able 
to  contribute  to  the  taxation  than  the 
poorer  classes  in  England.  Did  anyone5 
ever  hear  a  more  preposterous  idea 
exhibiting  more  ignorance  of  the 
position  of  the  two  countries  ?  If  it 
be  true  that  there  is  this  shocking,  this 
sad  distinction,  between  the  upper  classes' 
x)f  England  and  the  upper  classes  of 
Ireland,  that  difference  is  increased  three-1 
efold  when  we  come  to  the  poorer  classes. 
Mr,  Goschen  ' 


I  venture  to  say  that  if  a  real  inquiry 
were  made  before  a  Committee  it  would 
be  found  that  the  mass  of  the  labouring 
people  of  Ireland  are  not  in  a  position  to 
pay  taxes  at  all,  and  that  an  honest 
system  of  taxation  would  pass  them 
over  altogether,  for  many  of  them  are 
without  the  ordinary  necessaries  of 
life.  They  are  not  a  population  which 
ought  to  be  taxed  for  Imperial  purposes. 
The  present  proportion — and  this  I  con- 
ceive to  be  an  argument  against  any  in- 
crease of  the  Spirit  Tax  in  Ireland — the 
present  proportion  between  the  amount 
contributed  to  the  Imperial  Revenue 
by  Ireland  and  Great  Britain  is  grossly 
unfair.  I  need  not  go  at  length  into 
an  argument  which  has  been  so  well 
set  out  by  my  hon.  Friend;  but 
as  some  doubt  has  been  thrown 
on  the  question,  although  there  has 
been  no  attempt  to  reply  to  the  argu- 
ment as  a  whole,  I  will  quote  an  authority 
which  I  think  will  be  generally  accepted. 
Four  years  ago  no  less  an  authority  than 
Mr.  Giffen  said — 

"  Ireland   is   overtaxed   in   comparison  with 
Great  Britain.     It  contributes  twice  vs  proper 
share,  if  not  more,  to  the  Imperial  expenditure 
of  this  country." 

This  and  the  facts  with  which  Mr.  Giffen 
sustains  his  statement  ought  to  dispose 
of  the  question,  and  I  do  not  propose  to 
say  another  word  in  support  of  the  pro- 
position that  it  is  an  admitted  axiom  that 
Ireland  contributes  double  her  just  pro- 
portion to  Imperial  resources. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  have  not  admitted 
that  it  is  an  admitted  axiom.  It  remains 
a  disputed  proposition. 

Ma.  DILLON :  I  do  not  mean  to  say  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  it,  but  I 
have  quoted  high  authority  for  the  view 
we  have  endeavoured  to  maintain  by 
argument.  Having  laid  down  that  pro- 
position I  inquire,  how  has  this  unequal 
distribution  come  about  ?  The  machinery 
by  which  this  has  been  achieved  in  an  in- 
genious manner  is  this  Spirit  Duty.  The 
fact  is,  that  by  the  policy  of  constantly  in- 
creasing the  Spirit  Duty,  the  burden  of 
taxation  has  been  shifted  from  off  the 
shoulders  of  the  British  people  on  to  the 
shoulders  of  the  unfortunate  peasants  of 
Ireland,  and  the  present  proposal  to 
increase  the  Spirit  Tax  still  further  is 
only  one  more  step  in  a  long-continued 
course   of    injustice   towards  the  Irish 
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people.  What  is  the  history  of  the 
Spirit  Tax  ?  In  1825  the  tax  was  7s.  in 
England  and  2s.  lOd.  in  Ireland ;  in  1840 
it  was  78.  lOd.  in  England  and  2s.  8d.  in 
Ireland ;  in  1855  it  was  8s.  in  England 
and  6s.  2d.  in  Ireland ;  in  1858  it  was 
8s.  in  both  countries ;  and  in  1860  it 
was  10s.  in  both  countries.  And  note 
this  remarkable  fact,  which  accounts  for 
our  persistent  opposition  to  the  increase 
of  this  tax,  that,  unlike  the  Income 
Tax,  once  it  is  increased  there  is 
never  a  reduction  subsequently  made. 
We  complain  that  when  surpluses  occur 
the  Government  of  this  country  use 
them  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the 
taxes  which  weigh  on  the  people  of 
England,  while  all  the  time  they  are 
increasing  those  taxes  which  weigh 
most  heavily  on  the  Irish  people.  In 
1864  there  was  an  important  inquiry 
which,  owing  to  the  want  of  activity  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  Members  of  that 
day,  did  not  produce  the  results  which 
might  have  been  expected  from  it.  The 
facts  adduced  before  the  inquiry  were 
most  extraordinary.  When  the  Act  of 
Union  was  passed,  the  Irish  Lords  pro- 
tested against  the  proportion  of  taxa- 
tion which  it  was  sought  to  impose  upon 
Ireland,  and  assorted  that  the  utmost 
Ireland  could  pay  would  be  in  the  pro- 
portion of  one  to  13.  During  the  first 
16  years  after  the  Union  the  utmost  that 
the  Government  of  the  day,  by  every 
form  of  taxation  which  human  in- 
genuity could  invent,  could  raise  from 
the  people  of  Ireland  was  1-1 3th 
of  the  whole.  At  that  time  Ireland  had 
a  population  of  exactly  one -half  that  of 
Great  Britain.  At  present  Ireland's 
population  is  one-sixth,  while  the  wealth 
of  Great  Britain  is  threefold  higher  per 
head  than  that  of  Ireland.  From  these 
figures  it  is  clear  that  Ireland  is  now 
paying  more  than  she  was  at  the  time  of 
the  great  wars  at  the  beginning  of  this 
century.  In  1831  Ireland  contributed 
1-I3th;inl836,  l-12th;  in  1847,  the  year 
of  the  Irish  famine,  1-1  lth;  in  1857, 
1-lOth;  and  in  1862,  l-9th.  When 
people  speak  of  the  poverty  of  Ireland 
they  should  remember  that,  not  only  the 
Irish  land  system,  but  this  terrible  and 
insupportable  taxation  is  one  of  the  most 
fertile  causes  of  distress.  Taking  a 
period  of  50  years,  from  1816,  the  remis- 
sions   of     taxation    in     Great     Britain 


amounted  to  £72,000,000,  while  the  new 
taxes  imposed  amounted  to  £35,000,000, 
leaving  a  balance  of  remissions  of 
£37,000,000.  In  Ireland  during  the 
same  period  the  remissions  of  taxation 
were  £5,488,000,  the  taxes  imposed 
£4,981,000,  leaving  a  balance  of  remis- 
sions of  £507,000,  or  only  £500,000  as 
compared  with  £37,000,000  in  the  case 
of  Great  Britain.  In  other  words,  there 
is  a  balance  of  remissions  in  the  case  of 
Great  Britain  of  98*63  per  cant.,  and  of 
1*37  per  cent,  in  the  case  of  Ireland. 
Throughout  the  whole  period  since  the 
cessation  of  the  great  wars  the  history  of 
the  finances  of  this  country  displays  an 
almost  unbroken  course  of  remission  of 
taxes  which  weigh  heavily  on  the 
people  of  Great  Britain,  and  of  increases 
of  taxes  which  weigh  most  heavily 
on  the  people  of  Ireland.  The  conse- 
quence is,  that  Ireland  now  j)ays  five 
times  as  much  towards  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  in  proportion  to  her  resources 
as  she  did  in  the  time  of  the  great  wars. 
The  increases  have  been  made  princi- 
pally upon  spirits  and  tobacco.  This 
year  the  first  duty  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  should  have  been 
to  make  some  remission  of  the  duty  on 
one  or  other  of  these  articles,  and 
thereby  to  redress  a  monstrous  griev- 
ance suffered  by  the  people  of  Ireland. 
I  conclude  my  observations  on  this  por- 
tion of  the  question  by  calling  the 
attention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  the  observations  he  made 
in  1888.     He  said— 

"  I  am  always  anxious,  apart  from  political 
differences,  which  separate  us  from  many  of 
the  Irish  Members,  to  do  full  justice  to  Ireland 
from  the  financial  point  of  view." 

What  has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  done 
since  then  to  do  full  justice  to  Ireland 
from  the  financial  point  of  view  1  After 
that  statement  we  find  him  repeating 
the  very  acts  which  created  that  finan- 
cial injustice  and  imposing  a  new  tax  in 
spite  of  the  Irish  Members.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  when  pressed  on 
this  point,  takes  refuge  in  the  argument 
that  we  get  back  taxes  to  Ireland  in 
extra  grants  on  the  Votes  in  Supply,  on 
light  railways,  and  draining  bogs.  The 
Irish  Members  repudiate  that  argument. 
We  want  fair-play  and  justice.  We  do 
not  want  to  have  money  wrung  out  of 
the  poverty  of  the    people    by    unjust 
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taxation  and  then  cast  back  to  us  as  an 
act  of  charity.  We  are  not  allowed  to 
oontrol  the  education  of  oar  children. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
say  that  the  money  is  spent  on  criminal 
prosecutions,  on  Judges,  Resident  Magis- 
trates, and  the  Army  in  Ireland. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  should  never  use 
that  argument.  I  believe  if  we  were 
to  withdraw  20,000  men  from  Ireland 
it  would  be  regarded  as  a  fresh  grievance. 
There  is  always  a  remonstrance  against 
withdrawal. 

Mb.  DILLON:  I  know  there  is  a 
remonstrance,  but  a  remonstrance  was 
never  heard  from  me.  The  remonstrance 
is  made  by  certain  traders  who  make  a 
little  money  by  their  presence.  If  you 
withdraw  your  whole  garrison,  they  may 
go,  with  my  blessing.  I  say  the  money 
spent  on  the  military  never  brought  any 
good  to  the  country.  But  putting  that 
question  aside,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  used  the  argument  that 
we  get  more  than  our  share  in  the  Votes 
of  Supply.  Those  Votes  are  offered  as 
bribes  to  keep  our  people  quiet.  We  do 
not  want  these  Votes.  If  you  adjust  the 
taxation  between  England  and  Ireland 
we  want  to  pay  our  just  share  towards 
the  taxation  of  the  country.  If  this  is 
done  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  give  Ire- 
land any  more  than  her  just  supply  in 
the  future.  What  the  Irish  people  want 
is  to  have  the  control  of  their  finances 
beyond  what  you  need  for  the  Imperial 
Exchequer,  and  we  will  make  it  go 
further  than  you  can. 

(11.55.)  Mb.  J.  MORLEY  (New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  I  think  that  if  any  jus- 
tification were  needed  for  the  pertinacity 
with  which  last  night,  or  rather,  at  an  early 
hour  this  morning,  we  insisted  on  the 
discussion  of  this  clause,  that  justification 
would  be  found  in  the  very  important, 
and,  I  may  say,  satisfactory  announce- 
ment which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  made,  speaking,  I  presume, 
on  behalf  of  the  Government,  practically' 
undertaking  that  this  Select  Committee 
is  to  be  appointed,  if  not  this  Session,  at 
latest  at  the  beginning  of  next  Session, 
to  consider  the  vital  question  of  the  real 
nature  of  the  burdens  borne  by  the 
three  Kingdoms.  We  are  amply  justi- 
fied, and  I  trust  that  after  this  nothing 
will  be  said  about  obstruction.  Every- 
body who  listened  to  the  extremely  able 
Mr.  Dillon 


and  full  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast  must  feel  how  much  both 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  would  have 
lost  if  that  speech  had  not  been  made, 
and  this  important  undertaking  had  not 
been  got  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. The  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  said  that  on  consideration  the 
figure  which  was  fixed  in  the  proposals 
of  1886  as  Ireland's  contribution  to  Im- 
perial charges  he  believed  to  be  too  high. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  at  the  time  thought 
that  the  figure  which  he  proposed  was 
one  which  would  need  further  considera- 
tion in  Committee.  The  Irish  Members 
have  made  out  a  primd  facie  case  for 
their  proposition  that  Ireland  has  been 
unjustly  and  injuriously  treated,  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  admits  that 
they  have  made  out  a  primd  fade  case. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  did  not  say  so. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  say  that ;  but  if  he  did 
not  think  something  of  the  kind,  is  it  to 
be  supposed  that  he  would  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  ? 
No  further  justification  is  needed  for  the 
prolongation  of  the  discussion  and  the 
opposition  to  the  tax. 

*(12.5.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  cannot  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon 
the  way  in  which  he  has  received  the 
Government's  concession.  He  has  mainly 
made  use  of  it  for  the  purposes  of  politi- 
cal capital  in  pointing  to  it  as  a  justifica- 
tion of  the  transactions  of  last  night. 
But  I  could  have  made  my  announcement 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  equally  well 
at  half- past  12  last  night,  and  there  have 
been  ample  opportunities  before  for  the 
interesting  speeches  which  have  been 
delivered  during  the  day,  and 
which  might  have  obviated  a  good 
deal  of  unnecessary  argument  if 
delivered  before.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman assumes  that  a  primd  facie  case 
has  been  made  out;  but  surely  there 
are  many  oases  where  it  is  simply  desir- 
able to  clear  up  a  question,  and  where 
those  who  assent  to  an  inquiry  are  by  no 
means  prepared  to  assent  to  the  allega- 
tions made.  I  entirely  deny  that  a 
primd  facie  case  has  been  made  out,  hut 
I  have  long  thought  it  desirable  that  the 
sense  of  injustice  which  is  expressed  by 
Irish  Members  should  be  removed. 
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(12.10.)  Mb.  J.  MQKLBY :  I  did  not , 
ifftebd  to  import  any  unfair  spirit  into 
my  remarks.  My  real  reason  for  con- 
grafroiating  the  Government  on  the 
announcement  whieh  has  been  made  is 
because  the  first  step  towards  carrying 
out  a  Home  Rule  policy  is  to  obtain  a 
financial  adjustment  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  which  will  be  accepted 
by  both  countries  ;  and  such  an  adjust- 
ment can  only  be  arrived  at  by  means 
of  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House,  in 
which  the  country  will  have  confidence. 

(12.11.)  Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  It  is 
unfortunate  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  make  his  declaration  at  12 
o'clock  last  night ;  it  might  hare  saved  a 
long  Debate. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  might  have  done 
so,  but  you  would  not  allow  us  to  come 
to  the  clause. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  we  did  enter  on  the  consideration  of 
the  clause,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  made  his  announcement  last 
night  we  might  have  been  saved  24 
hours'  wrangle.  But  on  the  principle  of 
better  late  than  never,  and  of  not  looking 
a  gift  horse  in  the  mouth,  I,  as  a  Scotch 
Member,  thank  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  his  concession,  and  I  am 
sure  that  the  inquiry  will  show  that 
Scotland  pays  enormously  more  than  her 
share  to  the  taxation  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

(12.12.)  Colokbl  NOLAN:  I  do  not 
want  to  reproach  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  with  want  of  reason  last 
night  now  that  we  find  him  reasonable 
to-night,  but  it  appears  to  me  that  it 
does  not  make  much  difference  so 
long  as  we  have  this  extra  tax  put  on. 
Committee  or  no  Committee,  we  are  to 
have  the  tax  all  the  same.  But  I  deny 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  argu- 
ment that  Ireland  gets  a  return  benefit 
in  the  shape  of  Imperial  expenditure. 
For  instance,  as  regards  the  Navy,  com- 
pare the  expenditure  that  occurs  in  con- 
nection with  the  Navy  ;  no  share  of  this 
comes  to  Ireland.  There  are  no  large 
public  buildings  in  Ireland  on  which  we 
get  a  share  of  expenditure,  unless  you 
can  include  police  barracks  in  the  de- 
scription ;  we  have  no  such  institutions  as 
the  British  Museum,  South  Kensington 
Museum,    and    such-like    places.       In 
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education  we  get  a  slightly  better  shave 
proportionately  than  England,  but  it  is 
only  slightly  better,  and  the  reason  is 
simple.  It  was  part  of  the  English 
education  policy  in  giving  education  of  a 
denominational  character  to  stick  the 
schools  close  together,  not  putting  a 
proper  distance  between  them,  and  hence 
it  was  that  the  extension  of  education 
became  so  expensive.  I  differ  from  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo, 
and  think  we  do  get  some  advantage 
from  the  expenditure  upon  the  Army 
in  Ireland.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
the  expenditure  is  so  advantageous 
as  it  would  be  if  spent  on  education ;  still, 
we  get  a  certain  percentage  of  the 
expenditure,  though  the  greater  portion 
of  the  expenditure  is  made  in  England. 
In  Civil  expenditure,  too,  Ireland  enjoys 
but  a  very  limited  share,  except  in 
expenditure  on  the  judicial  system,  and 
this,  of  course,  is  the  result  of  the  old 
system  of  bribery,  by  means  of  which  the 
people  were  governed. 

(12.23.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  176;  Noes  126.— (Div.  List,  No. 
102.) 

♦Me.  GOSCHEN  :  We  propose  to  post- 
pone Clause  7  ;  and  perhaps  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  will  allow  us  to  take  the 
remaining  clauses,  to  which  I  think  there 
is  very  little  objection. 

Mb.  STOREY  (Sunderland) :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  us  what  are  the 
changes  he  proposes  to  make  in  Clause  26? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  There 
is  an  Amendment  by  which  it  is  proposed 
to  add  certain  words  at  the  end  of  that 
clause  ;  but  we  should  prefer  to  deal  with 
it  on  the  Report  stage,  and  the  Amend- 
ment is  not  yet  down  on  the  Paper. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
Clause  7  be  postponed,"  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Clause  24. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  beg  to  move,  in 
page  9,  to  leave  ont  j  ostponed  Clause  24, 
and  insert  the  following  Clause  : — 

"  Where  any  person  shall  die  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act  without  having  made  a 
return  of  all  his  profits  and  gains  chargeable 
to  Income  Tax  with  a  view  to  an  assessment 
thereon  in  due  course,  an  assessment  in  respect 
of  the  profits  and  gains  which  arose  or  accrued 
to  him  before  his  death  may  be  made  at  any 
time  within  the  ye,r  of  assessment,  or  within 
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low  months  after  the  expiation  thereof,  upon 
hie  executors  and  admmistiaton,  and  the 
amotmt  thereof  shall  be  a  debt  due  from  and 
payable  out  of  his  estate." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time/ 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  shall  be  glad  to 
facilitate  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  carrying  anything  reason- 
able, but  I  deprecate  the  manner 
in  which  this  clause  is  brought  before  the 
House.  I  do  not  think  that  this  clause 
has  been  sufficiently  considered ;  and  as 
it  is  not  a  clause  on  which  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  can  claim  any  par- 
ticular urgency,  I  trust  he  will  allow 
it  to  be  postponed  until  that  considera- 
tion has  been  given  to  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  only  anxious  to  bring 
additional  gain  to  his  Department,  and  in 
the  endeavour  to  promote  this  object  he 
has  not  given  due  consideration  to  the 
position  of  executors  and  administrators, 
whose  office,  at  the  best,  is  a  very  thank- 
less one.  I  would  suggest  that  this 
question  ought  to  be  hung  up  until  next 
year.  Unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
agrees  to  postpone  this  clause,  we  must 
oppose  it  as  a  whole.  I  have  no  desire 
that  the  estates  of  deceased  persons 
should  escape  their  fair  share  of  this 
duty ;  but  in  this  case  you  practically 
put  a  pistol  to  the  head  of  the  executor 
and  call  upon  him  to  stand  and  deliver. 
The  result  is,  that  you  may  issue  an 
attachment  of  whatever  the  form  is  in 
England  against  the  executor  and  send 
him  to  gaol.  I  ask,  why  do  not 
you  make  some  provision  to  meet 
this  case?  Why  should  an  executor 
or  administrator  be  sent  to  gaol? 
I  understand  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  be  that  the  executor  is  liable  to 
be  sent  to  gaol.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  shakes  his  head,  but  I  would 
call  his  attention  to  the  words  of  the 
clause  he  proposes. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  The  clause  says  the 
amount  thereof  shall  be  a  "debt  due 
from  and  payable  out  of  his  estate.'1 
There  are  no  words  in  the  clause  bearing 
the  meaning  attached  to  it  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  differ  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  assert  without 
hesitation  that,  according  to  the  clause, 
the  debt  is  seized  on  the  executor.  It 
says  that  where  any  person  shall  die 
Mr.  Goschtn 
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after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  without 
having  made  a  return  of  his  profits 
chargeable  to  Income  Tax,  an  ■niMHiiuwt 
may  be  made  of  those  profits  at  any  time 
within  the  year  of  assessment,  or  four 
months  afterwards,  upon  his  executors 
or  administrators,  and  the  amount  thereof 
shall  be  a  debt  due  from  and  payable  out 

fjt  hist  flgfaifafr 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN:  Although  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  aquainted  with 
the  law,  I  have  some  knowledge  of  the 
foots,  and  I  assure  him  that  he  is  mis- 
taken in  his  construction  of  this  clause. 
Mb.  T.M.  HEALY  :  Icannotconcur  in 
the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but 
at  any  rate,  if  that  be  his  view,  he  ought 
to  insert  something  that  would  make  the 
matter  clear.  ^^ 

•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir, 
R.  Webster  (Isle  of  Wight) :  I  have  no 
manner  of  doubt  that  as  the  clause  now 
stands  the  debt  can  only  be  recoverable 
out  of  the  estate ;  but  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  can  show  that  I  am 
wrong,  we  should  not  object  to  insert  ex- 
planatory words,  but  I  cannot  imagine 
any  words  that  would  make  the  law 
clearer  than  it  is  now. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  am  no  more 
satisfied  after  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  stated  than  I  was  before, 
and  I  ask  the  Government  what  point  will 
they  gain  by  all  this  hurry  ?  Is  the  debt 
to  be  treated  as  a  Crown  debt  ?  How  is 
the  man  who  supplies  the  coffin  to  bury 
the  deceased  person  to  be  situated  ? 

•Sib  R.  WEBSTER :  The  tax  due  on 
the  estate  would  be  a  first  charge. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  It  is  an  extraordi- 
nary notion  that  a  man's  Income  Tax  is  so 
sacred  an  obligation  that  it  is  to  be  treated 
as  a  first  charge  on  his  estate.  I  should 
imagine  that  the  debts  which  ought 
first  to  be  satisfied  out  of  an  estate  are 
those  which  he  has  contracted  with  John 
Smith,  John  Brown,  and  so  forth. 

#Mb.  GOSCHEN :  A  man's  assessment 
to  this  tax  now  ranks  before  his  other 
debts,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  that 
principle  should  be  altered  in  the  case 
of  a  deceased  person's  estate. 

Mb.  STOREY :  There  is  an  old  saying 
"  that  death  quits  all  scores,"  and  I  see 
no  reason  why  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  pursue  debts  of  this 
kind  into  the  grave.  I,  for  one,  enter 
my  strong  protest  against  this  proposal, 
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which  will  throw  great  hardship  on  the 
smaller  class  of  estates.  Take  the  case 
of  a  person  receiving  £500  a  year.  He 
dies  and  leaves  a  widow.  Upon  the 
death  of  the  person  his  will  is  proved. 
It  may  be  that  the  £500  is  derived 
from  £5,000  or  £6,000  of  property,  and 
upon  that  the  widow  or  executor  has  to 
pay  3  per  cent,  into  the  coffers  of  the 
State.  That  is  a  very  serious  charge 
upon  the  widow.  I  am  not  a  lawyer, 
but  I  am  putting  very  serious  cases 
of  hardship  that  I  have  known  in  my 
own  experience  amongst  poor  people. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  can  scarcely  see 
how  the  hon.  Member  is  approaching 
the  subject  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  STOREY  :  I  think  I  can  approach 
it  This  charge  is  a  new  charge. 
["  No !"]  If  it  has  not  been  charged 
before,  it  is  a  new  charge.  The  charges 
are  serious  enough  already,  and  it  is 
unnecessary  that  we  should  pursue  the 
dead  man  in  this  way.  Therefore,  if 
I  can  only  get  another  Member  to  tell 
with  me  I  shall  divide  against  this 
clause. 

•Mb.  GOSOHEN:  This  clause  is  to 
remedy  an  omission  to  make  a  return. 
If  a  millionaire  neglected  to  make  a 
return  the  hon.  '  Member  would  not 
say  that  his  estate  should  not  be  called 
upon  to  pay.  So  long  as  the  law  with 
reference  to  the  Income  Tax  remains 
what  it  is,  there  should  be  means  of 
meeting  and  remedying  a  default. 

♦Me.  CH1LDEBS  :  I  think  that  this 
is  a  proper  proposal.  The  clause  is  in- 
tended to  meet  the  case  of  a  deceased 
person  who  has  failed  to  perform  his 
duty,  whether  poor  or  rich,  and  if  I  am 
not  mistaken  it  is  proposed  in  conse- 
quence of  evasion  of  duty  by  one  or 
more  people  of  the  latter  class. 

♦Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  The 
assessment  is  made  on  the  estate  of  the 
dead  man,  and  if  it  is  not  made  on  the 
executors,  where  is  the  right  of  appeal  ? 
Who  has  any  locus  standi  to  appeal  1 

♦Sib  R.  WEBSTER:  Distinctly  the 
assessment  would  be  made  on  the 
executor,  and  he  would  have  the  right 
of  appeal,  but  it  is  not  a  debt  due  by 
the  executor. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  Does  the  Crown 
solemnly  say  to  the  executor  "  you  are 
bound  to  pay  us,"  and  then,  "  it  is  no 
debt  of  yours  V    I  ask  the  Chancellor  of 


the  Exchequer  whether  he  will  add  these 
words  to  the  clause  :  "  and  not  from  the 
executors  or  administrators  personally  ? " 
*Sib  R.  WEBSTER :  I  have  not  the 
slightest  objection  to  add  the  words, 
only  in  my  judgment  they  are  absolutely 
unnecessary.  If  the  hon.  Member  thinks 
they  are  necessary  I  have  no  objection  to 
considering  them. 

Mr.  CHANCE:  I  do  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  undervalue  the  opinion 
of  the  Attorney  General  either  on  this 
or  any  other  subject.  Still,  he  is  not 
infallible,  and  many  Law  Officers  have 
given  opinions  at  that  Table  which  have 
not  been  sustained  by  the  Judges. 

♦(1.0.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Many  errors 
are  occasioned  by  entering  into  arrange- 
ments on  these  points  of  detail  across 
the  Table.  I  will  undertake,  before  the 
Report,  to  consult  my  Colleagues  and 
those  best  informed  with  regard  to  this 
tax  to  see  what  can  be  done. 

(1.1.)  Mb.  M.  HEALY  (Cork) :  What 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  is  fair 
enough  so  far  as  it  goes.  The  Govern- 
ment decided  to  reject  the  clause 
originally  in  the  Bill,  and  now  they  give 
us  another  one  somewhat  similar  in 
effect.     Why  was  this  ? 

♦(1.1.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN :  The  altera- 
tions we  have  made  have  been  slight, 
and  have  only  been  made  for  the  pur- 
pose of  remedying  defects  which  were 
pointed  out  to  us  in  the  clause. 

(1.2.)  Mr.  M  HEALY:  There  is  a^ 
distinction  between  the  clause  on  the 
Paper  and  the  clause  in  the  Bill.  The 
clause  in  the  Bill  provides  for  a  person 
dying  without  an  assessment,  but  the 
clause  on  the  Paper  deals  with  a  person 
dying  who  has  not  made  a  return. 

♦(1.2.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN:  This  provi- 
sion is  proposed  to  remedy  an  omission. 
A  mistake  might  be  held  to  have  arisen 
not  by  the  deceased's  own  default,  but 
the  default  of  someone  else,  if  these 
words  "  without  having  been  duly 
assessed"  had  remained.  The  clause 
now  makes  it  clear  that  it  must  have 
been  his  own  default. 

(1.3.)  Mb.  M.  HEALY:  A  form  is 
sent  out  for  a  person  to  fill  up  and 
return,  and  in  cases  where  it  is  not  filled 
up  the  Department  fills  it  up  itself. 
That  is  the  rule — not  to  enforce  the 
penalty,  but  to  estimate  the  gains  of  the 
person  who  should  have  made  the  return, 
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and  return  him  accordingly.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  new  clause  means  which 
provides  that  if  a  person  dies  without 
making  a  return  an  assessment  can  be 
made  on  him. 

*(1.5.)  Sib  B.  WEBSTER:  Supposing 
a  person  dies  having  earned  profits  to 
the  amount  of  £2,000,  as  the  law 
stands  he  has  earned  taxable  profits; 
but  if  he  has  not  made  a  return,  his  in- 
come cannot  be  taxed.  The  clause  pro- 
vides that  the  Commissioners  may  in 
such  a  case  assess  the  profits  within  the 
year  of  taxation  or  four  months  there- 
after. 

(1.6.)  Mb.  CRAIG  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne) :  A  man  when  he  dies  may 
have  earned  only  a  third  of  his  annual 
income.  Does  the  clause  mean  that  his 
executors  are  to  be  called  upon  to  pay 
Income  Tax  in  respect  of  the  whole 
year? 

•Sib  R.  WEBSTER :  No,  no. 
(1.6.)  Mb.  FLYNN  :  A  poor  man 
has  no  protection  under  this  clause 
against  an  unfair  assessment  being 
made  on  him.  A  man  earning  a  small 
income  may  have  had  serious  illness  and 
may  have  been  really  subjected  to  loss  be- 
fore his  death.  His  executors  may  not  be 
able  to  say  whether  or  not  he  has  made 
profit,  and  the  result  may  be  that  the 
State  may  exact  an  amount  to  which 
it  is  not  entitled.  I  should  be  sorry 
to  see  these  classes  handed  over  to  the 
tender  mercies  of  lawyers  either  in  Ire- 
land or  England,  and  I  think  it  a  shabby 
and  contemptible  thing  for  the  Public 
Exchequer  to  come  to  the  widow  and 
orphan — or  their  executors  who  are  doing 
a  work  of  Christian  charity — and  charge 
in  Income  Tax  an  amount  more  than  the 
•state  is  worth.  I  think  this  clause 
should  be  postponed.  I  would  appeal  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Attorney  General  to  put  their  heads 
together  and  see  if  they  cannot  draft  a 
clause  to  meet  this  case. 

*(1.12.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN:  Our  point 
is  that  a  person  who  has  not  made  a 
return  should  not  be  put  in  a  worse  posi- 
tion than  one  who  has. 

(1.12.)  Mb.  A.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  The  object  of  the  clause  is  to  enable 
theGovernment  to  recover  from  executors 
a  tax  which,  if  the  deceased  had  lived, 

would  have  been  recovered  from  him, 

but   which  cannot  be  recovered  now, 
Mr.  M.  Heaty 


because  no  assessment  is  made  out  for 
the  year.  But  as  the  clause  is  worded, 
it  will  have  this  effect:  if  a  man  dies 
without  having  made  a  return  before  the 
assessment  is  made  the  estate  is  not 
liable  to  pay ;  but  if  no  return  at  all  has 
been  made,  then  it  is  liable.  What 
would  be  the  use  of  this  clause  in  a  case 
where  a  man  dies  having  made  a  return 
before  the  assessment  is  made  ? 

(1.14.)  Mb.  JACKSON:  If  a  man 
during  his  lifetime  makes  a  return,  the 
assessment  follows  as  a  natural  course. 
The  executors  are  proceeded  against  and 
the  amount  is  recovered.  All  that  this 
clause  seeks  is  to  do  in  the  case  of  the 
man  who  has  not  made  a  return  exactly 
what  is  done  in  the  cane  of  the  man  who 
has  made  a  return. 

(1.15.)  Mb.  CHANCE:  Would  the 
Solicitor  General  say  whether  he  shares 
that  opinion?  The  man  who  makes  a 
return  and  dies  before  assessment  will 
still  escape  paying  the  tax.  I  want  to 
ask  the  Solicitor  General  if  that  is  not 
the  case?  I  say  a  debt  accrues  the 
moment  the  assessment  is  made.  If  a 
man  dies  before  the  assessment  is  made 
I  challenge  anyone  to  point  out  a  section 
under  which  a  penny  could  be  charged 
to  the  executors. 

*(1.17.)  Sib  R.  WEBSTER:  With- 
out doubt  no  assessment  could  be 
made,  and  all  this  clause  does  is  to 
enable  a  charge  to  be  made  in  the  case 
the  hon.  Member  has  alluded  to,  and 
which  could  not  be  made  otherwise. 

•(1.18.)  Mb.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire, 
North wich) :  If  the  claim  is  not  made 
until  after  four  months  from  the  end  of 
the  financial  year,  the  right  of  the  Crown 
to  recover  lapses  1  think. 

(1.19.)  Mb.  FLYNN:  I  must  urge 
on  the  attention  of  the  Government  the 
case  of  the  poor  man  who  dies  suddenly 
without  having  made  a  return,  and  who 
may  not  have  made  a  profit  for  some  time 
before  his  death. 

*(1.22.)  Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  would 
appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
allow  a  Division  to  be  taken  on  this 
clause.  I  believe  this  proposal  of  the 
Government  is  a  simple  matter  of  justice 
to  the  living  as  well  as  to  the  dead. 

(1.23.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  do  not 
think  this  is  contentious  matter  upon 
which  we  should  divide.  All  that  we 
desire  is  thai  some  reasonalile  answer 
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shqpdd  be  given  to  our  arguments.  I 
protest  against  the  widow  of  a  profes- 
sional man  being  called  upon  to  pay 
Income  Tax  in  respect,  of  her  deceased 
husband  at  the  old  rate.  I  submit  that 
if  this  Amendment  is  inserted,  it 
would  go  a  long  way  towards  soothing 
the  misery  of  many  such  widow. 

•(1.25.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  will  pro- 
mise  the  hon.  Member  to  consider  all 
these  Amendments  before  Report ;  but 
it  is  essential  to  have  them  thoroughly 
sifted  by  those  who  are  familiar  with  such 
questions. 

(1 .26.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HBALY  :  I  feel  tbe 
strength,  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
appeal,  and,  therefore,  on  the  assurance 
that  the  defects  we  have  pointed  out  will 
be  remedied,  if  possible,  on  Report,  I  will 
not  press  my  opposition. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

New  Clause  read  a  second  time — 

"(1.)  The  substance  mixed  with  spirits  for 
the  purpose  of  methylation.  may  be  any  com- 
bination of  substances  approved  for  the  purpose 
by  the  Commissioners ;  and  the  term  '  methy- 
lated spirits  *  in  '  The  Spirits  Act,  1880/  shall, 
in  lieu  of  the  meaning  thereby  assigned  to  it, 
mean  spirits  mixed  with  any  substance  or  com* 
bination  of  substances  approved  for  the  purpose 
of  methylation  by  the  Commissioners. 

"(2.)  An  authorised  methylator  may  supply 
methylated  spirits  in  vessels  containing  not  l#ss 
than  a  reputed  quart,  provided  thai  the  quantity 
supplied  by  the  methylator  to  any  one  person  at 
a  time  is  not  less  than  five  gallons. 

••  (3  j  In  any  mixture  of  methylated  spirits 
with  gum  resin  the  quantity  of  gum  resin  shall 
not  be  less  than  three  ounces  in  every  gallon  of 
the  mixture."*-  (Jfcfr.  Jaekun,) 

(1.28.)  Mb.  CHANCE :  Is  it  intended 
to  prevent  tbe  use  of  certain  substances 
in  tbe  manufacture  of  methylated 
spirits? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  That  is  so. 

(1.29-)  Bb.  TANNER  (Cork  Co., 
Mid)  :  Why  should  not  methylated  spirit 
be  supplied  in  smaller  quantities  than 
one  quart  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  The  matter  will  be 
considered  between  this  and  Report. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 


Mb.  SHIRESS  WILL  (Montr**,  4c.) : 
I  beg  to  move  the  new  clause  which 
•tends  in  my  name.  Clause  25  pro- 
poses to  relieve  the  smaller  house* 
holders  of  some  Inhabited  House  Duty, 


but  there  is  a  grievance  which  presses 
hardly  upon  small  shopkeepers.  It  is 
most  unfair  that  the  part  of  a  house  used 
for  trading  purposes  should  be  chargeable 
with  the  Inhabited  House  Duties,  and  I 
hope  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
be  able  to  see  his  way  to  make  some  eon* 
cession  in  the  matter. 

New  Clause — 


"Where  a  part  of  any  house,  being  one 
property,  is  occupied  solely  for  the  purpose  of 
any  trade  or  business,  or  of  any  profession  or 
calling,  by  which  the  occupier  seeks  a  livelihood 
or  profit,  whether  the  part  so  occupied  com- 
municates directly  or  not  with  the  rest  of  the 
house,  snob  part  ii  the  house  shall  not  be  taken 
into  account  in  assessing  the  amount  on  which 
the  house  shall  be  chargeable  with  the  inhabited 
house  duties. M 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 
—(Mr.  Shiress  Will.) 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  think  the  clause 
goes  very  much  further  than  the  hon. 
Gentleman  intends.  It  is  supposed  to 
apply  to  small  shopkeepers,  but  I  think 
it  will  apply  to  large  establishments  ;  in- 
deed, I  think  it  would  do  away  with  the 
house  tax  on  shops. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT:  We  consider  it 
very  hard  that  a  man  who  lives  over  a 
shop  should  have  his  shop  assessed  to 
House  Duty.  We  can  hardly  expect  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  accept  the 
clause  on  the  spur  of  the  moment,  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  admit 
that  it  contains  matter  for  consideration. 

Mb.  CHANCE  :  May  I  suggest  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Montrose 
that  he  might  .get  rid  of  a  great  deal  of 
objection  if  he  limited  the  clause  to  pre- 
mises of  an  annual  value,  say,  not  ex- 
ceeding £40. 

Mb.  SHIRESS  WILL :  I  would  pre- 
fer to  say  £60  and  under.' 
♦Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  am  really  unable 
to  go  any  further  than  I  have  done  this 
year. 

Mb.  SHIRESS  WILL :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  hold  out  any  hope  that 
next  year  he  will  give  consideration  to  the 
point? 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  cannot  say  what 
next  year's  Budget  will  bring  forth. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Me.  M.  HJEALY:  I  beg  to  move 
the  new  clause  standing  in  my  name. 
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I  do  not  propose  at  this  hour  to  enter  at 
length  into  the  subject  of   the  Income 
Tax.     Suffice  it  to  say  that  the  tax  was 
imposedoriginally  asa  temporary  measure 
to   meet  a  special  strain  on  the  finances 
of    the     Empire    occasioned     through 
war.      Frequent    attempts    have    been 
made  to  get  rid  of  the  tax  altogether. 
Two  years   ago  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer     received    a    deputation    of 
solicitors  in  England  and  Ireland,  who 
laid  their  grievance   before  him.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  received  the  depu- 
tation in  a  very  sympathetic  spirit.     My 
clause  does  not  propose   to  abolish  the 
tax,  which  I  think  would  be  the  fairest 
and  best  course  to  pursue,  but  simply  to 
relieve  solicitors  from  a  very  unfair  im- 
position.     No  other   profession    in  the 
country  is  subjected  to  any  similar  tax. 
Solicitors  are  placed  under  very  heavy 
financial  burdens  before  they  can  prac- 
tise.    No    young    man    can   become   a 
member  of  the  profession  for  less  than 
£1,000  when  the  cost  of  his  education 
is  taken  into  consideration.      Of    that 
£1,000  a  considerable  sum  goes  to  the 
State  in  the  shape  of   Stamp  Duty.     A 
barrister  is  put  to  great  expense,  but  not 
to  the  same  as  a  solicitor.     The  same  is 
the  case  with  a  doctor.     It  certainly  lies 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  other 
defenders  of  the  tax,  to  show  some  good 
ground  why  solicitors  should  be  placed 
in  their  present  invidious  position.     My 
proposition     is    simply    that    when    a 
solicitor  has  once  paid  a  tax  to  the  State 
in  the  shape  of  Licence  Duty,  he  should 
not  be  assessed  to  the  Income  Tax  under 
Schedule  D. 

New  Clause — 

*'  Any  person  admitted  or  enrolled  in  Eng- 
land or  Ireland  as  an  attorney,  solicitor, 
proctor,  or  notary  public,  and  any  person 
admitted  or  enrolled  in  Boot  land  as  a  writer  to 
the  signet,  solicitor,  agent,  attorney,  procurator, 
or  notary  public,  and  any  other  legally  qualified 
person  who  carries  on  business  in  England  or 
Ireland  as  a  conveyancer,  special  pleader,  or 
draftsman  in  equity,  and  who  is  obliged  by  law 
to  take  out  a  yearly  certificate,  shall  he  entitled 
to  deduct  from  any  Income  Tax  payable  by 
him  under  8chedule  D  on  his  annual  profits 
and  gains  the  amount  of  the  duty  paid  by  such 
person  on  the  annual  certificate  required  to  be 
taken  by  him." 

Mr.  M.  Mealy 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr.  M.  Healy.) 

•Me.  GOSCHEN  :    Whatever  view   I 

may  hold  as  to  the  abolition  of  the  tax, 

I  certainly  could  not  assent  to  anything  in 

the  shape  of  the  clause  moved  by  the 
hon.  Member,  because,  by  so  doing,  I 
should  assent  to  a  new  system  in  our 
method  of  taxation. 

Mb.  M.  HEALY :  I  am  not  prepared 
to  withdraw  the  clause,  but  on 
Report  I  will  move  to  abolish  the  tax 
altogether. 

•Mr.  BRUNNER :  If  this  clause  were 

read  a  second  time,  I  should  ask  the 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  extend 

it  to  other  people    who    pay    Licence 

Duty,  for  I  am  of  opinion  that  it  is  a  bad 
system  which  charges  a  man  for  per- 
mission to  make  an  honest  living. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Committee  report  Progress. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  think  there  is 

a    general    desire  that  the   Committee 

should    be    concluded  to-morrow,    and, 

therefore,  I  beg  to  give  notice  that  I  will 

put  down  a  Motion [Hon.  Members  : 

"  You  had  better  not."]  If  hon.  Members 

do  not  desire  I  should,  I  will  not  do  so. 

I  only  wish  to  be  understood.  I  believe 
I  am  expressing  their  wishes  when  I 
refer  to  the  desire  that  the  Committee 
should  terminate  to-morrow  night  before 
half- past  5. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  It  is  possible  that  if 

you  put  down  a  Motion  you  will  occupy 

with  it  a  considerable  part  of  the  time  of 

the  House,  which  would  otherwise  be 
occupied  with  the  discussion  of  the  Bill 
itself. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

It  being  after  One  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Question  put. 

Houae  adjourned  at  five  minntea 
before  Two  o'clock. 
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HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  21st  May,  1890. 


LICHFIELD  CATHEDRAL  BILL  [LORDS.] 

Ordered,  That  the  examin2rs  of  Peti- 
tions for  Private  Bills  do  examina  the 
Lichfield  Cathedral  Bill  [Lords],  with 
respect  to  complianca  with  the  Standing 
Orders  relative  to  Private  Bills. — (The 
Attorney  General.) 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

■o* 


CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENQE 

BILL.— (No.  231.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Postponed  Clause  7. 

(12.2.)  Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  :  I  riss  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment which  stands  in  my  nam?,  namely, 
to  insert  after  the  word  "  Ireland  " — 

"  In  manner  following,  viz :  As  regards  the 
duties  mentioned  in  sub-seotion  (a),  as  nearly 
as  possible  in  the  proportion  in  which  those 
duties  are  paid,  viz :  England,  66*5  per  cent ; 
Scotland,  19-4 percent. ;  Ireland  14*1  percent.; 
and  as  regards  the  duties  mentioned  in  sub- 
section (b)." 

By  the  previous  section  the  Committee 
has  resolved  to  impose  upon  Scotland  and 
Ireland  what  I  consider  to  bs,  under  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  unjust  taxa- 
tion, and  the  question  now  arises  whether 
the  Government  will  consent  fairly  to 
distributa  that  taxation  ?  For  my  part, 
I  have  always  protested  against  the 
mode  in  which  the  revenue  allotted  for 
local  purposes  has  been  distributed.  If 
the  localities  themselves  are  not  allowed 
to  collect,  manage,  and  distribute  this 
revenue,  the  question  which  necassarily 
arises  is  how  it  can  be  most  fairly  dis- 
tributed. In  the  present  state  of  affairs 
the  question  of  distribution  has  become 
a  most  important  matter.  It  was  pointed 
out  by  one  of  the  newspapers  on  Satur- 
day that  the  principle  of  distribution 
now  decided  upon  will  determine  the 
distribution  of  more  than  £6,500,000. 
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More  than  £4,000,000  will  be  handed 
over  for  distribution  if  this  Bill  passes, 
and  the  sum  intended  to  be  distributed 
for  education  will  bring  the  total  up  to 
£6,500,000.  The  question  is,  how  the 
distribution  can  be  made  as  fair  towards 
Scotland  and  Ireland  as  towards  Eng- 
land. As  a  matter  of  principle,  if  it 
is  the  Inland  Revenue  which  is  to 
be  distributed  it  ought  to  be  distributed 
in  accordance  with  the  revenue  contri- 
buted by  each  separate  portion  of  the 
Kingdom  rather  than  in  an  inverse  ratio. 
In  order' to  take  something  out  of  the  sting 
of  the  injustice  which  is  proposed  to  be 
perpetrated,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  promised  that  a  full  inquiry 
shall  be  made,  so  as  to  do  justice  both  to 
Scotland  and  Ireland  in  the  future. 
Whatever  may  be  the  immediate  effect 
of  the  Government  proposals,  it  is 
gratifying  to  find  that  there  is  to  be  some 
prospect  of  justice  being  done  in  the 
future.  We  certainly  think  that  hitherto- 
much  injustice  has  been  done.  In  refer- 
ence to  the  Spirit  Duties,  I  do  not  alto- 
gether object  to  the  provisional  arrange- 
ment proposed  to  be  made.  And  here  I 
wish  to  correct  a  statement  which  I 
made  the  other  day.  I  said  that  it  was 
very  hard,  indeed,  that  Englishmen  should 
drink  three  times  as  much  alcohol  in  the 
shape*  of  beer  as  Scotchmen,  and  only 
pay  one-half  as  much  in  the  shape  of 
duty.  I  believe  that  the  Englishman 
does,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  pay  more  than 
half  as  much  ;  but  instead  of  paying  it 
into  the  Exchequer,  it  goes  to  the  mono- 
polist brewer.  The  real  reason  why- 
beer  is  not  taxed  as  it  ought  to  be,  is  that 
the  brewers,  who  have  a  great  monopo- 
list interest,  hold  a  rod  over  the  heads  of 
the  Government.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  admits  that,  in  regard  to 
taxation  upon  alcohol  in  all  forms,  the 
distribution  now  proposed  is  not  a  fair 
one,  and  is  only  to  be  justified  on  the 
ground  that,  whereas  Scotland  and 
Ireland  pay  a  much  larger  share  of  the 
taxation  on  alcohol,  England  pays  a 
larger  share  of  the  Probata  Dutiea 
The  statistics  on  this  subject  presented 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  I  am 
quite  prepared  to  accept  provisionally, 
but  with  the  important  exception  that  in 
the  matter  of  the  Probate  Duties  the- 
Metropolis,  the  monetary  centre  of  the 
three  Kingdoms,  is  included  in  England^ 

3  H 
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which,  esp3cially  as  regards  Scotland,  is 
a  gross  injustice.  My  complaint  is  that 
the  Returns  we  have  are  of  a  fragmentary 
character,  but  are  sufficient  to  show  the 
injustice  done  to  Scotland.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  place  one  of  his 
clerks  at  my  disposal  I  believe  that  I 
could  get  him  to  prepare  a  proper  Return 
in  half -an  hour. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschev,  St.  George's,. 
Hanover  Square)  :  In  half-an-hour  ? 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Yes ;  in  half-an- 
hour.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  produced  Re- 
turns because  he  dare  not ;  because  such 
Returns  would  absolutely  upsat  all  the 

calculations  he  has  made,  and  show 
plainly  the  injustice  which  is  being  done 
to  Scotland.  Some  of  the  statistics  which 
are  contained  in  the  Reports  of  the  Bjard 
of  Inland  Revenue  conclusively  prove 
that  gross  injustice  has  been  done  to 
Scotland  in  this  matter.  As  I  say,  I  am 
prepared  to  accept  the  figures  contained 
in  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  Re- 
turn, No.  153,  as  far  as  the  taxation  of 
alcohol  and  the  Customs  Duties  are 
concerned.  They  show  that,  according  to 
population,  England  pays  80*9  per  cent.  ; 
Scotland,  10*7  per  cent.  ;  and  Ireland, 
8-4  per  cent.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  in  giving  us  1 1  per  cent,  he  is 
giving  U3  practically  better  terms  than 
we  are  entitled  to.  I  accept  so  much. 
The  great  injustice  of  which  I  complain 
has  reference  to  the  stamps,  which  include 
the  Probate  Duties  and  the  Income  Tax. 
I  am  unable  to  give  the  figures 
of  the  Probate  Duties  because  the 
■Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
persistently  refused  to  give  them, 
tout  I  look  upon  them  as  being 
practically  another  form  of  a  tax 
upon  property  and  income — the  same 
as  the  Income  Tax,  and  especially 
Schedule  D.  The  Returns  of  the  Board 
of  Inland  Revenue  show  that  the  dis- 
tribution proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  most  unfair  towards 
Scotland. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Probate  Duty  is 
paid  in  Scotland  as  well  as  in  England. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  My  impression 
is  that  the  Probate  Duty  paid  by  Scotch- 
Sir  G.  Campbell 


men  in  England  goes  to  swell  English 
Returns.  Probably  the  Committee  will 
not  be  surprised  to  hear  that  a  very  large 
proportion  of  Schedule  D  from  profits 
from  professions  and  companies  is  paid 
in  the  Metropolis,  which  is  the  Metropolis 
of  the  three  Kingdoms,  and  not  of 
England  only.  The  only  full  figures 
which  we  have  in  regard  to  the  Income 
and  Property  Tax  are  contained  in  the 
Report  submitted  to  Parliament,  decen- 
nially. From  the  last  Report,  in  1884-5, 
I  find  that  Scotland,  according  to  her 
population,  paid  9 J  per  cent,  of  the 
Income  Tax,  which  is  rather  less  than 
her  full  share,  if  London  is  to  be  included 
in  England.  But  if  you  take  out 
London,  which  is  the  common  Metropolis 
of  the  three  Kingdoms,  there  is  a  very 
different  result.  I  see  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  laughs,  but  does  he 
doubt  that  an  enormous  amount  of 
Income  Tax  is  paid  in  London  by 
Scotchmen.  Take  my  own  case ;  I  am  a 
retired  officer  of  the  East  India  Com- 
pany's Service,  my  pension  is  paid  here, 
and,  when  I  die,  the  Probate  Duty  will 
be  paid  here. 

Mr.   GOSCHEN:   The  hon.    Member 
resides  in  London. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  That  is  so  for  a 

part  of  the  year,  but  my  horn  2  was  in 

Scotland,   until   I  was  sent   here   by  a 

Scotch   constituency,    and,   although    I 

reside  in  London,  I  consider  myself  a 

Scotsman  all  the  same.  I  altogether  deny 

that  I  have  shaken  off  that  character. 
I  assert  that  a  large  proportion  of  the 
property  held  in  London  is  really  Scotch 
property,  and  as  the  Reports  of  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue  do  not  distin- 
guish the  Metropolis  from  other  parts  of 
the  Kingdom,  I  think  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  might  very  well  give  ns 
a  special  Return.  Referring  to  the 
details  of  the  Property  and  Income  Tax 
which  are  given  in  the  Return,  I  find,  in 
regard  to  Schedules  A  and  B,  that 
Scotland  pays  twice  its  fair  share.  So 
far  as  Schedule  C  is  concerned,  it  relates 
to  dividends  on  British,  Foreign,  Colonial, 
and  other  Stocks,  and  all  payments  under 
it  are  made  in  London,  so  that  Scotland 
does  not  get  credit  for  a  single  farthing. 
Now,  I  would  ask  the  Committee 
whether,  knowing  what  habits  of  thrift 
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the  Scotch  people  possess,  they  really 
believe  that  no  portion  of  these  Stocks 
is  held  by  Scotchmen.  I  maintain  that 
it  is  unjust  to  exclude  Scotland  from 
consideration  whenever  Schedule  C  is 
dealt  with.  Schedule  E  deals  with  salaries, 
of  which  an  enormous  proportion  is  paid 
in  the  Metropolis  and  a  very  small  pro- 
portion in  Scotland. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  salaries  paid  in 
the  Public  Offices  are  omitted. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  Where  are  they 
included  if  they  do  not  appear  in 
Schedule  E  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  They  are  omitted 
from  the  calculation.  England  pays  85 
per  cent,  and  Scotland  only  3  per  cent. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  Then  I  under- 
stand that  the  calculations  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  so  far  as  they  are 
founded  on  Schedule  E,  omit  the  Public 
Offices. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN" :  That  is  so. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  Bat  with  regard 

to  public  companies,  my  contention   is 

that  a  large  portion  of  the  shares  are 

owned  by  Scotchmen,  and  it  is  unfair 
that  all  the  payments  should 
be  credited  to  England  alone.  I  am 
quite  willing,  however,  to  rest  my  case 
upon  Schedule  D,  which  is  a  tax  upon 
personal  property  of  all  kinds.  From 
the  last  Report  of  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue  for  a  decennial  period,  ending 
in  1889, 1  find  that  the  total  amount  of 
property  assessed  to  Income  Tax  under 
that  schedule  in  1883-4  was  £291,000,000, 
and  of  that  Scotland  paid  a  fair  share. 
The  Metropolis  paid  upon  £109,000,000, 
leaving  £182,000,000  for  the  rest  of  the 
three  Kingdoms,  out  of  which  Scotland 
paid  £31,000,000,  or  107  per  cent. 
Deducting  the  Metropolis  it  will  be  found 
that  Scotland  paid  a  little  more  than  17 
per  cent,  under  Schedule  D. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Surely  the  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  propose  to  take  out 
the  whole  of  the  Metropolis,  and  not 
credit  it  with  any  payment  at  all  ? 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  take  out  the 
whole  of  the  Metropolis  in  order  to  dis- 
tinguish what  is  paid  by  England  and 
Scotland,  exclusive  of  London.  What  I 
complain  of  is  that  Scotland  in  these  cal- 
culations is  unfairly  dealt  with,  and  that 


what  is  paid  by  Scotchmen  in  the  Metro- 
polis is  not  credited  to  Scotland,  but  goes  to 
swell  the  payments  of  England.  The 
Return  of  the  amount  of  property  assessed 
to  the  Income  Tax  last  year  shows  a 
reduction  of  £247,000,000.  Of  that  sum 
£109,000,000  applied  to  the  Metropolis, 
and  Scotland  went  down  to  £23,000,000, 
still  reaching  17  per  cent.  I  maintain  that 
I  am  fairly  entitled  to  ask  that,  in 
making  these  calculations,  the  Metro- 
polis of  the  Empire  should  be  treated 
separately,  and  not  as  part  of  England. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ad- 
mitted that  there  is  some  injustice  to 
Scotland  in  the  matter,  but  he  gave 
some  figures  to  show  how  slight  the 
injustice  was.  We  have  no  means  of 
testing  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
figures,  or  of  seeing  how  he  got  them, 
but  the  figures  themselves  prove  too 
much,  and  amount  to  a  rednctio  ad  absur- 
dum.  If  we  are  to  believe  his  figures, 
while  Scotland  pays  17  per  cent,  of  the 
Income  and  Proparty  Tax,  under  Schedule 
D,  omitting  the  Metropolis,  it  scarcely 
pays  1  per  cent,  under  Schedule  D,  upon 
dividends  in  connection  with  British, 
Foreign,  Colonial,  and  Indian  Stocks. 
Out  of  £500,000,000  of  Stock  transferred 
it  is  said  that  only  £6,000,000  were 
transferred  in  Scotch  names. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  So  far  as  Consols  are 
concerned  they  are  not  held  largely  by 
Scotchmen. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  These  Returns 
apply  not  only  to  Consols  but  to  Colonial 
and  Indian  Stocks.  I  understand,  that 
the  Returns  refer  to  the  whole. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  No  ;  only  to  Consols. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  So  far  as  Foreign, 
Indian,  and  Colonial  Stocks  are  concerned, 
I  believe  that  a  considerable  portion  is 
held  by  Scotchmen,  and  it  is,  therefore, 
unfair  to  take  Consols  alone.  I  am  quite 
satisfied  that  Scotland  holds  much  more 
than  the  1£  per  cent,  of  the  Foreign, 
Colonial,  and  Indian  Stock,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  she  holds,  and 
pays  Income  Tax  upon. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  never  stated  any 
figures  in  regard  to  Foreign,  Indian,  and  . 
Colonial  Stock.  The  hon.  Member  will 
remember  that  the  Return  includes  the 
dividends  paid  upon  the  English 
Railways,  which  are  credited  to  England, 
3  H  2 
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while  all  the  dividends  upon  the  Scotch 
Railways  are  credited  to  Scotland. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  What  I  am  deal- 
ing with  now  is  Schedule  C,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  admit  that 

upon  that  Schedule  not  one  farthing  is 
paid  in  Scotland,  but  in  the  Metropolis, 
which  gets  credit  for  the  whole  of  it. 
Some  of  the  figures  show  a  curious  state 
of  things.     Up  to  a  recent  period  I  find 
that  Scotland  paid  quite  her  fair  share  of 
the  Probate  and  Succession  Duties'.     In 
1882,  excluding  the  Metropolis,  Scotland 
paid  on  £18,820,000  out  of  £180,000,000, 
or  not  far  short  of  11    per  cent.     In 
1887,  out  of  £181,000,000  she  paid  upon 
£19,633,000,  again  approaching  11  per 
cent.     Up  to  the  year   1887   Scotland 
paid  even  more  than  her  full  proportion 
of  the  Probate  and  Succession  Duties ; 
but  a  startling  change  took  place  from 
1887  onwards.     Probate  and  Succession 
Duties     were     paid     in     England,     in 
1884,    upon    £118,000,000;    in    1885, 
upon    £116,000,000;    in    1886,     upon 
£119,000,000;     and     in    1887,     upon 
£117,000,000.       In   1888,   it  suddenly 
jumped  up  to  £136,000,000,  while  the 
amount  for  Scotland  and  Ireland  fell.     I 
think  that  there  must  have  been  some 
change   in  the   mode   of    keeping    the 
accounts  to   explain  this  circumstance, 
and  I  should  be  glad  to  learn  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  what  he 
attributes     this    sudden    jump    in    the 
Probate   Duties  in    England,    and    the 
sudden  fall  in  Scotland.     There  is  cer- 
tainly some  necessity    for  explanation, 
but,  whatever  the  explanation  may  be,  I 
think  I  have  made  it  clear  that  there 
will  be  no  fair  means  of  judging  between 
the  three  Kingdoms  until  the   Metro- 
polis is    distinguished  from    the    rest. 
The  results  of  the  investigation  I  have 
been  able  to  make  is  to  show  that  of  all 
other  Revenue  Scotland  pays  quite  her 
full  share,  while  in  regard  to  alcohol  she 
pays  very  much  more.     Even  if  beer  is 
included,  Scotland  pays  at  least  15  per 
cent.,  although  she  is  only  to  have  11 
per  cent,  allocated  to  her.     I  maintain 
that  the  people  of  Scotland    are  over- 
taxed, and  upon  that  ground  it  is  not 
fair  that  the  contribution  towards  local 
taxation  should  be  unjustly  distributed. 
And  what  is  the  great  concession  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  claims 
Mr.  Goschen 


to  have  made  ?  According  to  his  own 
figures,  Scotland  is  entitled  to  10*7  per 
cent.,  and  all  that  he  gives  her  is  11  per 
cent.,  which  is  to  cover  all  the  injustice 
and  inequalities  of  the  Income  and 
Property  Tax,  and  the  Probate  and 
Succession  Duties.  I  say  that  his  pro- 
posal is  totally  inadequate,  and  on 
behalf  of  Scotland  I  repudiate  it. 
I  quite  admit  that  if  local  subventions 
were  given  to  London  in  the  same  pro- 
portion as  to  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom 
with  reference  to  the  Revenue  paid 
London  would,  in  my  opinion,  get  a  very 
unfair  amount.  But  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  much  of  the  money  paid 
in  London  really  comes  from  other  parts 
of  the  Kingdom,  and  we  know  that  the 
allocation  is  not  made  to  London  in 
accordance  with  the  revenue  paid  in  the 
Metropolis. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  9,  efrer  the  word  "  Ireland,* 
to  insert  the  words  "  as  regards  the  Duties 
mentioned  in  sub-section  (a.),  as  nearly  as 
possible  in  the  proportion  in  which  those 
Duties  are  paid,  such  apportionment  to  he 
made  by  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's 
Treasury,  and  as  regards  the  Duties  mentioned 
in  sub-section  (b.)." — (Sir  George  CampbelL) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•(1.5.)     Dr.     CAMERON     (Glasgow, 

College)  :  I  have  an  Amendment  on  the 

Paper  to  the  same  effect  as  that  of  my 

hon.  Friend,  but  I  quite  admit  that  the 

wording  of  his  proposal  is  superior  to 
that  of  mine.  This  discussion  deals  with 
an  old  tax  and  a  new  tax.  In  the  case  of 
the  apportionment  of  the  old  tax,  we 
have  the  precedent  of  the  Probate  Duties 
to  follow.  In  the  case  of  the  new  tax  we 
have  to  make  a  precedent  for  ourselves, 
and  we  should  strive  to  make  that  prece- 
dent a  just  one.  The  discussions  we 
have  had  on  this  question  have  had  the 
effect  of,  at  all  events,  advancing  matters 
to  a  certain  extent.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  been  very  chary  of 
making  admissions,  and  when  he  is 
taxed  with  admitting  anything,  I  notice 
he  invariably  says  he  does  not  admit  it. 
But,  yesterday,  he  did  directly  admit 
two  facts.  One  was  that  the  increase  in 
the  Probate  Duty  was  a  matter  thai 
might  be  put  out  of  the  question  alto- 
gether.    I  quoted  from  his  own  speech, 


1 497       Customs  and  Inland        {Mat  21,1890} 


Revenue  BUI. 


498 


made  when  allocating  the  Probate  Duty, 
to  show  he  had  anticipated  an  increase, 
and  I  argued  that  if  any  benefit  had 
accrued  through  an  increase,  or  through 
a  change  in  the  distribution  of  the 
Probate  Duty,  we  were  entitled  to 
adhere  to  the  settlement  arrived 
at  two  or  three  years  ago.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then  admitted 
that  the  increase  ought  not  to  be  regarded 
as  affecting  the  question.  The  second 
admission  was  one  that  was  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  1889,  namely, 
that  the  extra  tax  of  3d.  then  imposed 
on  beer  was  not  a  new  tax  but  an  old 
tax,  reimpossd  in  rectification  of  a  too 
great  reduction  made  in  consequence 
of  certain  statements  of  the  brewers, 
which  afterwards  turned  out  to  be  mis- 
representations. The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  last  year,  said  nob  one  word 
about  this  being  a  temporary  tax. 
Another  admission  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  that  any  alteration 
of  taxation  of  alcohol  in  one  form 
or  another  unsettles  the  international 
basis  of  taxation.  Now,  what  was 
the  state  of  things  before  the  Malt 
Tax  was  changed,  and  what  is  the  state 
of  things  at  the  present  moment? 
Before  the  Beer  Tax  was  substituted  for 
the  Malt  Tax  we  had  arrived  at  a  sort  of 
modus  vivendi  in  the  matter  of  alcoholic 
taxation.  That  certainly  was  not  un- 
favourable to  England,  and  it  was  most 
unfavourable  to  Scotland  and  Ireland. 
In  the  case  of  spirits  taxation  had  been 
laid  on  in  increasing  doses,  so  that 
between  1850  and  1865,  or  1866,  the 
amount  of  taxation  had  been  doubled, 
trebled,  and,  I  believe,  even  quadrupled. 
But  from  the  date  of  the  last  settlement, 
when  the  tax  on  spirits  was  raised  to  10s. 
a  gallon,  we  have  had  a  state  of  things 
to  which  we  have  got  accustomed.  If 
Scotland  and  Ireland  had  paid  too  much 
in  the  shape  of  taxation  on  their  national 
beverages,  as  compared  with  tbe  tax  on 
English  beer,  that  had  been  taken  into 
account  in  the  imposition  of  new  taxa- 
tion, and  in  the  making  of  grants  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  for  local  pur- 
poses. We  had  arrived  at  a  state  of 
things  against  which  there  was 
no  protest.  But  the  slightest  attempt 
to  disturb  the  balance  arrived  at 
was  warmly  resented,  and  by  none 
onore     so     than    by     the     Party    op- 


posite. I  quoted  the  other  day  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Baard  of  Trade,  show- 
ing how  he  denounced  and  exposed  the 
injustice  of  the  attempt  of  the  then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  unsettle 
the  arrangement  arrived  at,  and  tho 
resentment  that  was  awakened  was 
so  strong  that  on  this  question 
the  Government  was  turned  out. 
The  first  proposal  of  the  then  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  to 
increass  the  tax  on  spirits  2s.  a  gallon, 
but  he  dropped  that  and  substituted  a 
proposal  to  increase  it  by  Is.  The  pro- 
posal now  is  to  increase  it  by  6d.,  which 
at  the  present  moment  represents  con- 
siderably more  than  half  the  Is.  addi- 
tional tax  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edinburgh 
on  which  the  late  Government  were 
turned  out  of  office.  We  have  figures 
now  placed  before  us  which  show  that 
under  this  new  tax  Scotland  will  have  to 
pay  £76,000  more  than  she  is  to  receive 
back  in  the  shape  of  subsidies,  and  that 
Ireland  will  pay  £42,000  more  than  she 
is  to  receive.  English  Members,  regard- 
ing the  matter  from  an  English  point  of 
view,  are  rather  apt  to  under-estimate 
the  significance  of  these  figures.  The 
population  of  Scotland  and  Ireland  are 
to  the  population  of  England  as  1 2,800,000 
is  to  28,600,000,  and,  in  order  to  realise 
what  a  similar  injustice  would  be  if 
perpetrated  by  a  Scotch  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  upon  England  on  the  lines  of 
the  injustice  about  to  be  perpetrated  on 
Scotland,  you  will  have  to  imagine  a  sum 
of  £262,000  going  away  from  England 
and  being  devoted  to  local  purposes  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland.  But  if  you  take 
the  case  of  Scotland  alone,  the  hardship 
and  injustice  are  much  greater.  The 
population  of  Scotland  is  only  one-seventh 
of  that  of  England,  so  that  in  order  to 
realise  the  injustice  now  proposed  to  be 
perpetrated  on  Scotland  you  must 
imagine  a  Scottish  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  screwing  out  of  the  people 
of  England  £532,000,  and  allocating  the 
whole  of  it  to  local  purposes  outside  the 
country.  Would  not  English  Members 
resent  that,  and  does  not  that  illustration 
show  that  though  the  arrangement  the 
Government  now  propose  may  involve  to 
Scotland  and  Ireland  the  loss  of  apparently 
a  comparatively  small  sum,  it  is  a  large 
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sum  when  taken  in  proportion   to  the 
population.      And  even  that  does   not 
illustrate  the  position  of  matters  in  the 
most  unfavourable  light  for  Scotland.     If 
you  have  regard  to  the  position  of  Scot- 
land and  England,  not  as  represented  by 
the  relative   populations,  but  as  repre- 
sented by   their  tax-paying  powers  as 
adjusted  under  the  existing  systems  of 
incidence  of  taxation,  you  would  have  to 
multiply    the    amount    paid    by     Scot- 
land     eight      times,      so      that      this 
£76,000  would   represent   £600,000   a 
year  which  England  would  have  to  pay 
to  Scotland  and   Ireland   for  local  pur- 
poses.    And   how  is  this  £76,000   net 
excess  that  is  to  go  forth  from  Scotland 
to  be  spent  ?     Why  on   objects  in  Eng- 
land, of   which  we  entirely  disapprove, 
or   with  which   we   have    no    national 
concern.     What  do  we  get  in  return  ? 
We  get  a  subsidy  £76,000    less  than 
the  sum  we  pay,  which  we  are  to  be 
obliged  to  spend  on  objects  of  which  we 
also  largely  disapprove.     Even  if  we  had 
the  whole  sum  it  would  be  unjust  to  re- 
quire us  to  spend  it  on  objects  of  which 
we  do  not  approve  ;  but  as  it  is  you,  cs  it 
were,  tax  us  £3,  hand  us  back  £2,  and 
require  us  to  spend  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  that  on  objects  we   entirely  dis- 
approve of.     If  such  a  proposal  as  that 
were  made  in  the  case. of  England  would 
it    not    ba    held    to  justify    the   most 
obstinate  and  pertinacious  resistance  on 
the  part  of   English  Members  against 
what  would  be  universally  recognised  as 
a  glaring  injustice  ?     The    right    hon. 
Gentleman   the   Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer wishes  to  extinguish  licences. 
Well,  if  he  will  let  us  a'one  in  Scotland 
we  will  do  it  for  him.     Licences  have 
already  been  largely  reduced  there  ;  no 
compensation   has  been   paid,  and  that 
despite  the  fact  that  at  the  recent  Licen- 
sing Courts   renewals  were  granted  on 
appeal  on  the  special  ground  that  legisla- 
tion for  compensating  publicans   for  the 
loss  of  their  licences  was  now  being  pro- 
posed by  the   Government.     If  it  was 
proposed   to    return    Scotland    all    the 
money  extracted  from  her  on  account  of 
this  additional  tax,   the  condition  being 
that  she  apply  it  in  a  way  she  does  not 
want  to  do,  it  would  be  a  bad  bargain. 
It  is,  no  doubt,  right  that  that  portion  of 
the  Beer  Duty,  which  it  is  proposed  to 
earmark  and  hand  over  to  this  common 
Dr.  Cameron 


fund,  should  be  allocated  on  the  principle 
adopted  in  regard  to  the  Probate  Duty. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  has 
apportioned  the  distribution  as  between 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  on  the 
proportions  of  80,  11,  and  9  per  cent. 
Bat  that  has  not  been  done  in  the  case 
of  all  grants  from  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer. It  was  not  done  in  the  case  of 
Licence  Duties,  which  were  formerly  a 
portion  of  the  Imperial  funds.  They 
were  allocated  to  the  different  countries 
in  which  they  were  raised,  and  the  same 
was  to  have  been  the  esse  with  the  pro- 
posed Van  and  Wheel  Tax — not 
originally,  but  on  representation  being 
made  that  the  Scotch  Members  did  not 
want  the  £74,000,  wnich  would  have  been 
Scotland '8  share  of  it.  In  the  case  of  the 
Van  and  Wheel  Tax  there  was  to  be  no 
placing  of  the  money  in  a  common 
fund,  and  no  division  between  the  three 
countries.  If  that  tax  had  passed,  Scot- 
land being  excluded,  you  would  have 
had  the  money  you  now  propose  to  raise, 
in  another  way,  raiser}  in  England 
and  applied  only  to  English  cases, 
and  that  is  the  principle  we  ask  you  to 
adopt  in  the  present  instance.  We  ask 
you  to  follow  the  precedent  you  your- 
selves set  in  the  case  of  the  Van  and 
Wheel  Tax.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  not  denied  the  accuracy 
of  our  figures.  He  says,  "  You  must 
have  regard,  on  the  other  hand,  to  the 
Probate  Duty  paid  by  England."  He 
says  we  receive  benefit  from  that.  He 
contends  that  the  money  received  hy 
Scotland  from  the  Probate  Duty  was  no 
element  in  inducing  him 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  What  I  referred  to 

was  the  excess  gained  by  Scotland,  that 

excess  existing  at  the  time  the  Probate 

Duty  was  under  discussion.  I  have  not 
rested  my  argument  on  1  he  increase  of 
the  Probate  Duty  in  England,  though  an 
increase  has  taken  place.  What  I 
referred  to  was  the  normal  excess  in  the 
Probate  Duty,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  an 
excess  in  the  Spirit  Duty. 

•Dr.  CAMERON  :  I  am  glad  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has,  at  last,  made  him- 
self clear.  What  we  now  have  is,  that 
the  normal  advantage  that  Scotland 
gained  at  the  time  of  the  allocation  of 
the  Probate  Duty  should  be  taken  into 
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account  in  connection  with  this  matter. 
What  was  the  excess?  Instead  of 
getting  10£  per  cent,  we  got  11|  per 
cent. — the  total  amount  we  got  being 
£234,000.  The  excess  we  got  on  the 
Probate  Duty,  as  originally  allocated  to 
us,  amounted  to  £11,500.  That  was  the 
total  excess  we  got,  and  now  you  pro- 
pose to  take  that  £11,000  into  considera- 
tion, and  rectify  that  excess  by  levying 
on  us  an  excess  in  the  Spirit  Duty  of  no 
less  than  £76,000.  That,  Sir,  it  must 
be  obvious  to  everybody,  is  absurdly  un- 
just. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  You  must  set 
one  figure  against  the  other. 

•Dr.  CAMERON  :  That  is  just  what  I 
object  to.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  what  we  ought  to  take  into  con- 
sideration is  the  basis  on  which  the 
Probate  Duty  grant  was  originally 
S9ttled.  I  take  his  scheme  as  it  was 
worked  out,  and  it  shows  that  at  the 
time  we  gained  £11,500. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes  to  get  an  advantage  out  of  both 
figures ;  he  wishes  to  apply  the  figures 
of  one  year  to  the  Spirit  Duty  and  the 
figures  of  another  year  to  the  Probate 
Duty. 

*Dr.  CAMERON :  In  consequence  of 
the  representations  of  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers,   the    right    hon.    Gentleman  was 

willing  to  drop  the  Wheel  and  Van  Tax 
in  the  case  of  Scotland  while  going  on 
with  it  in  the  case  of  England.  In  that 
case  you  had  a  new  tax  levied  in  one 
country  to  be  applied  exclusively  to  that 
country.  That  is  what  we  want  in  this 
case. 

(1.35.)    Tub    SECRETARY    to  the 

TREASURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds) :  If 

the   hon.  Gentleman   had   been  able  to 

show  that  the  proportions  which  have 
been  adopted  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  in 
allocating  the  amount  of  Imperial  revenue 
to  local  purposes — namely,  80  per  cent., 
1 1  per  cent.,  and  9  per  cent,  for  England, 
Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively — are 
wrong,  he  might  possibly  have  made 
out  some  case.  In  making  the  alloca- 
tion of  the  Probate  Duty  on  the  basis  of 
80,  11,  and  9  per  cent,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  did  so  distinctly  on  the  ground 
that,  as  far  as  he  was  able  at  that  time 


to  ascertain  the  figures,  those  figures 
represented  the  contributions  by  the 
three  countries  respectively,  giving  a 
slight  turn  in  favour  of  Scotland  and  a 
larger  turn  in  favour  of  Ireland.  It  is 
on  that  basis  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
proceeds  in  allocating  the  proportions  of 
the  new  taxes  to  be  raised  under  this  Bill. 
I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
admit  for  a  moment  that  his  own  argu- 
ment should  be  applied  in  the  case  of  the 
Probate  Duty,  because  it  is  contributed 
by  England  to  a  larger  extent  than  by 
Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  gave  us 
some  very  interesting  figures,  and  seemed 
to  be  of  opinion  that  the  figures 
which  have  been  presented  do  not  state 
the  cas9  fairly  as  regards  Scotland.  The 
hon.  Member  made  a  very  interesting 
analysis  of  the  Income  Tax,  pointing 
out  very  properly  that  the  collection 
of  Income  Tax  in  London  does  not 
accurately  represent  the  amount  of 
Income  Tax  properly  to  be  credited  to 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  respec- 
tively. In  presenting  the  figures  to  the 
House  the  year  1888-9  was  adopted  be- 
cause it  was  the  last  completed  year  for 
which  the  figures  could  be  obtained.  On 
a  former  occasion  I  stated  that  if  certain 
corrections,  which  must  be  necessarily 
to  some  extent  matters  of  estimate,  were 
made,  giving  credit  to  Scotland  and  Eng- 
land where  credit  ought  to  be  given,  I 
believe  the  result  would  so  work  out 
that  the  figures  presented  to  the  House 
practically  represented  the  facts  of  the 
case.  Since  that  time  it  has  been  pos- 
sible to  make  an  analysis  of  the  figures 
of  the  Income  Tax  under  the  different 
Schedules,  and  I  will  give  the  Committee 
the  result. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  For  what  year? 

Mb.  JACKSON:  For  the  year  1888-9. 
Taking  the  Income  Tax  as  a  whole, 
according  to  payments,  the  percentage  is 
87-05  for  England  and  Wales,  8-56  for 
Scotland,  and  4*39  for  Ireland.  Putting 
together  the  sums  received  under  Sche- 
dules C  and  D,  so  as  to  show  as  far  as 
we  can  all  those  which  may  be  held  by 
different  divisions  of  the  Kingdom,  the 
total  amount  represented  is  £1,635,280. 
If  that  sum  is  apportioned  to  the  three 
Kingdoms  in  the  proportions  in   which 
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the  three  Kingdoms  contribute  to  Sche- 
dule D  or  are  assessed  to  Schedule  D — 
and  that  seems  to  be  the  fairest  propor- 
tion you  can  possibly  find — it  will  give 
to  England  £1,399,799,  to  Scotland 
£174,974,  and  to  Ireland  £60,507.  If 
the  totals  of  the  Table  A,  page  6  of  the 
Return,  are  corracted  by  those  figures, 
the  result  will  be  that  the  total  contri- 
bution of  taxation  by  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland  respectively  will  work  out 
thus— 81-44  for  England,  10*43  for 
Scotland,  aud  8*13  for  Ireland.  It  is 
rather  curious  that  the  proportions  of 
the  assessment  under  Schedule  D  in  the 
three  Kingdoms  compare  very  closely 
with  another  test  which  may  bs  applied, 
and  that  is  the  test  of  the  total  railway 
receipts.  These  proportions  are  85*6 
for  England,  10*7  for  Scotland,  and  3*7 
for  Ireland.  The  total  gross  receipts  of 
the  railways  in  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland  are  represented  by  85*06,  10*97, 
and  3*97  respectively.  The  net  receipts 
work  out  as  follows  : — 84*29  for  England, 
11-81  for  Scotland,  and  3*90  for  Ireland ; 
and  the  total  annual  expenditure  of 
the  railways  is  85*78  in  England,  10*18 
in  Scotland,  and  4*04  in  Ireland.  Under 
Table  A  also  for  1888-9  the  figures  in 
regard  to  tea,  tobacco,  and  other  Customs 
duties,  not  including  spirits,  and  accord- 
ing to  several  methods  of  collection, 
show  similar  proportionate  results;  so 
that,  by  all  the  figures  we  can  collect  and 
all  the  tests  we  can  apply,  it  is  shown 
that  the  basis  adopted  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  of  80,  11,  and  9  for 
the  three  Kingdoms  i3  favourable  to 
Scotland  and  a  little  more  favourable 
to  Ireland.  In  no  case,  after  every 
inquiry  and  test,  can  the  figures 
be  made  to  show  that  Scotland  is  en- 
titled really  to  more  than  10*18  percent. 
As  regards  tea,  tobacco,  and  other  Customs 
duties,  of  course  we  have  no  accurate 
figures.  If  the  figures  are  taken  on  the 
basis  I  have  given  to  the  House  the  per- 
centages work  out  as  follows  : — 81*29 
for  England,  10*57  for  Scotland,  and 
8*14  for  Ireland.  It  has  been  pointed 
out  that  both  in  Ireland  and  Scotland 
the  tea  used  is  of  a  higher  quality  than 
in  England.  The  result  is  that  if  a  poor 
person  fn  England  buys  tea,  which  has 
cost  6d.  per  lb.  in  Mincing  Lane  with- 
out the  duty,  and  a  man  in  Ireland  or 
Scotland  buys  tea  which  has  cost  Is.  per 
Mr.  Jackson 


lb.  without  the  duty,  the  Englishman 
will  pay  duty  on  the  two  pounds  against 
the  one  pound  bought  by  the  Irishman 
or  Scotchman.  The  higher  priced  tea 
goes  further,  and  I  believe  that  when 
the  question  is  investigated  more  clearly 
it  will  be  seen  that  Scotland  and  Ireland 
do  not  consume  per  head  of  the  popula- 
tion the  same  number  of  pounds  of  tea, 
although  they  may  spend  the  same 
amount  on  tea.  The  figures  are 
calculated  on  the  duty  which  is  paid, 
and,  taking  them  in  the  most  favourable 
way,  they  will  work  out  as  follows : — 
80*66  for  England,  10*93  for  Scotland, 
and  8*41  for  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  complained  that  a  Return 
had  not  been  furnished  him  showing 
the  amount  of  taxation  raised  or  collected 
in  London,  because  he  thought  those 
figures  would  have  helped  him  in  his 
argument.  The  hon.  Member  seems 
to  start  with  the  belief  that  it  would 
be  fair  to  separate  London  from 
England;  but,  apart  from  that,  the 
amount  of  taxes  collected  in  London 
could  not  by  any  possibility  be 
supposed  to  represent  the  amount  of 
taxation  which  is  due  or  paid  by  persons 
living  in  London,  and  in  those  circum- 
stances I  do  not  see  how  the  Return, 
if  it  were  obtained,  could  assist  him. 
The  hon.  Member  is,  no  doubt,  aware  that 
most  of  the  principal  Railway  Companies 
having  termini  in  London  pay  at  their 
cantral  offices.  It  could  not  be  said  that 
the  Income  Tax  paid  by  the  Great 
Northern  Railway  Company  or  the  North 
Western  Railway  Company,  although  it 
is  paid  in  London,  could  be  properly 
credited  to  London.  The  banking 
business  of  London  also  represents  the 
banking  business  of  the  whole  of 
England. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Well,  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

An  hon.  Member  :  And  Ireland. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  Of  the  United 
Kingdom  and  Ireland.  The  hon. 
Member  also  appeared  to  think  that 
even  Scotchmen  living  in  London 
and  settled  here  should  have  their  con- 
tributions to  taxation  credited  to  their 
native  country.      But  I  think  the  hon. 
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Gentleman  can  hardly  be  serious  in 
saying  that  when  a  man  has  taken  up  a 
position  in  London,  follows  his  pro- 
fession, and  makes  his  profit  here, 
Scotland  should  have  the  credit  of  his 
earnings.  Again,  I  mentioned  the  Hail- 
way  Companies.  It  is  no  doubt  true 
that  a  great  many  Scotchmen  have  in- 
vestments in  English  Railway  lines,  and 
the  Income  Tax  thereon  is  payable  in 
England  and  credited  to  the  account  of 
England ;  but  it  is  equally  true  that  a 
great  many  Englishmen  hare  made  in- 
vestments in  Scottish  lines,  and  the 
Income  Tax  upon  their  dividends  is 
collected  in  Scotland.  We  have  made 
our  calculations  in  various  ways,  we  have 
tested  them  to  the  best  of  our  ability, 
and  we  believe  that  whatsver  way  you 
take  to  arrive  at  the  result,  however  you 
conduct  the  inquiry  by  figures,  the 
result  goes  to  show  that  the  basis 
which  we  have  adopted  in  the  distribu- 
tion of  taxation  is  a  fair  and  equitable 
one:  Then  there  are  various  important 
items  which  have  not  been  mentioned 
during  the  course  of  these  discussions  on 
this  clause,  and  among  them  may  be 
mentioned  the  Post  Office  surplus. 
From  this  source  you  have  an  item  of 
£3,000,000  going  into  the  Exchequer. 
We  have  made  some  calculations  under 
this  head,  and  it  is  not  easy  to  arrive  at 
any  figures  that  may  be  said  to  be  abso- 
lutely proved  to  be  correct;  but  according 
to  the  bast  calculations  we  have  had 
made,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  an  un- 
fair apportionment  or  an  unfair  estimate 
to  say  that,  as  regards  Ireland,  there  is  no 
surplus  as  compared  with  the  expendi- 
ture upon  the  Post  Office  in  Ireland,  but 
so  far  as  I  have  bean  able  to  work  out 
the  figures  there  is  a  surplus  in  Scot- 
land. It  is  hardly  safe  to  say  what  the 
surplus  is,  because  it  is  not  possible  to 
give  any  figures  which  can  be  relied  on 
as  being  strictly  correct  or  capable  of 
proof ;  but  according  to  the  best  calcula- 
tions we  are  able  to  make  there  is  a 
surplus  receivable  from  the  Post  Office 
on  account  of  Scotland  of  £120,000  a 
year.  But  this  means  that  at  least 
£2,800,000  or  thereabouts  must  be  con- 
tributed by  England,  and  ought  to  be 
credited  to  England.  I  do  not  push  this 
example  too  far,  but  I  say  that  in  any 
examination  of  receipts  and  contributions, 
with  a  view  to  testing  the  basis  of  percent- 


age which  has  been  adopted  for  purposes 
of  distribution,  it  is  right  that  figures 
such  as  these  should  not  be  lost  sight  of ; 
they  must  be  borne  in  mind  because  they 
affect  the  calculations  very  distinctly  in 
favour  of  our  plan.  I  hope  I  have 
shown  that  we  have  taken  some  pains  to 
try  and  verify  our  calculations,  for  the 
apportionment  between  the  respective 
countries,  and  this  I  can  say,  that  all  the 
calculations  I  have  been  able  to  make  go 
to  show  that  the  basis  which  has  been 
adopted  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  justi- 
fied. 

*(2.5.)  Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN  (Stirling,  &c.) :  I  do  not  rise 
for     the     purpose    of    continuing    this 

controversy,  but  I  do  wish  to  re- 
call the  recollection  of  the  Committee 
to  a  circumstance  which  seems  to  throw 
a  strong  light  upon  the  matter.  Last 
night  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
announced  that  the  Government  pur- 
posed to  appoint  a  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  financial  relations 
between  the  three  Kingdoms.  That,  of 
itself,  is  an  admission  on  their  part — not, 
as  was  said  at  the  time,  that  there  is  a 
primd  facie  case  of  injustice  towards 
Scotland  and  Ireland — but,  at  all  events, 
that  theie  is  sufficient  difference  of 
opinion  to  justify  inquiry.  Here  we 
have  had  to-day  my  hon.  Friend  bringing 
forward  what  1  think — what,  as  a 
Scotsman,  I  am  bound  to  think — is  a 
very  strong  case  indeed,  from  our  point 
of  view,  of  unjust  burden  and  distribu- 
tion as  between  Scotland  and  England. 
Therefore,  if  my  hon.  Friends  go  to  a 
Division,  I  shall  certainly  vote  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment.  When  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  proceeds  to  adduce 
figures  leading  to  an  opposite  conclusion, 
I  confess  I  am  unable,  at  the 
moment,  to  entirely  follow  the  effect  of 
those  figures.  But  what  is  the  use  of 
continuing  a  controversy  if  it  is  certain 
that  we  are  going  to  have  a  full 
inquiry  into  the  matter  ?  The  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  assents  to  that,  and, 
surely,  he  will  also  assent  to  this  propo- 
sition that  it  is  undesirable  in  this  Bill 
to  stereotype  any  particular  arrange- 
ment, seeing  that  the  whole  matter 
is  going  to  be  considered.  I  should  have 
thought    it     would    not    be     an     un- 
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support  the  Amendment.  We  have 
made  objections  to  certain  portions  of 
the  Bill,  objections  based  upon  certain 
figures  furnished  us,  and  now  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asks  us  to  compare  the 
figures  he  has  read  with  the  figures  in 
Table  A  of  the  Return.  The  figures 
differ  but  slightly,  and  the  difference  in 
no  way  alters  my  opinion.  The  percent- 
ages, according  to  the  figures  he  has 
given  us,  are  81*44,  10*43  and  8*13,  and 
in  table  A  the  figures  stand:  England 
and  Wales  81*7,  Scotland  10*2,  and  Ire- 
land 8*1.  If  our  attitude  with  regard, 
to  the  Bill  was  just  when  based  upon 
the  figures  found  in  Table  A,  our  attitude 
is  equally  just  founded  on  the  figures 
read  out  to  us  to-day.  I  find  myself  in 
the  same  position  I  have  occupied 
throughout  the  discussions,  and  hence 
it  is  that  I  feel  bound  to  support  the 
Amendment,  and  I  believe  my  Colleagues 
intend  to  support  it. 

(2.26.)  Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL: 
I  have  admitted  that  some  ground  of  our 
complaint  has  been  removed  by  the 
promise  of  full  inquiry,  and  if  the  appli- 
cation of  the  proposals  in  the  Bill  was 

to  be  for  a  limited  period,  I  do  not  know 
that  it  would  be  worth  while  to  carry 
our  opposition  any  further.  But  the 
point  of  duration  makes  a  difference. 
The  Government  ask  us  to  pass  this  Bill 
into  law,  and  they  undertake  that, 
upon  the  decision  of  the  Committee, 
possibly  at  a  future  timo  they  will  get 
the  law  altered.  I  do  not  want  to  pro- 
tract this  discussion,  but  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  below  the  Gangway 
that  the  figures  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  do  not  alter  our  position,  and  I 
think  we  must  support  our  protest  by  a 
Division.  The  modifications  in  the 
figures  are  very  slight,  and  do  not  alter 
the  result  we  arrived  at  upon  the  figures 
previously  supplied.  The  only  real 
modification  seemed  to  me  to  be  in  a 
portion  of  Schedule  C. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  The  whole  of  that  is 
altered. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  do  not  find 
any  redress  on  that  account.  With  re- 
gard to  my  objections  as  to  Schedule  D, 

I  do  not  think  they   have   been  met   to 
any  considerable  degree  by  the  Secretary 
Mr.  J.  O'Connor 


to  the  Treasury.  It  is  possible  that  45 
per  cent,  may  be  divided  in  certain  •  pro- 
portion. I  quite  admit  that  you  are  not 
to  give  the  whole  to  Scotland,  but  there 
is  no  reason  why  it  should  be  credited  to 
England  alone,  for  London  is  the 
Metropolis  not  merely  of  England,  but  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  though  some 
portion  may  be  attributable  to  England, 
some  also  is  attributable  to  Scotland. 
That  part  not  returnable  for  London 
should  be  distributed  for  the  whole 
kingdom.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  I  seemed  to  think  that  the  payments 
of  a  Scotchman  resident  in  London  should 
not  be  attributed  to  London,  but  I  say 
that  there  is  no  reason  why  they  should 
be  attributed  to  England  only.  Take 
my  own  case.  I  am  a  resident  in  London, 
but  should  my  constituents  no  longer 
require  my  presence  here,  and  I  took 
up  my  residence  in  Scotland,  that  would 
make  no  difference  in  the  payment  of  In- 
come Tax  and  Probate  Duty  should  it  be  my 
misfortune  to  become  liable  to  that  duty. 
My  small  savings  invested  in  Railway 
Stocks  have  their  dividends  paid  in 
London,  and  the  deductions  are  made  here. 
Under  the  circumstances  I  feel  it  my 
duty  to  take  a  Division,  though  I  wish 
to  avoid  further  discussion. 

(2.30.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  94 ;  Noes  155. — (Div.  List,  No. 
103.) 

(2.41.)  Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.): 

Although  the   next  Amendment  in  my 

name  is  substantially  different  from  the 

one  just  defeated,  I  do  not  propose  now 
to  move  it,  as  a  number  of  Members  are 
anxious  to  proceed  with  the  discussion 
of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow.  I  will,  therefore,  defer  my 
Amendment  until  the  Report  stage. 

(2.42.)  Mr.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Fur- 
ness) :  I  do  not  propose  to  move  my 
Amendment  in  the  exact  form  in  which 

it  appears  on  the  Paper,  but  I  shall  only 
propose  a  part  of  it,  and,  in  doing  that, 
I  do  not  think  I  need  make  any  speech 
in  its  support.  The  Government  have 
secured  the  taxation  on  spirits,  and  .the 
clause  now  under  consideration  proposes 
that  the  money  raised  from  the  tax  shall 
be  appropriated  "as  Parliament  may 
hereafter  direct."     I  simply  move  this 
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Amendment  in  order  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment one  more  opportunity  of  receding 
from  the  untenable  position  they  have 
taken  up  in  regard  to  the  extinction  of 
licences.  They  must  be  aware  that  their 
proposals  have  excited  strong  feelings 
in  the  country,  and  my  Amendment  will 
give  them  an  opportunity  of  taking  the 
most  sensible  and  practical  course  open 
to  them — namely,  that  of  not  dictating 
to  the  County  Councils  how  the  money 
shall  be  expended,  but  to  leave  it  to  them 
to  decide.  Part  of  this  mouey  is  to  go 
towards  police  superannuation.  But 
many  municipalities  already  posssss  ex- 
cellent schemes  of  superannuation,  and 
they  will  hardly  know  what  to  do 
with  this  money.  I  am  sure  that  if  the 
Government  take  that  course  it  'will 
relieve  them  of  a  great  deal  of  trouble  in 
the  future.  If  the  Government  will 
accept  my  Amendment  they  will  at  once 
be  relieved  of  a  great  deal  of  difficulty, 
for  they  then  will  be  able  to  withdraw 
the  police  superannuation  clause  and  the 
provisions  for  the  extinction  of  licences, 
and  to  proceed  at  once  to  the  clause  for 
stopping  the  issue  of  new  licences. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  Hoe  15,  to  leave  out  the  words 
M  Parliament  may  hereafter  direct,"  and  insert 
the  words  "  each  respective  County  Council  in 
England  and  Scotland  may  direct." — (Mr. 
Cain*.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

(2.45.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  am 
sorry  that  the  hon.  Member  has  only 
moved  the  Amendment  in  a  form  in 
which  it  applies  simply  to  Scotland  and  to 
England.  1  did  not  think  he  would 
thus  have  deserted  us. 

Mr.  CAINE:  I  only  omitted  Ireland 
from  the  Amendment  because  I  was  not 
certain  that  my  proposals  would  be 
acceptable  to  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  You  are  making 

your  tax  dependent  upon  three  Bills,  two 

of  which  only  have  been  read  a  second 

time,  and  one  of  which  has  not  even  been 

introduced,  although  it  was  promised  to 
Ireland  17  years  ago.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  seems  to  have  learned 
from  his  Colleague  the  Chief  Secretary 


that  it  is  easy  to  break  promises  made  to 
Ireland.  Now,  in  this  Bill  you  provide 
that  the  money  to  be  raised  by  the  addi- 
tional tax  shall  be  appropriated  as  Parlia- 
ment may  hereafter  direct.  But  suppose 
that,  owing  to  the  pressure  of  business, 
you  are  not  able  to  pass  the  Bill  appro* 
priating  it,  what  will  you  do  then  ?  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  he  is 
going  to  pass  his  Land  Purchase  Bill  and 
the  Local  Taxation  Bill — or,  as  the  latter 
has  happily  been  called,  the  Publicans' 
Endowment  Bill — this  Session  ?  I  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  yesterday 
if  he  intended  to  drop  the  Land  Purchase: 
Bill.  He  said  "  No  "  ;  and  he  may  not 
mean  to  drop  it,  but  we  know  very  well 
that  it  will  be  dropped,  and  that  it  is  as- 
dead  as  mutton,  and  has  as  much  chance 
of  passing  through  this  House  as  has  a 
camel  of  passing  through  the  eye  of  a 
needle.  I  think  the  Local  Taxation  Bill 
has  just  about  as  much  chance  of  passing- 
into  law  as  the  Land  Purchase  BilL 
The  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  is  the 
Whip  of  the  Unionist  Party 

Mr.  CAINE  :  No. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  At  any  rate,  he 

has  great  influence  with  the  leader  of 

that  Party,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 

for  Rosssndale,  and  from  that  fact  we 

may  judge  how  little  chance  there  is  of 

passing  a  Bill  containing   proposals   to 

which  he  so  strongly  objects.  Now,  if 
the  Government  genuinely  intend  passing 
these  Bills,  let  them  adopt  the  suggestion 
I  have  to  make,  to  substitute  for  the  word 
"  hereafter,"  the  words  "  in  the  present 
Session,"  and  thus  provide  that  the 
money  shall  be  expended,  not  as  Parlia- 
ment may  hereafter  direct,  but  as  Parlia- 
ment may  direct  in  the  present 
Session.  If  you  do  not  get  your  Bills 
through  this  year,  it  will  only 
be  fair  to  abandon  the  tax.  I 
respectfully  protest  against  the  Bill 
being  left  in  its  present  shape.  Seeing 
that  there  is  no  chance  of  its  passing, 
would  it  not  be  more  honest  to  put  in 
the  words  I  have  suggested  ?  It  would 
be  a  monstrous  thing  to  raise  this  tax 
this  year  and  not  be  able  to  appropriate  it 
till  next  year.  I  challenge  the  Govern- 
ment to  say  whether  they  intend  to 
keep  us  all  here  until  the  Publicans' 
Endowment  Bill  and  the  Landlords'  En- 
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dowment  Bill  are  passed,  no  matter  how 
long  that  oporatiun  may  take.  If  the 
tax  is  raised  it  will  remain  in  the  Trea- 
sury until  next  year,  and  the  taxpayer 
will  be  the  victim  of  the  confidence 
trick.  And  next  year  there  will  ba  the 
dispute  as  to  what  shall  be  done  with  it 
I  do  think  the  Government,  if  they  mean 
to  pass  the  Bills,  should  insert  in  this 
clause  the  words  I  hava  suggested.  On 
these  grounds  I  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Barrow  (Mr.  Caine),  and,  if  it  be  not 
accepted,  it  will  give  me  great  satisfac- 
tion to  move  my  own  Amendment. 

(3.0.)      The    PRESIDENT    of    the 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 

Ritchie,  Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) : 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  has 
just  spoken  seems  to  contemplate  the  fact 
that  a  clean  sweep  will  be  made  of  all 
the  measures  the  Government  have 
brought  forward  this  Session. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Except  the  Tithes 
Bill. 

Mb.  RirCHIE:  I  did  not  hear  that 
measure  specially  named.  If  it  be  any 
sitisf action  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  know  what  the  intentions 
of  the  Government  are,  I  will  tell  him 
that  there  is  not  the  slightest  intention 
on  their  part  either  to  drop  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill  or  not  to  deal  with  the 
licensing  proposals ;  while  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government,  with  the  assist- 
ance of  the  House  of  Commons,  to  pass 
the  Local  Taxation  Bill  during  the  pre- 
sent Session. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Then  you  accept 
my  Amendment  ? 

*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  No,  that  is  a  different 

matter.   I  hope  I  have  now,  in  as  explicit 

terms  as   the  right  hon.    and  learned 

Gentleman  can  desire,  set  his  mind  at 
rest  as  to  what  are  the  intentions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with 
reference  to  these  two  measures,  and  I 
may  add  that  I  hope  and  believe  that  the 
Licensing  Bill,  or  what  is  called  the 
Licensing  Bill,  will  receive  the  assent 
of  Parliament  during  the  present  Session. 
I  am  sorry  I  was  not  in  the  House  when 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Barrow 
moved  the  Amendment  which  stands  in 
his  name.  I  understand  that  he  did  not 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


accompany  it  with  any  elaborate  remarks, 
but  that  he  stated  its  main  object  was  to 
give  an  opportunity  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  recede  from  the  position 
they  have  taken  up  with  reference  to 
this  matter.  1  am  very  much  obliged  to 
my  hon.  Friend  for  affording  us  such  an 
opportunity,  but  it  is  my  duty  to  inform 
him  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
unable  to  accept  the  opportunity  he  has 
put  before  them.  The  Government  are 
convinced  that  the  proposals  they  hare 
made  are  distinctly  in  the  interests  of 
temperance,  and  they  consider  it  their 
duty  to  proceed  with  this  Bill.  If  there 
ever  was  any  doubt  in  the  minds  of  the 
Government  as  to  the  course  incumbent 
upoi^  them  to  pursue,  that  doubt  has  un- 
questionably been  removed  by  the 
attitude  taken  up  by  the  Party  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  belongs,  and  the  un- 
compromising manner  in  which  they 
desire  to  deal  with  this  question.  The 
hon.  Member  and  his  friends  have  given 
an  importance  and  prominence  to  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  which  they 
themselves  never  contemplated  they 
would  assume,  and  they  have  rendered  it 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  depart 
from  the  position  they  have  taken  up 
without  leading  to  the  gravest  and 
greatest  misunderstanding  as  to  the 
objects  they  have  in  view.  The  hon. 
Member  has  spoken  about  the  great 
opposition  to  the  Government  pro- 
posals. My  firm  conviction  is  that 
the  opposition  arises  largely  from  a 
misunderstanding  as  to  the  scope  and 
objects  of  the  Government  proposals.  I 
do  not  wish  to  attribute  blame  in  any 
quarter,  but  I  am  not  astonished  at  the 
misunderstanding  which  exists  when  I 
consider  the  misrepresentations  which 
have  been  made  in  many  quarters  as  to 
the  proposals  of  the  Government. 

Mr.   CAINE:   What    quarters?     By 
whom? 

#Me.  RITCHIE :  It  is,  I  think,  evi- 
dent from  the  Resolutions  that  have 
been  received  that  there  is  a  misunder- 
standing on  the  part  of  large  numbers 
of  the  Temperance  Party.  The  Govern- 
ment are  now  receiving  Resolutions  pro* 
testing  against  the  Government  granting 
compensation  to  publicans  whose  licences 
have  been  refused  by  the  Magistrates. 
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This  shows  most;  completaly  the  entire 
misunderstanding  which  has  prevailed 
as  to  the  proposal  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment. During  the  last  few  days  the 
Govern  m?nt  have  bsen  recaiving  un- 
mistakable evidence  that  their  proposals 
are  meeting  with  most  favourable  con- 
sideration. They  are  even  now  receiving 
Resolutions  and  letters  thanking  them 
for  the  proposals,  and  hoping  that  the 
Governm3nt  will  p3rsevere  with  them 
in  the  int?rssts  of  temperance. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Read,  read. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON :  From  whom  ? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE:  The  hon.  Member 
knows  that  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  say 
at  this  moment  from  whom  they  have 
been  received,  but  they  come  from  in- 
dividuals and  public  meetings.     I  have 

recsived  a  telegram  only  to-day  contain- 
ing a  Resolution  passed  at  a  public 
meeting  in  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow,  warmly  approving  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government.  I  am  con- 
vinced that  the  more  widely  the  Govern- 
ment proposals  are  circulated  the  greater 
will  be  the  support  which  the  Govern- 
ment will  receive  for  them  in  the 
country.  Therefore,  thanking  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  for  the  opportunity 
he  has  offered  us  of  receding  from  our 
position  in  this  matter,  I  once  more 
beg  to  assure  him  that  we  have  not  the 
smallest  idea  of  taking  that  course,  but 
that  it  is  our  intention  to  proceed  with 
our  proposals,  in  the  firm  belief  that  not 
only  are  they  made  in  the  interests  of 
the  Temperance  Movement,  but  also  that 
they  will  be  supported  by  a  large 
majority  in  this  House.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  us  to  leave  this  matter 
in  the  hands  of  the  County  Councils.  I 
do  not  exactly  understand  the  position 
he  takes  up  on  this  point.  He  cannot 
blow  hot  and  cold  at  the  same  time. 
He  must  know  that  we  have  already 
proposed  to  leave  a  large  sum  of  money 
in  the  hands  of  the  County  Councils  for 
the  extinction  of  licences,  if  they  choose 
so  to  apply  it,  and  we  believe  that  they  will 
exercise  those  powers  in  a  discreet  and 
judicious  manner.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  and  his  friends  do  not  think  so, 
and  yet  they  want  us  to  leave  the  whole 
of  the  money  at  the  disposal  of  the  County 
Councils,  to  apply  in  any  way  they  choose. 


Mr.  CAINE  :  What  I  have  said  is  this, 
that  you  propose  to  raise  the  money  for 
the  express  purpose  of  relieving  the 
burdens  of  local  taxation,  and  that  the 
best  method  of  applying  it  would  be  to 
hand  it  over  to  the  the  County  Councils, 
and  allow  them  to  use  it  as  they  think 
fit,  making  no  provision  by  Act  of 
Parliament  as  to  any  particular  mode  of 
disposing  of  it. 

•Mr.    RITCHIE  :  'But     surely     the 

hon.  Gentleman  must   remember   what 

was  done  by  the  Local  Government  Act 

of  1888.  The  course  he  suggests  was 
certainly  not  pursued  in  that  case.  What 
was  done  was  to  hand  over  a  large  sum 
to  the  Local  Authorities  to  be  applied  by 
them  to  certain  distinct  purposes,  and 
we  are  now  acting  in  accordance  with 
the  proposal  then  la*d  down.  We  say  to 
the  Local  Authorities,  we  give  you  this 
money  for  the  purpose  of  doing  certain 
things,  among  others  applying  it  to 
police  superannuation,  which  is  a  matter 
that  has  been  under  discussion  for  a 
great  many  years,  and  one  which  it  is 
generally  admitted  requires  to  be  dealt 
with.  We  made  the  same  provision  as  to 
many  other  matters,  which  I  need  not  now 
refer  to.  I  think  we  did  perfectly  right 
when  we  gave  over  that  money  to  the 
County  Councils  to  accompany  the 
transfer  with  obligations  as  to  its  dis- 
posal, and  what  we  are  now  doing  is 
in  strict  conformity  with  what  was 
then  enacted.  In  conclusion,  I  have 
only  to  express  my  regret  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot 
accept  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
and  I,  therefore,  must  ask  the  Committee 
to  adhere  to  the  proposal  we  have 
attached  to  the  Bill,  namely,  that  the 
money  we  pay  to  the  Local  Authorities 
shall  be  disposed  of  in  the  manner  pointed 
out  by  the  Bill. 

(3.10.)    Sir  W.  LAWSON :  The  right 

hon.   Gentleman  has  spoken  boldly  and 

courageously  of   what  the   Government 

intend  to  do  with  regard  to  this  Bill,  but 
I  should  like  to  recall  to  his  memory  the 
fact  that  on  a  certain  day  in  June,  1888, 
when  the  then  Compensation  Clauses 
were  brought  forward,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Barrow  got 
up  and  asked  the  leader  of  the  House, 
"  Do  you  intend  to  stick  to  your  Com- 
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dowment  Bill  are  passed,  no  matter  how 
long  that  operation  may  take.  If  the 
tax  is  raised  it  will  remain  in  the  Trea- 
sury until  next  year,  and  the  taxpayer 
will  be  the  victim  of  the  confidence 
trick.  And  next  year  there  will  be  the 
dispute  as  to  what  shall  be  done  with  it. 
I  do  think  the  Government,  if  they  mean 
to  pass  the  Bills,  should  insert  in  this 
clause  the  words  I  have  suggested.  On 
these  grounds  I  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Barrow  (Mr.  Caine),  and,  if  it  be  not 
accepted,  it  will  give  me  great  satisfac- 
tion to  move  my  own  Amendment. 

(3.0.)      The    PRESIDENT    of     the 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 

Ritchie,  Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) : 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  has 
just  spoken  seems  to  contemplate  the  fact 
that  a  clean  sweep  will  be  made  of  all 
the  measures  the  Government  have 
brought  forward  this  Session. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Except  the  Tithes 
Bill. 

Mr.  RirCHIE :  I  did  not  hear  that 
measure  specially  named.  If  it  be  any 
6  it  isf  act  ion  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  know  what  the  intentions 
of  the  Government  are,  I  will  tell  him 
that  there  is  not  the  slightest  intention 
on  their  part  either  to  drop  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill  or  not  to  deal  with  the 
licensing  proposals ;  while  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government,  with  the  assist- 
ance of  the  House  of  Commons,  to  pass 
the  Local  Taxation  Bill  during  the  pre- 
sent Session. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Then  you  accept 
my  Amendment  ? 

*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  No,  that  is  a  different 

matter.    I  hope  I  have  now,  in  as  explicit 

terms  as  the  right  hon.    and  learned 

Gentleman  can  desire,  set  his  mind  at 
rest  as  to  what  are  the  intentions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with 
reference  to  these  two  measures,  and  I 
may  add  that  I  hope  and  believe  that  the 
Licensing  Bill,  or  what  is  called  the 
Licensing  Bill,  will  receive  the  assent 
of  Parliament  during  the  present  Session. 
I  am  sorry  I  was  not  in  the  House  when 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Barrow 
moved  the  Amendment  which  stands  in 
his  name.  I  understand  that  he  did  not 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


accompany  it  with  any  elaborate  remarks, 
but  that  he  stated  its  main  object  was  to 
give  an  opportunity  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  recede  from  the  position 
they  have  taken  up  with  reference  to 
this  matter.  I  am  very  much  obliged  to 
my  hon.  Friend  for  affording  us  such  an 
opportunity,  but  it  is  my  duty  to  inform 
him  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
unable  to  accept  the  opportunity  he  has 
put  before  them.  The  Government  are 
convinced  that  the  proposals  they  have 
made  are  distinctly  in  the  interests  of 
temperance,  and  they  consider  it  their 
duty  to  proceed  with  this  Bill.  If  there 
ever  was  any  doubt  in  the  minds  of  the 
Government  as  to  the  course  incumbent 
upoi}  them  to  pursue,  that  doubt  has  un- 
questionably been  removed  by  the 
attitude  taken  up  by  the  Party  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  belongs,  and  the  un- 
compromising manner  in  which  they 
desire  to  deal  with  this  question.  The 
hon.  Member  and  his  friends  have  given 
an  importance  and  prominence  to  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  which  they 
themselves  never  contemplated  they 
would  assume,  and  they  have  rendered  it 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  depart 
from  the  position  they  have  taken  up 
without  leading  to  the  gravest  and 
greatest  misunderstanding  as  to  the 
objects  they  have  in  view.  The  hon. 
Member  has  spoken  about  the  great 
opposition  to  the  Government  pro- 
posals. My  firm  conviction  is  that 
the  opposition  arises  largely  from  a 
misunderstanding  as  to  the  scope  and 
objects  of  the  Government  proposals.  I 
do  not  wish  to  attribute  blame  in  any 
quarter,  but  I  am  not  astonished  at  the 
misunderstanding  which  exists  when  I 
consider  the  misrepresentations  which 
have  been  made  in  many  quarters  as  to 
the  proposals  of  the  Government. 

Mr.   CAINE:   What    quarters?     By 
whom? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  It  is,  I  think,  evi- 
dent from  the  Resolutions  that  have 
been  received  that  there  is  a  misunder- 
standing on  the  part  of  large  numbers 
of  the  Temperance  Party.  The  Govern- 
ment are  now  receiving  Resolutions  pro- 
testing against  the  Government  granting 
compensation  to  publicans  whose  licences 
have  been  refused  by  the  Magistrates. 
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This  shows  most  completaly  the  entire 
misunderstanding  which  has  prevailed 
as  ta  the  proposal  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment. During  the  last  few  days  the 
Government  have  t)3en  recaiving  un- 
mistakable evidance  that  their  proposals 
are  meeting  with  most  favourable  con- 
sideration. They  are  even  now  receiving 
Resolutions  and  letters  thanking  them 
for  the  proposals,  and  hoping  that  the 
Governm3nt  will  parsevere  with  them 
in  the  int?rasts  of  temperance. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Read,  read. 

Sir  W.  L  AWSON  :  From  whom  ? 

•Mr.  RITCHIE:  The  hon.  Member 
knows  that  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  say 
at  this  moment  from  whom  they  have 
been  received,  but  they  come  from  in- 
dividuals and  public  meetings.     I  have 

received  a  telegram  only  to-day  contain- 
ing a  Resolution  passed  at  a  public 
meeting  in  the  Bridge  ton  Division  of 
Glasgow,  warmly  approving  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government.  I  am  con- 
vinced that  the  more  widely  the  Govern- 
ment proposals  are  circulated  the  greater 
will  be  the  support  which  the  Govern- 
ment will  receive  for  them  in  the 
country.  Therefore,  thanking  the  lion. 
Member  for  Barrow  for  the  opportunity 
he  has  offered  us  of  receding  from  our 
position  in  this  matter,  I  once  more 
beg  to  assure  him  that  we  have  not  the 
smallest  idea  of  taking  that  course,  but 
that  it  is  our  intention  to  proceed  with 
our  proposals,  in  the  firm  belief  that  not 
only  are  they  made  in  the  interests  of 
the  Temperance  Movement,  but  also  that 
they  will  be  supported  by  a  large 
majority  in  this  House.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  us  to  leave  this  matter 
in  the  hands  of  the  County  Councils.  I 
do  not  exactly  understand  the  position 
he  takes  up  on  this  point.  He  cannot 
blow  hot  and  cold  at  the  same  time. 
He  must  know  that  we  have  already 
proposed  to  leave  a  large  sura  of  money 
in  the  hands  of  the  County  Councils  for 
the  extinction  of  licences,  if  they  choose 
so  to  apply  it,  and  we  believe  that  they  will 
exercise  those  powers  in  a  discreet  and 
judicious  manner.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  and  his  friends  do  not  think  so, 
and  yet  they  want  us  to  leave  the  whole 
of  the  money  at  the  disposal  of  the  County 
Councils,  to  apply  in  any  way  they  choose. 


Mr.  C AINE  :  What  I  have  said  is  this, 
that  you  propose  to  raise  the  money  for 
the  express  purpose  of  relieving  .the 
burdens  of  local  taxation,  and  that  the 
best  method  of  applying  it  would  be  to 
hand  it  over  to  the  the  County  Councils, 
and  allow  them  to  use  it  as  they  think 
fit,  making  no  provision  by  Act  of 
Parliament  as  to  any  particular  mode  of 
disposing  of  it. 

♦Mr.    RITCHIE  :    But     surely     the 

hon.  Gentleman  must   remember  what 

was  done  by  the  Local  Government  Act 

of  1888.  The  course  he  suggests  was 
certainly  not  pursued  in  that  case.  What 
was  done  was  to  hand  over  a  large  sum 
to  the  Local  Authorities  to  be  applied  by 
them  to  certain  distinct  purposes,  and 
we  are  now  acting  in  accordance  with 
the  proposal  then  la*d  down.  We  say  to 
the  Local  Authorities,  we  give  you  this 
money  for  the  purpose  of  doing  certain 
things,  among  others  applying  it  to 
police  superannuation,  which  is  a  matter 
that  has  been  under  discussion  for  a 
great  many  years,  and  one  which  it  is 
generally  admitted  requires  to  be  dealt 
with.  We  made  the  same  provision  as  to 
many  other  matters,  which  I  need  not  now 
refer  to.  I  think  we  did  perfectly  right 
when  we  gave  over  that  money  to  the 
County  Councils  to  accompany  the 
transfer  with  obligations  as  to  its  dis- 
posal, and  what  we  are  now  doing  is 
in  strict  conformity  with  what  was 
then  enacted.  In  conclusion,  I  have 
only  to  express  my  regret  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot 
accept  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
and  I,  therefore,  must  ask  the  Committee 
to  adhere  to  the  proposal  we  have 
attached  to  the  Bill,  namely,  that  the 
money  we  pay  to  ihe  Local  Authorities 
shall  be  disposed  of  in  the  manner  pointed 
out  by  the  Bill. 

(3.10.)    SirW.  LAWSON:  The  right 

hon.   Gentleman  has  spoken  boldly  and 

courageously  of   what  the   Government 

intend  to  do  with  regard  to  this  Bill,  but 
I  should  like  to  recall  to  his  memory  the 
fact  that  on  a  certain  day  in  June,  1888, 
when  the  then  Compensation  Clauses 
were  brought  forward,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Barrow  got 
up  and  asked  the  leader  of  the  House, 
"  Do  you  intend  to  stick   to  your  Com- 
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pensation  Clauses?"  The  reply  then 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  being, 
"  Certainly,  Sir."  Bnt  within  so  short 
a  period  as  24  hours  the  leader  of  this 
House  withdrew  them  all.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  of  a  precedent. 
I  say  that  that  is  a  precedent,  and  it  is  one 
which  I  think  the  Government  would  do 
well  to  follow.  I  regard  the  speech 
just  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  one  of  the  most  extraordinary 
speeches  he  has  made  in  this  House  for 
a  very  long  time.  The  tone  of  his 
remarks  was  this,  that  the  Government 
are  not  insisting  upon  these  proposals 
because  they  are  particularly  impreased 
with  their  necessity,  but  that  the  matter 
has  been  so  much  talked  about  in  the 
country,  and  is  considered  of  so  much 
importance,  that  therefore  they  must  go 
on  with  it.  They  seem  to  be  actuated  by  a 
kind  of  pique,  and  I,  for  one,  certainly 
nevor  heard  so  extraordinary  a  statement 
made  by  a  responsible  Minister.  What 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  by 
"  misrepresentation,"  or  by  saying  that 
this  is  not  a  compensation  measure  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
hardly  get  up  and  make  the  same  state- 
ment, because  in  his  Budget  speech  we 
have  the  very  inception  of  this  policy. 
In  a  pamphlet  just  issued  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  I  find  the 
phrase  that  he  was  going  to  do  some- 
thing for  the  brewers  which  would  bring 
them  much  compensation  and  conso- 
lation. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  hope  the  hon. 
Baronet  is  sufficiently  master  of  the 
English  language  to  know  that  the  word 
"  compensation  "  may  be  used  in  two 
senses. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON :  I  do  not  think 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  need 
interrupt  me  in  order  to  make  that 
statement.  We  all  of  us  know  that  the 
Government  are  using  the  word  com- 
pensation in  two  senses  continually,  and 

that  the  compensation  which  is  to  be 
given  to  the  brewers  is  not  the  compen- 
sation which  gives  consolation  to  the 
majority  of  the  people  who  desire  to  get 
rid  of  the  drink  traffic.  However,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  has  de- 
clared war.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
oir W.  Lawson 


ber  for  Barrow  has  done  what  he  could 
to  make  peace.  He  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  withdraw  while  he  could 
with  all  the  honours  of  war.  "No," 
says  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  "  we 
will  fight  it  out,  and  we  do  so  because 
you  consider  it  important,  not  because 
the  Government  think  it  important. 
Therefore,  we  accept  your  challenge." 
Well,  we  have  held  out  the  olive  branch, 
and  have  done  all  we  could  to  make 
peace,  the  battle  is  now  set  and  we  must 
fight  it  out,  and  I  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  we  mean  to  fight  it  out. 
Let  him  b3  quite  sure  of  that.  It  is  non- 
sense for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  get 
up  and  say,  "  This  is  a  temperance  propo- 
sal." That  will  not  do.  They  may  go  on 
making  that  statement  as  long  as  they 
like  ;  but  the  longer  they  say  it  the  less 
will  the  people  believe  them.  We  see 
this  measure  supported  up  and  down  the 
country  by  the  great  Drink  Party  ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  nine-tenths  of  the 
Temperance  Party  are  opposing  it  tooth 
and  nail.  Here  is  a  letter  I  have  just 
received,  showing  how  keenly  the  Drink 
Party  are  supporting  the  Government. 
It  is  a  letter  from  a  publican  in  Man- 
chester, who  wrote  with  great  glee  after 
the  result  of  the  Division  the  other 
night.     He  says — 

'•  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  public 
purse  this  day  will  receive  £6,000,  and  we 
lovers  of  fair  play  are  drinking  to  his  health." 

[Laughter. \  Well,  those  are  his  own 
words.  Those  are  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's friends ;  this  is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Temperance  Party. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  Lovers  of  fair  play. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON :  Yes ;  and  lovers 

of   drink   too.      I   wish   the   right  hon* 

Gentleman  joy  of  his  party.     After  the 

speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  there 
is  no  drawing  back  on  his  part;  there 
will  be  none  on  the  other  side;  the 
battle  will  be  fought  out,  and  it  will  be 
seen  whether  the  Temperance  Party  or 
the  Government  and  the  publicans  are 
the  strongest  in  the  country. 

(3.15.)  Mr.  ROWNTREE  (Scar- 
borough) :  Surely  it  would  be  much 
better  for  this  House  to  develop  the 
plan  of  allowing  the  money  allocated 
to   the  Local  Authorities,  to  be  applied 
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as  they  may  think  fit,  than  for  the 
Imperial  Parliament  to  impose  restric- 
tions as  to  the  purposes  for  which 
it  may  be  employed  —  a  procedure 
which  is  certain  to  lead  to  great  incon- 
venience in  the  future.  It  appears  to 
me  that  the  Government  have  not  yet 
fully  realised  what  are  the  strongest 
objections  to  the  proposals  embodied  in 
this  claus  3 .  In  my  own  opinion  nothing  has 
ever  occurred  during  the  present  Parlia- 
ment which  has  raised  so  general  and 
widespread  a  feeling  of  opposition  as  has 
been  created  by  the  introduction  of  this 
measure.  I  may  here  say  that  I  think  it 
would  contribute  to  the  calmer  considera- 
tion of  this  question  if  we  were  not  told 
from  time  to  time  that  the  proposal  is 
made  in  the  interests  of  temperance.  It 
appears  to  me  to  be  merely  trifling  with 
the  House  and  the  country  for  the 
Government  to  keep  on  repeating,  this 
assertion.  That  is  not  the  suggestion 
that  was  put  forward  in  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  Budget  speech. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  under  a  misapprehension ;  it  was  put 
forward  in  my  Budget  speech,  in  which 
I  distinctly  stated  that  we  were  endea- 
vouring to  assist  the  cause  of  temperance. 
I  also  spoke  of  the  large  increase  in  the 
consumption  of  liquors,  which  rendered 
it  necessary  for  the  House  to  go  into  the 
matter,  and  it  was  on  this  account  that 
the  Government  introduced  the  clause 
to  stop  the  issue  of  new  licences.  There- 
fore, the  Bill  was  introduced  in  the  direc- 
tion of  temperance. 

Ma.  ROWNTREE:  That  does  not 
affect  what  I  was  saying,  which  was  that 
this  is  not  solely  in  the  interests  of 
temperance. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  never  used  the  word 
"  solely." 

Mr.  ROWNTREE  :  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  has  done 
so  in  the  House  and  in  the  country, 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said  that  the  Government  would  intro- 
duce a  measure  which  would  bring  the 
brewers  much  consolation  and  com- 
pensation. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  believe  the  sus- 
pension of  the  issue  of  new  licences  is 
agreeable  to  the  brewers,  and,  although 
the  stoppage  of  the  issue  of  new  licences 
may  have  given  dissatisfaction  to  other 
parts  of  the  trade,  it  is  certainly  a  measure 
in  the  direction  of  tempsrance. 

VOL.  CCCXL1V.     [third  series.] 


Mr.  ROWNTREE :  Bat  I  put  it  to 
the  Committee,  why  should  we  be  asked' 
to  give  compensation  twice  over?  Be- 
cause that  is  what  it  comes  to.  The 
brewers  are  satisfied  with  having  their 
monopoly  enhanced  and  increased,  and 
every  organ  of  the  trade  recognises  the 
fact ;  and  yet,  above  and  beyond  this,  we 
are  asked  to  give  money  to  buy  the  very 
places  the  suppression  of  which  will  add 
to  the  value  of  the  existing  monopoly. 
To  be  told  that  this  is  in  the  interests  of 
temperance  is  trifling  with  the  intelli- 
gence of  the  House  and  the  country.  I 
feel  afraid  that  the  Government  will  not 
be  strengthened  by  the  feeling  they  have 
aroused  and  the  opposition  they  have 
created  throughout  the  country  by  their 
policy  on  this  subject — an  opposition 
which  I  think  they  will  find  much  greater 
and  stronger  than  they  have  calculated 
upon. 

(3.20.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby) : 

I  do  not  intend  to  speak  at  length  on  this 

Amendment,  but  I  shall  take  this  and 

every  other  opportunity  of  expressing 
my  desire  to  defeat  the  plans  of  the 
Government  on  the  subject  of  compensa- 
tion. I  know  that  the  Government  raise 
a  verbal  issue  as  to  the  use  of  the  word 
"  compensation,"  but  it  does  not  seem 
to  me  to  be  of  much  importance  what 
meaning  they  attach  to  it.  We  under- 
stand what  it  is,  and  nearly  everybody, 
not  only  on  this  side  of  the  House,  but 
those  engaged  in  the  liquor  trade,  regard 
it,  and  what  is  generally  understood  by 
compensation.  Not  only  so,  but  the 
other  day  I  read  a  sp3ech  which  was  de- 
livered by  a  great  authority  on  the  Con- 
servative side — I  allude  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Ireland — 
who  was  addressing  the  ladies  of  the 
Primrose  League.  I  am  quite  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  ad- 
dressed them  in  most  grammatical 
language ;  and  in  that  speech  he  recom- 
mended this  measure  as  one  that  would 
not  be  disagreeable  to  the  publicans, 
because  it  established  the  principle  of 
compensation.  Therefore,  do  not  let  us 
be  found  fault  with  if,  in  addressing  our 
constituents,  we  use  the  same  words  and 
sentiments  as  were  conveyed  by  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland  to  the  Primrose 
Dames.  As  to  the  real  character  of  this 
measure,  what  is  the  use  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  saying  his  Budget 
3  I 
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speech  was  in  favour  of  temperance,  and 
.what    is    the    nse    of    the  Church    of 
England  Temperance  Society  saying  the 
game  thing  when,  in  any  reading  rooms 
you  enter,  you  find  all  the  organs  of  the' 
publicans  joining  in  a  paen  of  approba- 
tion of  this  measure,   while  in  all  the 
temperance  organs  you  find   it    is   de- 
nounced?   The  measure  is  approved  and 
praised  to  the  skies  by  the  entire  liquor 
interest,  while  it  is  strongly  denounced 
by    every     temperance     organ    in    the 
country.     I  do  not  think  that  even  the 
hon.  Member    for    South  Tyrone   (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell)  can  find  a  single  news- 
paper which  approves  of  the  course  he 
has  taken,    and    I    only    mention  him 
because  I  desire  to  call  him  as  a  witness 
to  the  fact  that  the  temperance  opinion 
prevailing  in  this  country  is  adverse  to 
the  Bill.     I  do  not  deny  there  are  some 
persons    who  share   his  views,  but  he 
is      too      candid      a      man.   to     deny 
that  the    enormous   and   overwhelming 
majority  of  temperance  opinion  in  this 
country  is  strongly  adverse  to  the  Bill. 
Well,  the  Government  have  rejected  the 
offer  made  to  them  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
and  I   am   very  sorry  that  they  have 
taken,  as  far  as  they  can,   the  means  of 
cutting  off  their  retreat.     They  felt  that 
it  was  necessary  and  prudent  to  beat  a 
retreat  in  1888,  but  now  they  have  nailed 
the  compensation  flag  to  the  mainmast  of 
the  Unionist  Party  and  are   going  into 
action  under  that  flag.     The  flag  of  com- 
pensation has  been  hoisted  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  under  that 
banner  my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bossendale  (Lord  Hartington)  is  going  to 
fight.     Of  course,  the  Unionists  are  the 
best  judges  of  what  should  be  their  own 
policy,  and  we  cannot  but  regret  the  issue 
they  have  adopted.      Undoubtedly,  this 
is  the  issue  which,  at  this  moment,  mostly 
engages  the  attention  and  interest  of  the 
whole  country,  and  it  is  to  this  issue  the 
Unionist  Party  have  committed   them- 
selves.    For  our  part,  we  are  willing  to 
fight  upon  that  issue,   and   I  warn   the 
Government  that  this  is  only  one  of  the 
smallest    skirmishes    or   outpost  affairs 
likely  to  arise  on  this  .question.   The  great 
pitched  battle — indeed,   there    will    be 
many  of  them — has  yet  to  come.     Both 
in  this  House  and  in  the  country  and  on 
the  issue  thus  raised  we  are   ready   to 
meet  the  Government  and  the  Unionist 
Party. 

Sir  W.  Harcourt 


(3.25.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that  this  is  only  a 
kind  of  outpost  affair  compared  with 
what  we  have  had. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  No,  compared 
with  what  we  are  going  to  have. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  only  hope  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will,  60  far,  be 
true  to  his  declaration  that  they  are  to  be 
pitched  battles  and  not  simply  dilatory 
and  guerilla  warfare. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  mean  every 
kind  of  warfare. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Already  there  has 
been  one  pitched  battle,  in  which  the 
Opposition  was  signally  defeated. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  We  do  not 
know  when  we  are  beaten. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  And  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  know  when  they  are 
beaten  until  they  are  really  beaten  on 
the  subject.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  this  measure  must  be  against 
the  cause  of  temperance,  because  the 
Temperance  Party  say  so.  The  fact  is, 
however,  that  before  they  had  even  read 
the  Bill,  or  knew  what  it  was  to  contain 
— before  the  provisions  of  this  measure 
were  laid  on  the  Table — I  myself  re- 
ceived hundreds  of  stereotyped  objec- 
tions from  Good  Templars  and  others 
against  the  proposals  we  were  going  to 
make. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  They  knew  the 
author. 

Mr.  CAINE:  They  had  read  your 
Budget  Speech. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  Yes,  but  they  had 
read  it  accompanied  by  the  misrepresen- 
tations which  were  made  and  accom- 
panied by  the  necessary  interpretation 
afforded  by  the  Bill.  I  wish  the  public 
thoroughly  to  understand  what  has 
happened,  namely,  that  before  our  pro- 
posals were  made  known — the  proposal 
as  to  the  purchasing  of  licences  not 
having  been  made  known  in  the 
Budget  Speech  —  our  proposals  were 
condemned  by  a  fictitious  and  a  facti- 
tious opposition  which  was  got  up  in 
advance.  Another  reason  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  this  proposal  cannot 
be  in  favour  of  temperance  is  that  com- 
pensation is  attached  to  it.  He  assumes 
that  compensation  and  the  reduction  of 
the  traffic  in  drink  can  have  no  relation 
to  each  other.  We,  however,  deny  that 
that  this  is  a  Compensation  Bill;  but, 
even  if  it  were,  it  cannot  be  said  that  a 
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reduction  in  the  number  of  public  houses 
is  not  in  the  interests  of   temperance. 
Why  has  the  number  of   licences  con- 
tinued to  increase  ?  Why  has  no  previous 
Government  been  able  to  deal  with  this 
question  before  1    It  is  because  the  Tem- 
perance Party  have  taken  up  an  attitude 
of  absolute  confiscation.     We  believe  we 
shall  be  able   to  prove   by  the  results 
that  this  is  a  step  in  the  direction  of 
temperance,  which  the  Temperance  Party 
have  never  dared  to  take,  because  they 
have  preferred  to  establish  the  principle 
of  no  compensation  rather  than  make  a 
serious  reduction  in  the  number  of  public 
houses.      The  Temperance   Party  have 
brought  the  matter  to  a  deadlock.     We 
are  attempting  to  remove  that  deadlock, 
and  we  believe  we  shall  succeed.     Hon. 
Members  opposite  have  prevented  pro- 
gress in  this  direction  by  taking  up  an 
attitude  which  they  have  never  induced 
the  people  of  this  country  to  assume,  and 
which  none  of  their  leaders  have  ever 
assumed  until  within  the  past  few  days 
under    the    stress    of    Party    emotion. 
Unless  something  is  done  in  the  direction 
in  which  we  are  moving,  I  believe  the 
temperance  cause  will  permanently  suffer. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  chooses  to 
go  about  telling  the  country  that  this  is 
simply  a  Compensation  Bill,  he  may  do 
so,    but  it  is  absolutely  untrue.      The 
essence  of   the  Bill  is  to  diminish  the 
number  of  licences,  and  it  is  a  misnomer 
to  say  that  the  money  is  going  to  be 
applied  to  compensation,  when  it  is  going 
to  be  applied   to  the   purchase   of  the 
goodwills  which  the  owners  may  6ell  in 
the  market  to  others  if  they  choose.     I 
did  not  intend  to  prolong  this  discussion, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
persistent  in  calling  this  a  Compensation 
Bill  when  it  is  not  a  Compsnsation  Bill. 
Hon.  Members,  if  they  choose  to  call  it  a 
Compensation  Bill,  may  do  so ;  but,  at  all 
events,  they  will  admit  that  there  is  more 
in  it  than  that.     They  will  admit  there 
is  in  it  a  diminution  of  licences.     I  must 
6ay  I  believe  it  will  have  a  disappointing 
effect  on  the  true  and  moderate  friends 
of  the  temperance  causa  throughout  the 
country  to  see  the  attitude  taken  up  by 
men  who  prefer  to  continue  the  assertion 
of  a  principle  the  country  will  not  accept 
rather  than  to  make  any  real  progress 
in  the  direction  of  tampsrance. 

*(3.35.)   Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :   The  right  hon.  Gentle-  I 


man  says  the  present  agitation  is 
fictitious  and  factitious.  Well,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knows  a  great  deal.  I 
am  not  sure  that  he  is  not  one  of  the 
best- informed  men  in  the  House  as  to 
most  political  questions ;  but  one  thing 
he  is  most  profoundly  ignorant  of,  and 
that  is  the  moral  sentiment  of  the  middle 
and  artisan  classes  of  this  country ;  and 
I  think  he  will  find  that  he  has  embarked 
in  a  conflict  in  which  the  feelings  of  the 
middle  and  artisan  classes  have  been 
aroused  in  a  way  in  which  they  have 
not  been  aroused  on  any  other  question 
certainly  within  the  pist  two  years. 

(3.36.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  What  I 
said  was,  that  the  agitation  which  was 
set  on  foot  before  our  proposals  were 
known  was  a  fictitious  and  factitious 
agitation.  But  since  our  proposals  have 
become  known,  I  quite  admit  that  the 
agitation  on  this  matter  is  an  earnest  one 
in  the  minds  of  those  who  engage  in  it. 
*(3.37.)  Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  At 
all  events,  they  now  have  the  Bill  of  the 
Government  before  them,  and  during 
the  Whitsuntide  Recess  I  have  no 
doubt  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will 
take  the  opportunity  of  addressing 
some  large  public  meetings — open,  not 
ticket  meetings — to  take  the  opinion 
of  their  constituents  as  to  this  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
will  probably  attend  some  of  these 
meetings,  which  will  be  of  a  tem- 
perance character,  to  give  an  air  of 
impartiality  to  the  proceedings.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  get  10  open 
meetings  of  the  working  and  middle 
classes  to  pronounce  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  I  shall  be  willing  to  concede  that 
this  agitation  is  fictitious.  The  people 
of  this  country  believe  drunkenness  to 
be  the  curse  and  the  crime  of  this 
country,  and  they  believe  that  if  this 
Bill  becomes  law  it  will  strike  a 
fatal  blow  at  all  temperance  legisla- 
tion. ^  ["  No,  no  ! "]  That  is  the  point. 
Argue  it  if  you  like,  but  I  want  to 
put  the  case  strongly  before  you  to 
justify  the  attitude  we  take  up.  The 
sum  which  it  is  proposed  to  lay  aside  for 
the  purchase  of  licences  may  be 
small,  but  if  you  embody  this  pro- 
posal in  an  Act  of  Parliament 
you  will  be  creating  a  vested  interest 
and  admitting  the  principle  of  compensa- 
ting owners  of  licences  when  licences 
are  discontinued  ;  you  will  be  surrender- 
3  12 
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ing  the  whole  position,  and  in  future 
will  be  able  to  carry  oat  no  temperance 
legislation  without  an  enormous  expendi- 
ture of  public  money.  The  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  the  other  day  talked — 
and  others  have  written  in  the  Press — 
about  depriving  the  honest,  hard-working 
publican  who  has  devoted  the  whole  of  his 
life  up  to  the  present  to  the  carrying  on 
of  his  trade  of  the  means  of  earning 
a  livelihood.  They  say  that  to  de- 
prive them  of  compensation  would  be 
unjust.  Not  10  per  cent,  of  the 
licences  in  this  country  belong  to  the 
men  who  carry  on  the  business;  but 
in  this  Bill  we  are  asked  to  vote 
large  sums  of  public  money  to  the 
brewers  who  have  invested  their  money 
in  a  species  of  speculation  just  as  anyone 
may  speculate  in  nitrate  shares  or 
South  African  shares.  Who  ever  heard 
<of  compensating  people  who  have  in- 
vested their  money  in  the  belief  that 
a  certain  state  of  things  will  happen 
when  an  entirely  different  state  of  things 
arises  which  dooms  them  to  a  loss  in 
their  shares  ?  We  shall  have  an  oppor- 
tunity, on  a  future  day,  of  taking  a 
distinct  issue  on  this  point,  divested 
from  all  its  surrounding  circumstances, 
and  of  seeing  whether  the  sympathy  of 
the  Government  is  with  the  tenant 
from  year  to  year.  I  would  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this 
agitation  is  genuine  and  real,  and  will  be 
one  of  the  stiffest,  most  stubborn,,  and 
most  protracted  fights  that  this  or  any 
other  Parliament  has  ever  known, 
because  we  believe  that  the  principle  at 
stake  is  the  question  of  the  future  of 
temperance  legislation  in  this  country. 
I  believe  that  if  this  Bill  passes,  a  fatal 
blow  will  be  struck  at  all  temperance 
reform. 

Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  rose  to  continue 
he  discussion. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  recall  the 
Committee  to  the  issue  before  it.  'The 
issue  is  not  the  merits  or  demerits  con- 
tained in  the  proposals  of  another  Bill, 
but  the  question  whether  the  proceeds 
of  this  tax  should  be  appropriated  in  the 
manner  proposed  in  another  Bill,  or  given 
to  the  County  Councils  to  do  as  they 
like  with  it. 

Mr.  CAINE:  When  I  moved  the 
Resolution,  I  was  extremely  careful  not 
ito  introduce  any  matters  extraneous  to 
Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 


the  Motion  before  the  House,  and  the 
sole  blame  for  transgressing  in  advance 
the  rule  you  have  just  given  must  be 
laid  upon  the  Treasury  Bench.  I  hope 
you  will  not  rule  me  out  of  order  if  I 
answer  what  has  been  stated  by  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
referred  to  what  he  is  pleased  to  call  the 
fictitious  and  factitious  opposition  raised 
previously  to  the  Customs  and  Excise 
Bill. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  rise  to  order.  I 
was  allowed  to  reply  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
W.Harcourt),  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
replied  to  me.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  rose 
just  now  possibly  to  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton ;  and  as 
he  was  not  allowed  to  do  so,  is  it  in  order 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  (Mr. 
Caine)  now  to  reply  to  our  speeches  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  would  be  well  ad- 
visad  if  he  allowed  the  matter  to  rest, 
after  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton. 

"  Mr.  CAINE :  1  will  carry  out  your 
suggestion,  Mr.  Courtney,  and  will  avail 
myself  of  some  other  opportunity  of 
replying  to  the  observations  of  Gentle- 
men opposi te .  I  will  merely  put  forward 
some  reasons  why  the  Government  should 
consent  to  my  Amendment.  The  Liberal 
Unionist  Party  are  divided  on  this  sub- 
ject. When  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay)  is  able  to 
oppose  this  measure,  we  can  justly  claim 
that  a  section  of  the  Party  which  is 
worthy  of  consideration  is  out  of  accord 
with  the  Government  We  are  Liberal 
Unionists,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  seems  to  think  we  must  drop 
the  adjective  and  stick  to  the  noun.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  do  anything  of  the 
kind,  and  I  warn  the  Government — 
knowing  much  of  the  inner  working  of 
the  Liberal  Unionist  Party — that  if  they 
persevere  with  this  Bill,  their  action  can 
only  end  in  the  breaking  up  of  the 
Unionist  Party.  I  dare  say,  as  far  as 
this  Housa  is  concerned,  that  the  frag- 
ments which  will  be  broken  off  may  bL 
small ;  but  that  is  not  so  in  the  country,  "N 
and  I  know  that  the  allegiance  of  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Party  to  the  Govern-    ' 


1529       Customs  and  Inland  {May  21,  1890} 


Revenue  Bill. 


1530 


ment  is  now  being  strained  to  the  utmost. 
What  is  our  position  in  regard  to  the 
Government  itself? — that  we  should 
support  them  with  the  distinct  under- 
standing that  they  will  proceed  with 
remedial  legislation  for  Ireland. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Member's 
remarks  are  not  revelant  to  the  question 
before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  CAIN"E:  I  will  not  pursue  the 
discussion  further,  but  will  conclude  with 
the  expression  of  a  hopa  that  they  will 
avail  themselves  of  this  last  plank  I 
throw  out  to  them 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  rose  to  reply  to  some  of  the  re- 
marks made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
the  Members  for  Derby  and  Wolver- 
hampton about  myself,  but  I  respected 
your  ruling,  Sir,  and  refrained. 

(3.45.)  The  Committee  divided : — 
Ayes  203  ;  Noes  127.— (Div.  List,  No. 
104.) 

(3.58.)  Mb.T.  M.  HEALY :  I  congratu- 
late myself  upon  moving  an  Amendment 
which  I  am  sure  the  Government  will 
cordially  accept,  nantely,  after  "  direct  " 
to  add  4i  by  any  Act  passed  in  the  course 
of  the  present  Session. "      I    am  sure 
thosa  words  will  give  great  gratification 
to   the  Government.      I  would  like  to 
explain  to  the  Conservative  intelligence 
exactly  how  the  matter    stands.      The 
ground  of  the  Amendment  is  that  the 
Government    by   another    Bill    declare 
they     will    appropriate    this    tax   in  a 
particular  way.     If  they  do  not  pass  the 
other    Bill,   they    will    not   want    this 
money.      Every  Conservative  Member, 
therefore,   if  he   believes  in  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Chancellor 
of    the   Exchequer  with    that  faith  to 
which    I    beliove    the    belief     of    the 
Mahomedans  in  Mecca  is  nothing,  must 
support  my  Amendment.     To  oppose  my 
Amendment     would    mean     that    they 
did  not  believe  in  the  pledges  of  the 
Government  or  in  the  statement  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  they 
mean  to  pass  these  Bills  this  Session.     I 
invite   the   Conservative   Party    not-  to 
throw  discredit  and  doubt  on  the  honour 
and   faith  of  their  leaders.  .  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  declared  over 
and  over  again  that  he  is  going  to  pass 
*    the  Publicans'  Compensation  Bill.  [Minis- 
terial cries  of  "  No  !  "]     Then  he  intends 
to  drop  it. 


The  CHAIRMAN  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  refrain  from  using  invidious 
language  the  discussion  can  be  conducted 
without  interruption. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Well,  the  title  is 
the  Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue)  Bill.  It  was  only  to  save  the 
time  of  the  House  that  I  shortened  it.  • 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  saving  the  time  of  the  House. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  Government 
have  over  and  over  again  declared  their 
intention  of  passing  the  Local  Taxation 
— in    brackets — Customs     and    Inland 
Revenue  Bill,  and  they  are   pledged  to 
pass  their  other    measure    also.      We 
know  we  can  rely  upon   the   faith   of 
Ministers  absolutely.   Every  pledge  they 
have    ever    given   has  been  absolutely 
fulfilled.     We  know  they  intend  to  give 
Local  Government  to  Ireland;  and  though 
it  has   been  promised  for  the   last  17 
years,  I  have  no  doubt  the  pledge  will 
be  redeemed  this  Session.     This  Session 
they  are  going  to  pass  the  Irish  Local 
Government  Bill,  the  Land  Purchase  BiUr 
and  the  Bill  with  names  in    brackets. 
This  Amendment  is  a  simple  recognition 
of  Conservative  good  faith,  and  I  cannot 
conceive  the  Government  rejecting  it.     I 
believe  they  will  welcome  it  with  grati- 
tude.    I  believe  I  shall  be  hailed  as  a 
benefactor  to  the  Conservative  Party,  as- 
a  man  who,  whatever  my  misdeeds  have 
been  in  the  past,  has  now  enabled  the 
Conservative    Party  to    give   complete 
assurance  to  the  landlords  and  the  publi- 
cans. One  of  the  legs  of  the  Government 
rests  on  the  landlords  and  the  other  on 
the  publicans,  and  that  being  so  they 
will  adopt  my  Amendment.     They  will 
not  allow  any  doubt  whatever  to  creep 
into  the  publican's  breast,  which   is  a 
most  sensitive  breast.     It  is  not  enough 
for  the    Government  to  declare   their 
intention  of  passing  the    Bills — human 
intentions,  we  know,  are  fickle,  and  I  am 
sure  the  House  will  not  be  content  with 
a  declaration  that    the  Government,  as 
at    present    advised,  mean  to  pass  the 
measures.     All  we  want  from  them  is  a 
declaration   that  even  if  the  House  be 
kept  sitting   until  Christmas,  and   the 
Christmas  following,  nothing  will  pre' 
vent  them  from  carrying  the  measures* 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  7,  page 
3,  to  add  at  the  end  of  the  Clause,  "  by 
any  Act  passed  in  the  present  Session." — 
{Mr.  T.  M.  Healy.) 
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Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
bo  there  added." 

(4.10.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  made  an  unnecessarily 
long  speech.  He  said  the  same  thing — 
and  I  counted  it — 13  times  over. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT :  I  withdraw  the 
other  12. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Unfortunately,  the 
hon.  Member  cannot  withdraw  the  time 
he  has  wasted.  No  doubt  it  is  a 
humorous  thing  to  withdraw  the  12 
times,  but  it  will  be  noted  that  the  time 
which  is  lost  by  these  repetitions  is  not 
saved  afterwards  by  retractation.  Why 
did  he  not  ask  us  whether  we  would 
accept  the  Amendment?  It  is  a  very 
simple  Amendment.  We  intend  to  pass 
an  Act  this  Session  applying  this  money, 
and  we  have  no  objection  whatever  to 
put  these  words  into  the  Bill. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

*(4.11.)  Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  I 
have  no  wish  to  imperil  the  passing  of 
this  Bill  through  Committee  before  half- 
past  5,  as  I  consider  that,  although  no 
undertaking  has  been  given,  there  is  an 
understanding  that  we  should  finish  the 
present  stage  to-day.  I  will,  therefore, 
shorten  my  observations  as  much  as 
possible.  Clause  7  raises  the  question  of 
the  allocation  of  these  debts  to  Local 
Authorities.  Even  if  the  objects  of  this 
Bill  were  such  that  there  was  no  differ- 
ence about  them  1  should  object,  on 
financial  grounds,  to  the  further  sub- 
vention of  Local  Authorities  out 
of  Imperial  fuuds.  I  think  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
unnecessarily  re-opened  the  controversy 
on  this  point.  The  controversy  has 
lasted  for  a  great  many  years.  It  was 
practically  brought  before  the  House 
first  by  Sir  Massey  Lopes  some  10  or  12 
years  ago,  and  it  was  understood  on  both 
sides  that  the  question  was  closed  by  the 
proposals  made  in  1888.  On  that  occa- 
sion the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said  that,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he 
had  shown  his  whole  hand,  and  it  is 
evident  the  Government  then  thought 
ample  justice  had  been  done  to  the  local 
taxpayer.  This  is  a  re-opening  of  the 
controversy.  You  cannot  re-open  the 
question  without  asking  where  the  real 
burden  of  local  taxation  lies,  and  to  what 
extent  that  burden  has  been  lessened  by 
the  legislation  of  1888.     It  was  stated  in 


1888  that  68£  per  cent,  of  the  local 
taxation  was  borne  by  the  Metropolis 
and  urban  districts,  and  31  \  by  the 
rural  districts.  This  fact  has  not  been 
sufficiently  borne  in  mind  in  the  alloca- 
tion of  funds  to  local  purposes,  and,  as  a 
result,  the  country  districts  have  received 
a  larger  share  than  they  ought  to  have 
received.  The  poor  rate  proper,  t.e.  the 
portion  of  the  rate  expended  on  the 
relief  cf  the  poor,  stands  in  precisely 
the  same  position  as  the  tithe.  It 
is  a  burden  on  the  land,  a*nd  has  been 
so  for  three  centuries.  So  far  from 
being  an  increasing,  it  is  a  decreasing 
burden.  I  find  from  the  last  Report  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  presented 
to  Parliament  that  during  the  last  15 
years  the  increase  of  rates  in  the 
Metropolis  has  been  76  per  cent.; 
in  the  urban  districts  it  has  been 
66  per  cent. ;  in  the  partly  urban  and 
partly  rural  districts  17  per  cent. ;  and  in 
the  purely  rural  districts  only  10  per 
cent. ;  and  you  are  now  going  to  increase 
the  very  large  subvention  to  local  taxation. 
I  am  not  asking  that  the  settlement  of 
1888  should  be  re-opened,  but  I  maintain 
that  the  subvention  should  not  be 
increased.  What  was  the  settlement  of 
1888  ?  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
proposed  to  appropriate  for  local  pur- 
poses £2,969,000  from  licences  and 
£1,800,000  from  the  Probate  Duty; 
he  also  proposed  a  new  tax  of 
£826,000.  I  am  not  going  to  talk 
of  the  Wheel  and  Van  Tax,  which 
succumbed  to  what  I  suppose  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  will  call  a 
factitious  and  fictitious  opposition,  but  I 
think  that  there  is  a  groat  deal  to  be 
said  for  the  Horse  Tax  if  it  had  been 
fairly  assessed  with  no  exemption  at  all. 
At  all  events,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  might  have  left  it  to  the 
Local  Authorities  to  say  whether  they 
would  impose  this  tax  or  not.  The  main 
reason  that  was  urged  for  the  imposition 
of  those  taxes  was  that  they  were  to 
provide  for  the  increased  burdens  to  be 
thrown  on  the  Local  Authority  in  conse- 
quence of  the  repair  of  roads  and  in 
substitution  of  turnpikes,  which  have 
practically  been  abolished.  How  have 
the  figures  worked  out  ?  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  expected  £3,000,000 
from  licences  and  £1,800,000  from  the 
Probate  Duty.  I  regret  the  absence  of 
Returns  showing  the  amounts  granted 
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and  the  amounts  allocated  ;  but  there  is 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  own 
statement  that  the  taxes  he  proposed  to 
allocate  for  local  purposes  have  amounted 
to  £415,647  more  than  he  anticipated. 
That  is  to  be  set  against  the  £826,000 
of  the  new  taxes  proposed,  and,  further, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  esti- 
mates this  year  that  the  Probate  Duty 
proposed  to  be  handed  over  will  be 
£2,400,000.  Practically,  then,  the  Local 
Authorities  are  going  to  get,  and  have 
already  got,  all  the  relief  anticipated  in 
1888,  or  within  £200,000  of  it,  and  that 
will  soon  be  made  up  by  the  increment 
in  the  Licence  and  Probate  Duty.  Upon 
that  ground  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer cannot  be  justified  in  handing  over, 
out  of  Imperial  funds,  £1,300,000  to 
the  Local  Authority  to  carry  out  the 
settlement  which  was  declared  to  be 
closed  in  1888.  Apart  from  all  the  other 
contentious  parts  of  the  Bill,  I  protest 
against  the  handing  over  of  this  sum 
from  Imperial  funds  which  we  want  for 
Imperial  purposes,  because,  if  there  was 
any  disturbance  of  the  public  peace,  we 
shall  find  ourselves  at  a  great  disadvan- 
tage from  having  parted  with  this  source 
of  Imperial  revenue.  But  there  is, 
farther,  an  inequity  in  this  arrangement 
with  reference  to  the  various  sources 
from  which  these  funds  are  derived. 
The  classes  who  pay  Imperial  taxation 
and  those  who  pay  rates  are  two  distinct 
bodies,  and  if  we  are  taking  money  from 
the  taxpayer  to  relieve  the  ratepayer  we 
must  look  at  the  incidence  of  taxation  in 
both  cases.  What  are  the  proportions  of 
the  contributions  from  the  working  and 
artisan  classes  to  Imperial  funds,  and 
what  are  their  contributions  to  the  rates? 
In  a  speech  delivered  in  this  House  in 
1877  Mr.  Holmes,  the  then  Member 
for  Paisley,  said  that  Professor  Leone 
Levi  estimated  that  the  working  class 
contributed  one-sixth  to  local  rates,  and 
the  upper  and  middle  class  five-sixths. 
This  estimate  was  adopted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  in  1873.  On  the  same 
occasion  Lord  Beaconsfield  took  the 
proportion  as  one-fifth  and  four-fifths. 
Just  in  proportion  as  you  make  grants 
from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  in  aid  of 
local  rates,  you  relieve  the  middle  and 
tipper  classes  to  the  extent  of  four- 
fifths  of  the  amount  granted,  and 
the  working  classes   to  the  extent   of 


one-fifth.  So  unless  you  are  prepared 
to  show  the  same  proportion  of  four- 
fifths  and  one-fifth  in  Imperial  taxation, 
you  are  putting  a  burden  on  the  working 
classes  in  relieving  those  who  largely 
pay  local  rates.  Mr.  Holmes,  in  his 
speech,  put  the  case  in  a  concrete  shape 
thus :  Of  a  sovereign  contributed  to 
local  taxation  the  working  man  pays  4s. 
But  what  is  his  contribution  towards 
Imperial  taxation  1  In  the  opinion  of  the 
authority  I  have  quoted — an  opinion  I  do 
not  altogether  agree  with,  although  I 
quote  it — after  a  careful  investigation  of 
his  long  and  interesting  speech  full  of 
facts  and  figures,  his  opinion  is  that  the 
working  classes  pay  three-fifths  and  the 
upper  and  middle  classes  two-fifths.  It 
is  a  very  big  question,  and  I  am  not 
going  into  it  now ;  but  I  ha?e  very  care- 
fully worked  at  the  figures,  taking  out 
the  various  sources  of  taxation,  the 
taxation  on  consumable  articles  in  the 
year  just  closed  at  £43,500,000,  the 
amount  raised  on  property  £22,500,000, 
the  stamps  and  licences  £8,000,000,  and 
working  out  the  proportion  of  the 
£43,500,000  paid  by  the  working  classes 
alone.  But  we  have  a  very  suggestive 
figure  given  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  his  speech  on  the  Budget 
in  reference  to  the  House  Duty.  He 
showed  that  four-fifths  of  the  houses 
of  the  country  are  under  £20  in 
value ;  that  is,  that  they  belong  to 
the  artisan  class  or  the  classes  be- 
neath them.  My  own  impression  is — 
I  give  it  with  the  greatest  doubt  and 
hesitation,  but  should  be  prepared  to 
argue  it,  if  we  had  time  and  opportunity, 
with  great  diffidence — that  at  the  present 
time  the  Imperial  taxation  of  the  country 
is  about  equally  divided  between  the 
propertied  and  the  working  classes.  If 
the  figures  are  at  all  right,  the  Com- 
mittee will  see  that  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  amount  to  taking  20s.  from 
a  pocket  to  which  the  working  classes 
contribute  10s.  and  putting  it  into  a 
pocket  for  local  taxation  purposes  to 
which  the  same  class  contribute 
only  4s.  So  the  result  of  the  transfer 
is  seen.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer gave  the  turn  of  the  balance 
in  favour  of  the  rural  rate-paying 
interest,  and  they  have  no  further 
claim  on  the  contribution  of  upwards  of 
£1,250,000.  They  have  found  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer's  contributions  A 
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very  pleasant  thing.  1  was  looking  the 
other  day  over  the  balance  sheet  of  my 
own  county  of  Stafford,  which  has 
enjoyed  rather  a  fair  share  of  these 
subventions,  and  I  commend  to  the 
attention  of  hon.  Members  who  are 
familiar  with  the  taxation  in  large  towns 
a  comparison  with  these  financial  pro- 
posals for  the  county  for  a  rate  of  3T^d. 
Is  that  an  enormous  burden  of  local 
taxation  ?  With  all  the  objects  we  have 
in  view  for  Imperial  purposes,  with 
changes  looming  in  the  future,  and  the 
many  things  desired  in  the  present,  apart 
from  all  statistical  questions,  is  there 
any  public  reason  or  fiscal  reason,  any 
just  reason  for  further  increasing  con- 
tributions from  Imperial  funds  to  Local 
Authorities  1  And,  remember,  if  you  pro- 
vide Local  Bodies  with  funds  they  do  not 
raise,  you  diminish  their  responsibility 
for  expenditure.  It  is  easy  to  be 
generous  with  other  people's  money.  If 
County  and  Borough  Authorities  are  to 
have  the  assistance  of  Imperial  taxpayers 
for  local  purposes,  you  diminish  local 
responsibility  and  destroy  one  of  the  most 
valuable  guarantees  for  local  economy. 
I  hold  not  only  that  those  who  pay 
the  rates  should  control  the  expenditure 
of  the  rates,  but  that  those  who  control 
should  pay,  and  you  cannot  separate  the 
two  bodies  without  all  the  old  evils  of 
Imperial  subventions  promoting  local 
extravagance.  In  reference  to  this 
matter — I  am  not  going  into  it  now — I 
shall  have  some  strong  representations 
to  make  upon  the  Police  Superannuation 
Fund.  That  raises  a  very  formidable 
question  as  between  those  solvent 
County  and  Borough  Authorities  who 
have  carried  out  the  law,  being  placed  at 
a  disadvantage  as  compared  with  those 
who  have  not.  Mine  has  been  but  a 
condensed,  disjointed  statement,  but 
I  have  been  fettered  by  the  desire 
not  to  protract  the  Debate.  My  broad 
and  general  objection  is  that  we  have 
done  enough  in  the  form  of  Imperial 
subventions  to  Local  Authorities,  that 
the  controversy  was  closed  in  1888,  and 
it  is  unwise  now  to  re-open  it. 

(4.40.)  Mr.GOSCHEN:  I  appreciate 
the  sacrifices  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  to  ^brevity,  and  the  disadvan- 
tages he  was  under  in  dealing  with  his 
subject  within  a  short  space  of  time. 
I  may  add  that  I  feel  equally  em- 
barrassed in  dealing  with  his  argu- 
M  r.  H.  H.  Fowler 


ments  in  the   short   space     of   time   I 
can  give  to  reply.     I  may  also  suggest 
that  it  is  much  easier  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  prepare  his  case  and  have 
all  his  figures  ready  than  it  is  to  reply 
when  one  does  not  know  the  precise  case 
which  is  going  to  be  opened,  for  we  can- 
not be  prepared  with  all  the  figures  to 
answer  the  arguments.  I  must  correct  ono 
error  into  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  fallen.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man    took     the     Probate      Duty     at 
£1,800,000  for  the  year  1888-9,  and  at 
£2,400,000  for  the  next  year,  showing 
an    increase    of    £600,000.       But    the 
£1,800,000  was  the   share  that  fell  to 
England  alone,  while  the  £2,400,000  is- 
the  total  that  falls  to  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  observe  that  I  have  the  confirma- 
tion of  the  strong  financial    authority 
behind  him  (Mr.  Buxton.)     The  original 
amount  was  £2, 130,000,  and  the  increase 
on  that  amount  is  £270,000,  and  not 
£600,000.      There    was,    I    think,    ait 
amount  of  £280,000  involved    in   the 
Van  and  Wheel  Tax,  and  I  wish  to  point 
out    how    we    stand    as     regards    the 
£800,000    promised.     It    may   be  said 
to  be  decreased  by  the  additions  to  the 
Probate  Duty  of  £270,000,  but  not  by 
any    larger  amount.     There  remains  a 
considerable  sum  of  which  the  County 
Authorities  have  been  disappointed  by 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Van  and  Wheel 
Tax,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can- 
not, therefore,  contend  that,  in  the  view  o£ 
the  Government,  the  account  is  closed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  repeated  some 
remarks    of    mine    on  introducing  the 
Budget,  to  the  effect  that  the  account 
was  closed,  but  that  was   taking  into 
view  our  proposals  as  a  whole,  including 
the  Van  and  wheel  Tax,  as  well  as  the 
arrangement  relating  to   Licences   and 
Probate  Duty.     Therefore,   I  could  not 
consider  the  account  as  closed  when  the 
Van  and    Wheel    Tax  proposal  failed. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  feel 
the  necessity  of  increasing  the  funds  at 
the  disposal  of  the  County  Councils,  and 
I  think  he  bases  his  opposition  to  our 
proposal  on  two  grounds ;  he  dislikes  any 
further   contributi6n  being  made   from 
Imperial  funds  to  local  purposes,  and  he 
dislikes   the    particular    allocation  pro- 
posed,  because   he  thinks  the  counties 
gain  more   than  the  towns.     This  ten- 
dency of  localising  expenditure  and  the 
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raising  of  Revenue  can  be  carried  to  a 
dangerous  extent.  If  the  locality  which 
contributes  most  is  to  receive  its  exact 
proportion  in  grants,  what  will  become 
of  the  poorer  parts  of  the  country  ?  Suc- 
cessive Parliaments  have  felt  the  neces- 
sity of  giving  relief  to  the  poorest  dis- 
tricts ;  and  though  1  dislike  the  principle 
of  Imperial  subvention,  I  do  not  think  it 
fair  that  the  poorest  districts  should  be 
made  to  meet  the  whole  of  their  expen- 
diture out  of  the  rates.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  urges  that  four-fifths  of 
the  rates  are  paid  by  the  wealthier 
classes,  and  that  they  do  not  fall  on 
town  and  country  alike.  But  it  must  be 
remembered  that  in  towns  a  man  pays  his 
rates  upon  the  value  of  his  house  or 
shop,  while  the  rural  ratepayer,  who 
lives  on  a  farm,  pays  not  only 
on  his  house,  but  on  the  pro- 
perty distributed  all  over  the  farm. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  the  rates  in 
the  counties  are  very  light,  but  the  rates 
levied  by  the  County  Authorities  over  a 
particular  area  by  no  means  represent 
the  rating  weight  which  rests  on  the 
rural  community.  It  is  unfair  to  make 
the  distinction  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  drawn  between  the  Poor  Rate  proper 
and  other  local  rates,  and  it  tends  to  give 
the  false  impression  that  we  are  giving 
assistance  to  those  who  pay  a  rate  of  Id. 
or  1  Jd.  The  county  does  not  only  include 
the  agricultural  ratepayers,  a  number  of 
towns  are  within  the  area.  It  would 
carry  me  too  far  if  I  were  to  attempt 
to  enter  upon  the  dispute  between  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  my  rightihon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  As  to  the  degree  to  which  the 
big  towns  and  the  rural  towns  have 
respectively  been  assisted  by  the  subven- 
tions, out  of  the  total  amount  of 
£2,400,000  a  half  has  gone  direct  to 
the  Poor  Rate.  Though  the  Poor  Rate 
proper  may  have  diminished,  the  point 
is  whether  the  aggregate  rate  has  not 
increased.  Rates  have  increased  enor- 
mously, and  they  are  felt  much  more 
heavily  than  before  in  rural  districts, 
because  of  the  long-continued  agricul- 
tural depression.  New  rates  have  been 
imposed  since  the  period  to  which  the 
speech  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  from  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  quoted, 
referred,  and  whatever  authority  that 
statement  may  have  carried  then,  I  doubt 
whether   it  could  be  sustained  at  the 


present  moment.  Rates  have  increased 
enormously  since  that  time. 

Me.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  Not  in  rural 
districts. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  Yes  ;  they  have  in- 
creased  10  per  cent,  in  rural  districts. 
While  the  agricultural  districts,  from  the 
long  depression,  have  grown  poorer,  towns 
have  grown  richer.  ["  No !  "]  Well, 
somebody  has  grown  richer,  as  I  gather 
from  Income  Tax  Returns.  I  would  re- 
commend hon.  Gentlemen,  as  a  statistical 
occupation,  to  study  the  interesting 
figures  in  relation  to  the  Returns  under 
Schedules  A,  B,  and  D.  It  will  be  seen 
that  under  A  and  B  there  has  been  a 
considerable  decline,  and  there  has  been 
an  enormous  increase  under  D.  There- 
fore, I  assert  there  has  been  a  large 
increase  of  wealth  in  towns  as  compared 
with  rural  districts.  As  to  the  exact  pro- 
portion paid  to  the  rates  by  the  working 
classes,  it  is  very  difficult  to  arrive  at 
any  accurate  conclusion,  and  I  cannot 
accept  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  figure** 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  consider  some 
of  Professor  Lenoi  Levi's  interesting 
statistics  are  of  a  somewhat  fantastical 
character.  It  is  extremely,  difficult  to 
arrive  at  an  accurate  conclusion,  but  I 
have  neither  the  time  nor  the  material 
to  go  into  the  interesting  subject.  To 
sum  up  what  I  wish  to  say — I  do  not 
think  that,  in  these  further  grants  to 
local  purposes,  the  Government  deserve 
the  displeasure  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  shows  at  the  whole  of  our 
plans.  Some  further  relief  is  due  to 
local  burdens,  and  especially  in  regard  to 
police  superannuation — a  question  of 
supreme  importance,  which  has  not  been 
grappled  with  before  because  of  the 
insufficiency  of  financial  resources. 

(4.55.)  Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON 
(Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  follow  my  right  hon.  Friend  or 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  into 
the  question  how  far  the  new  proposals 
affect  the  different  classes  of  taxpayers. 
I  think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
having  showed  that  my  hon.  Friend  had 
made  a  mistake  in  relation  to  the 
Probate  Duty,  might  have  spared  the 
sneer  at  myself.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  upon  his  own  figures,  has 
shown  conclusively  that  he  is  about  to 
increase,  by  £300,000  or  £400,000,  the 
original  proposal  for  local  subventions. 
The  original  proposal  of  £840,000  has 
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been  raised  considerably  by  the  increase 
in  the  Probate  Duty,  and  yet  there  is 
this  proposal  for  a  further  grant.  I  did 
not  understand  my  right  hon.  Friend  to 
say  he  would  have  the  whole  of  the  sub- 
ventions withdrawn,  but  he  did  object 
to  increasing  the  grants  on  the  present 
system.  The  protest  I  particularly  wish 
to  emphasise  is  that  upon  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  himself 
dwelt  with  force  in  his  Budget  state- 
ment, namely,  the  system  introduced  two 
years  ago,  and  now  being  extended,  of 
mixing  up  local  and  Imperial  finance  in 
a  manner  that  had  never  been  followed 
previously.  Three  years  ago  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  I  understand, 
was  endeavouring  to  divide  altogether 
local  from  Imperial  finance,  but  since 
then  they  have  become  inextricably 
mixed  up,  and  this  year  the  confusion 
will  become  worse.  We  are  handing 
over  a  large  sum  to  Local  Authorities 
in  the  form  of  Licence  Duties,  and 
to  that,  I  think,  there  is  no  objection. 
These  licences  are  collected  locally  and 
handed  over,  and  to  that  there  is  no 
objection.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  handed  over  the  Probate 
Duty,  which  is  partly  local  and  partly 
Imperial,  and  this  year  he  proposes  to 
hand  over  the  Spirit  and  Beer  Duties  in 
the  same  way.  In  voting  against  this 
clause  I  may  say  I  do  so  to  express  an 
emphatic  objection  to  the  system  of 
mixing  up  local  and  Imperial  finance. 
I  will  not  discuss  the  matter  on  this 
occasion,  but  I  hope  on  some  future 
Budget  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  see  his  way  to  prevent  the  confusion 
which  has  thus  undoubtedly  arisen  by 
handing  over  to  the  Local  Authorities 
the  whole  of  some  particular  tax  instead 
of  handing  over,  as  at  present,  small 
portions  of  particular  taxes. 

(5.4.)  Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  I  would 
further  remind  the  Committee  that  the 
total  amount  of  money  now  proposed  to 
be  given  in  local  subventions  out  of  Im- 
perial funds,  including  the  additions 
proposed  this  year  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  amount  to  no  less  than 
£9,500,000.  The  statement  I  made  just 
now  with  regard  to  £200,000  was  in- 
correct, but  I  fell  into  the  error  in  the 
absence  of  figures,  which  I  again  ask  for. 
I  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to 
use  his  influence  to  obtain  them,  so  that 
we  may  know  exactly  what  is  handed 
Mr.  Sydney  Buxton 


over  to  the  Local  Authorities.  As  far  as 
I  am  concerned  I  can  only  take  the 
statement  which  appeared  in  the  Times 
the  week  before  the  Budget. 

(5.8.)  Mk.  GOSCHEN:  As  to  the 
non-production  of  the  figures  I  may 
point  out  that  they  will  have  to  be  got 
from  the  Local  Authorities  all  over  the 
kingdom,  and  it  is  difficult  to  collect 
figures  going  up  to  the  middle  of  March 
by  the  middle  of  May. 

Question,  "That  Clause  7,  as  amended, 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered to-morrow. 

MIDWIVES  REGISTRATION   BILL. 
(NO.  29.)      SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(5.10.)  Mr.  H.  PEASE  (York,  N.R., 
Cleveland) :  I  beg  to  move  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  the  im- 
portance of  which  hon.  Members  will 
at  once  see.  It  is  extremely  necessary 
that  there  should  be  a  registration  of 
these  women  who  attend  people  of  humble 
circumstances  in  child-birth.  Probably 
five-sixths  of  the  cases  of  child-birth  in 
this  country  are  attended  by  midwiveB. 
There  should  be  some  means  of  register- 
ing these  women,  just  as  other  professions 
are  registered.  This  Bill,  I  may  say, 
has  been  submitted  to  various  bodies, 
and  from  them  we  have  had  a  large 
amount  of  help.  They  almost  entirely 
approve  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  and, 
in  fact,  many  of  the  provisions  have 
been  drawn  up  by  the  Medical  Societies 
themselves.  At  this  hour  I  do  not  wish 
to  go  into  the  history  of  the  matter. 
There  have  been  attempts  at  legislation 
in  this  direction  from  time  immemorial, 
and  there  have  been  Memorials  sent  to 
this  house  at  a  very  ancient  date  asking 
for  the  registration  of  midwives.  It 
would  be  quite  unnecessary  now  to 
follow  that  question  up.  I,  therefore, 
simply  desire  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.,, — (Mr.  II.  Tease.) 

(5.12.)  Sra  R.  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington,  N.) :  I  rise  to  second  the 
Motion  for  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill,  and  I  would  point  out  to  the  hon. 
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Member  who  has  given  notice  of  an 
Amendment,  that  the  measure  is  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  the  labouring 
classes  of  the  country.  The  richer 
classes  are  already  provided  for  in  the 
matter,  and  have  thoroughly  well  qualified 
practitioners  to  attend  to  their  wants. 
The  poorer  classes,  however,  have  con- 
stantly to  have  recourse  to  the  assistance 
of  midwives,  instead  of  calling  in  highly 
qualified  medical  men.  The  Bill  is 
meant  in  no  wise  to  depreciate  the  value 
we  all  attach  to  the  sarvices  of  the 
noblest  profession  the  country  possesses ; 
we  only  desire  to  sae  some  of  the 
enlightenment  which  is  at  the  service  of 
the  richer  classes,  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  the  poorer  classes.  The  wives  of 
labouring  men  are  dependent  on  the 
services  of  midwives.  Possibly,  I  shall 
be  told  that  medical  practitioners  ought 
always  to  be  employed;  that,  however, 
is  absolutely  impossible.  There  are  not 
sufficient  medical  practitioners  in  this 
country  to  enable  every  poor  woman  to 
avail  herself  of  their  assistance  in  time 
of  need,  and  if  there  were,  it  is  perfectly 
obvious  that  it  would  be  out  of  their 
power  to  incur  the  expense  of  employing 
them.  I,  therefore,  do  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Member  to  withdraw  his  opposition, 
and  I  appeal  to  the  House  to  pass  the 
Bill  into  law  without  delay. 

(5.1 5.)  Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) : 
I  should  certainly  not  have  opposed  the 
Bill  if  I  had  not  received  a  great  many 
complaints  from  medical  men  in  various 
parts  of  the  country.  They  say  if  the 
Bill  passes  into  law,  it  will  deprive  many 
a  medical  man  of  the  conduct  of  these 
cases  of  midwifery.  They  also  point 
out  that  under  the  Bill  a  registered 
midwife  will  be  able  to  conduct  a  case 
of  "  natural  labour."  How  is  a  mid- 
wife to  be  certain  that  the  case  she  may 
be  called  in  to  will  be  a  case  of  natural 
labour  ?  I  sse  in  the  measure  certain 
elements  of  danger  to  the  community,  as 
well  as  danger  to  the  medical  profes- 
sion. The  midwives  may  take  it  upon 
themselves  to  parform  operations  which 
which  will  be  attended  with  manifest 
danger.  However,  if  I  can  receive  any 
assurance  from  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill,  I  shall  be  only  too  happy  to  let  it  pass. 
*(5.18.)  Sir  WALTER  FOSTER 
(Derby,  Ilkeston)  :  This  is  a  Bill,  the 
object  of  which  is  to  protect  female  life 
in  certain  cases;     As  to  the  competency 


of  women  to  manage  these  cases,  there 
is  ample  evidence.  Two  French  ladies  are 
quoted  as  authorities  in  almost  every  book 
on  the  subject,  and  if  French  ladies 
can  acquire  the  necessary  skill  for  deal- 
ing with  such  cases,  there  is  no  reason 
why  English  ladies  should  not  do  the 
same.  What  we  want  is  that  the  large 
proportion  of  the  poorer  classes  who  are 
attended  by  midwives  should  have  com- 
petent and  not  incompetent  midwives. 
I  am  constantly  seeing  cases  in  which 
the  ignorance  and  incompetence  of  mid- 
wives  proves  dangerous  to  those  on 
whom  they  attend.  Only  the  other  day 
I  heard  of  a  poor  woman  who  was 
nursed  by  a  midwife  who  went  daily  to 
attend  upon  a  child  suffering  from  a 
most  infectious  disease.  It  is  through 
ignorant  persons  of  this  kind  that  rouch 
infectious  disease  is  spread  among  lying- 
in  women.  The  Bill  would  help  to 
prevent  this,  and,  therefore,  I  would 
urge  the  House  to  favourably  consider  it. 

(5.20.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  am  very 
glad  indeed  that  this  measure  has  been 
introduced,  and  the  only  fault  I  have  to 
find  with  it  is  that  it  does  not  extend  to 
Ireland.  I  do  not  know  the  reason 
unless  it  be  in  deference  to  the  views  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
who  said  recently  that  Irishmen  were 
responsible  for  the  early  marriages  in 
that  country. 

(5.22.)  Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire, 
Northwich) :  I  consent  to  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  with  a  good  deal  of 
reluctance.  We  are  almost  week  by  week 
extending  the  principle  of  regulating 
people's  lives.  There  is  a  considerable 
list  of  professions  which  are  now  regis- 
tered, and  the  Bills  now  before  the 
House  will,  if  adopted,  largely  extend 
that  list.  I  object  to  this  measure 
coming  into  force  on  the  1st  of  January 
next,  as  it  seems  to  me  that  women  who 
are  now  engaged  in  the  profession  of 
midwives  should  have  longer  notice  to 
prepare  themselves  for  the  stringent 
examinations  which  are  proposed..  There 
is  another  point  upon  which  I  take 
exception  to  the  Bill.  It  provides 
that  every  woman  who  is  to  be 
registered  must  have  a  good  moral 
character.  I  object  to  *  that  most 
strongly.  I  do  not  see  that  it  is 
more  necessary  for  a  woman  than  for  a 
man  to  have  a  good  moral  character,  and 
until  registration  under  the  Medical  Act 
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is  refused  to  men  who  have  not  a  good 
moral  character,  I  shall  insist  that  women 
shall  be  equally  free. 

(5.24.)  Sir  W.  G.  HUNTER  (Hack- 
ney, Central) :  I  have  great  pleasure  in 
supporting  this  Bill.     As  to  the  date  at 

which  it  would  come  into  operation,  I 
may  point  out  that  the  midwives  who 
are  now  practising  without  certificates 
can  receive  a  certificate  from  a  compe- 
tent medical  man,  if  they  be  of  good 
character,  and  need  not  pass  any  exami- 
nation. 

(5.25.)    Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 

ampton) :  There  are   many  Bills  before 

the   House  affecting  the  liberty  of  the 

subject,  and  I  really  must  rise  to  prevent 

the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  being 

agreed  to  to-day.  Last  year  1  had  an 
unfortunate  illustration  of  the  evil  of 
hurrying  Bills  through  Parliament.  When 
I  was  in  peril  of  my  life,  if  the  medical 
man  who  wa3  attending  me  had  done  his 
duty  under  the  measure  passed  ;last 
Session,  the  disease  from  which 
I  was  suffering  would  have  been 
notified,  and  I  should  have  been  liable  to 
have  been  moved  from  my  room.  That 
might  have  been  beneficial  to  the 
general  public,  but  if  it  had  been  done 
I  certainly  should  not  have  been  here 
to-day  to  argue  against  this  Bill.  I  can- 
not consent  to  the  passing  of  a  measure 
which  provides  that,  instead  of  proving 
her  medical  capacity,  a  midwife  shall  pro- 
duce a  certificate  of  good  moral  character, 
signed  by  a  Magistrate,  or  a  clergyman, 
or  some  other  minister  of  religion.  This 
is  the  first  time  I  have  risen  to  speak  at 
a  period  when  I  know  that  my  opposi- 
tion, if  persisted  in,  must  be  fatal  to  a 
Bill  for  the  Session,  and  I  am  excessively 
reluctant  to  do  so  to-day,  but  this  mea- 
sure is  of  such  a  character  that  I  regard 
it  as  my  duty  to  take  this  course. 

Mr.  Dixon  Hartland  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put ; "  but  Mr.  Speaker 
withheld  his  assent,  and  declined  then 
to  put  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I   can  only  say 

that  when,  after  a  few  minutes'  discussion 

on  a  question  of  this  kind,  the  Closure  is 

moved  it  is  a  lesson  for  those  who  are 

Mr.  Brunner 


not  in  the  habit  of  occupying  much  of 
the  time  of  the  House.  My  opposition 
to  this  Bill  is  not  an  opposition  in  the 
nature  of  obstruction,  but  is  in  accord- 
ance with  principles  mj  advocacy  of 
which  has  been  eagerly  applauded  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House. 

It  being  half  after  Five  of  the  clock, 
the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  on  Friday,  30th 
May. 

FISHERIES    REGULATION    (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  53.) 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  I  would  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
when  the  Government  Bill  will  be  intro- 
duced 1 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute):  It  is  in  course  of 
preparation. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  :  When  will  it 
be  introduced  ? 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  am  un- 
able to  fix  the  date. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  It  is  only  fair  to 
give  notice  that  1  shall  object  to  a  Scotch 
Fishery  Bill  in  future  unless  it  is  made 
to  apply  to  Ireland. 

Seconcl  Reading  deferred  till  Tuesday, 
3rd  June. 

WORKING  CLASSES  .DWELLINGS  BILL. 
(NO.  279.)      SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Dr.  TANNER  :  I  object. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  will  withdraw  his  objection.  The 
Bill  applies  to  the  erection  of  dwellings 
for  the  working  classes  in  Dublin  as  well 
as  in  London. 

Dr.  TANNER:  It  is  not  that  I 
object  to  the  Bill.  I  think  if  Irish 
Members  desire  to  bring  in  Bills  it  is  a 
great  deal  better  that  they  should  bring 
them  in  themselves  than  trust  to  a  Tory 

Mr.  SEXTON:  If  Irish  Members 
were  alone  to  back  their  Bills,  without 
the  co-operation  of  Members  of  other 
Parties,  their  chance  of  passing  them 
would  r.ot  be  so  good.     If  the  Bill  is  not 
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anxious  we  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  discussing.  But  it  would  be  unfair 
not  to  allow  the  trade  some  opportunity 
of  seeing  the  Bill  before  it  is  passed  into 
law,  and  I  will,  therefore,  put  the  Bill 
down  for  Wednesday,  11th  June. 


passed  Dublin  and  other  parts  of  Ireland 
will  suffer. 

Dr.  TANNER :  I  withdraw  my  objec- 
tion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  committed  for  to-morrow. 

TENANTS'  COMPENSATION  BIJLL. 
(NO.  259.)      SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.* 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire, 

E.)  :  I  have  not  the  least  objection  to  the 

principle  of  this  Bill,  but  my  own  Bill 

(the  Agricultural  Holdings  Bill)  covers 

exactly   the    same    object  as    this.      I 

should  be  very  glad  if  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  could  see  his 
way  to  refer  both  Bills  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford) :  The  Bill  having  been 
just  circulated,  I  have  really  had  no 
opportunity  of  giving  it  the  attention 

which  it  deserves,  and  I  cannot,  there- 
fore, undertake  to  grant  the  Committee 
asked  for. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Tuesday, 
3rd  June. 

CUSTOMS  CONSOLIDATION   ACT  (1876) 
AMENDMENT    BILL.— (No.  247.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 

BUILDINGS  (SANITARY  REGISTRA- 
TION)   BILL.--(No.  165.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

NEW  LICENCES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
(NO.  249.)       COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.    T.    M.    HEALY:    I  hope    the 

Government  will  consider  the  Amend- 
ments  to  this   Bill,  which  I  am  very 


Committee  deferred  till  Wednesday, 
11th  June. 


PAUPER  LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRE- 
LAND) (OFFICERS'  SUPERANNUA- 
TION) BILL. -(No.  140.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  3. 

*Me.  JOHNSTON  (Balfast,  S.):  I  do 

not  know  whether  the  Government  will 

accept  the  Amendment  standing  in  the 

name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton),  which  will  include 
the  external  officers. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  What  is  the 
connection  of  the  Treasury  with  this 
Bill,  and  does  it  carry  out  in  any  way 
the  recommendation  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  understand  there 
is  no  Treasury  question. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  It  is  purely  a 
county  question. 

♦The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  Bill  is  intended  to  apply 
to  the  same  persons  as  those  included  in 
the  existing  Act  providing  a  certain 
amount  of  superannuation.  It  does 
not  affect  the  Treasury.  The  super- 
annuation is  intended  for  those  servants 
who  have  given  their  whole  time. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  The  salaries  and 
superannuation  which  outdoor  officers 
receive  ought  to  be  relative  to  their 
salaries.  I  cannot  for  a  moment  consent 
to  the  Bill  passing  for  the  superannua- 
tion of  the  internal  officers,  and  excluding 
the  others.  I  beg  to  move  that  you 
report  Progress,  Sir. 

*Mr.  JOHNSTON  :  I  have  no  objection 
to  accepting  the  Amendment,  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  strongly  sup- 
port the  hon.  Member  for  West  Bel- 
fast. These  matters  come  out  of  the 
County  Rate,  which  is  paid  not  by  the 
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landlord  but  by  the  tenants.  Every  penny 
of  the  pensions  will  come  out  of  their 
pockets.  This  is  a  non-contentions  matter, 
and  I  hope  the  Amendment  will  be 
accepted. 

Me.  MACARTNEY:  This  matter  is 
not  non-contentions,  and  it  very  nearly 
wrecked  a  similar  Bill  two  years  ago.  I 
have  received  very  strong  objections  to 
the  Amendment  from  my  constituents. 

•Me.  JOHNSTON  :  I  hope  the  Amend- 
ment will  not  be  pressed.  It  is  important 
that  the  Bill  should  be  passed.  The 
officials  have  been  longingly  looking 
for  it  during  the  last  two  or  three  years. 

Mb.  CHANCE :  I  would  point  out 
that  there  is  power  on  the  Motion  of  the 
Attorney  General,  through  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  to  extend  the  pension  list. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  This  discussion  is 
wholly  irregular.  The  former  Amend- 
ment to  which  we  agreed  struck  out 
certain  words,  so  that  it  is  impossible  to 
add  these  words. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  I  think  we  had  better 
not  go  further. 

Objection  being  taken  to  further  pro- 
ceeding, the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  Report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  to-morrow. 

QUESTIONS. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
will  be  kind  enough  to  tell  us  what  the 
order  of  business  is  to-morrow  and 
Friday  ? 

•The  FIRST  LORD  or  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster) : 
I  cannot  say  what  the  order  of  business 
will  be  on  Friday  until  to-morrow,  and 
we  see  what  progress  we  have  made. 
We  propose  to  take  the  Report  of  the 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  first 
to-morrow,  then  the  Vote  on  Account, 
and,  if  there  is  time,  the  Report  stage  of 
the  Pleuro-Pneumonia  Bill. 

Sib  W.  LA WSON :  Perhaps  the  Go- 
vernment will  also  tell  us  whether  it  is 
their  intention  to  adjourn  for  Derby  Day, 
because  I  understand  that  a  very  impor- 
tant Bill— the  Channel  Tunnel  Bill- 
has  been  put  down  for  that  day,  and 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Government  ? 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Government  can  adjourn  on 
Derby  Day.  All  I  can  say  is,  that  I 
never  adjourn  on  Derby  Day.  I  am. 
usually  very  hard  at  work  on  that  day. 
Whether  the  House  will  adjourn  on 
Derby  Day  remains  for  the  House  to 
decide. 

Mb.  McARTHUR  (Leicester):  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whether 
the  Western  Australia  Bill  will  be  taken 
on  Friday  1 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  depends  upon 
whether  the  Report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee has  been  circulated. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  I  understood  dis- 
tinctly that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  take  it  on  Friday.  • 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  think  it  would 
be  unfair  to  take  it  on  Friday.  Hardly 
sufficient  notice  could  be  given. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE:  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  make  any  further  state- 
ment about  the  holidays  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  stated  I  should 
mention  the  holidays  to-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 


SUPERANNUATION  (WAB  DEPARTMENT)  BILL. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Jackson,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  grant  of  Super, 
animation  allowances  and  gratuities  to  certain 
workmen  in  the  Manufacturing  and  Store 
Establishments  of  the  War  Department,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jackson,  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  Mr.  Stanhope. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time  [Bill  297.  J 

ALDEBSHOT  ROADS   BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Brodrick,  Bill  to  make 
better  provision  for  the  safety  of  the  public 
when  the  lands  in  or  near  Aldershot,  Tested  in 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment, are  used  for  Rifle  Ranges  or  other  Mili- 
tary purposes,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Brodrick  and  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time  [Bill  298.] 

RULES  PUBLICATION  BILL. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Bill  to 
improve  the  Procedure  for  making  Rules  of 
Court  and  other  Rules,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Sir  Albert  Rollit, 
Mr.  Cozens-Hardy,  and  Mr.  Bruce. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time  [Bill  299.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock . 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,   22nd  May,  1890. 


REPRESENTATIVE  PEER  FOR 
IRELAND. 

Lord  Carbery — Petition  of  William 
Charles  Baron  Carbery  in  the  Peerage 
of  Ireland,  claiming  a  right  to  vote  at 
the  elections  of  Representative  Peers  for 
Ireland ;  read,  and  referred  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  consider  and  report  there- 
upon to  the  House. 

ROYAL  ASSENT— COMMISSION. 

The  following  Bill  received  the  Royal 
Assent : — 

Commissioners  for  Oaths  Act  ( 1 889) 
Amendment. 

EDUCATION  OF  BLIND    AND    DEAF    MUTE 

CHILDREN  BILL. 
A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  in  regard  to  the 
education  of  blind  and  deaf -mate  children  in 
Scotland  was  presented  by  the  Lord  Ker 
(if.  Lothian);  read  la;  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  101.) 

PRIVATE    BILL     PROCEDURE    (SOOT- 
LAND)  BILL. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  My 
Lords,  I  desire  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  whether  he  can  give  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  progress  of  this  Bill  ? 
It  is  regarded  with  great  interest  in 
Scotland,  and  the  only  news  we  have  of 
it  is  that  the  Lord  Advocate  in  the  other 
House  promised  that  the  Second  Reading 
should  be  taken  before  Whitsuntide.  I 
am  aware,  of  course,  that  there  is  a  clog 
of  business  in  the  other  House,  but  I 
hope  my  noble  Friend  will  be  able  to 
give  your  Lordships  favourable  tidings 
with  regard  to  the  Bill. 
•The  SECRETARY  for  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian):  My  noble 
Friend  has  kindly  given  me  private 
notice  of  the  question  he  has  asked 
in  regard  to  this  Bill.  I  am  almost 
tempted  to  answer  my  noble  Friend's 
question  in  what  is  supposed  to  be 
Scottish  fashion  by  putting  another 
question  in  reply.  I  should  be  inclined  to 
ask  my  noble  Friend  whether,  from  his 
great  influence,  he  could  give  any  infor- 
mation as  to  the  progress  likely  to  be 
made    with   Government   measures   in 

VOL.  OCCXL1V.      [third  series.] 


the  other  House?  I  have  no  doubt, 
however,  from  the  statement  which  was 
made  by  an  eminent  statesman  in  East 
Anglia  the  other  day  as  to  the  almost 
entire  absence  of  obstruction  in  the 
other  House,  that  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill  will  be  taken  in  that  House  as 
set  down  on  June  2.  With  regard  to 
the  assurance  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
take  the  Second  Reading  before  Whit- 
suntide if  possible;  but  in  consequence 
of  that  which  my  noble  Friend  is  pleased 
to  call  the  clog  of  business  in  the  other 
House  it  is  now  impossible  to  do  so.  It 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government  that 
the  Bill  should  come  on  at  the  earliest 
possible  time,  and  I  hope  to  be  able  soon 
to  introduce  it  in  your  Lordships'  House. 

REFORMATORY  SCHOOLS  BILL. 

(No.  95.) 
JUVENILE  OFFENDERS  BILL 

tlOW 

YOUTHFUL    OFFENDERS    BILL. 

(No.  96.) 
House  in  Committee  (on  Re-commit- 
ment) (according  to  order). 

♦Lord  NORTON  :  My  Lords,  I  will 
only  say  a  few  words  upon  this  Bill.  I 
do  not  intend  to  trouble  your  Lordships 
by  moving  any  Amendment  at  this  stage, 
but  I  will  attempt  to  carry  the  Amend- 
ments I  lost  in  the  Standing  Committee 
on  the  Third  Reading.  They  are  three 
in  number,  and  they  are  intended,  first, 
to  prevent  a  child  convicted  of  an 
ordinary,  not  for  a  grave,  offence  from 
being  sent,  during  the  interval  between 
his  conviction  and  his  reception  in  the 
reformatory  to  a  common  gaol.  My 
second  object  is  that  there  should  be 
places  provided  to  which  such  children, 
if  sentenced  to  imprisonment,  could 
be  sent,  not  being  a  common  gaol,  but  to 
places  for  the  purpose  under  Government 
control,  in  connection  with  a  few  prin- 
cipal reformatories,  where  the  child 
might  pass  his  sentence,  not  exceeding 
three  weeks,  or  in  worse  cases  for 
longer  periods  of  imprisonment,  before 
being  sent  to  the  reformatory  school. 
My  third  object  is  that  the  educa 
tion  of  such  children  after  punishment 
should  not  be  in  schools  of  a  penal 
character  retaining  the  stigma  of 
criminality  during  the  whole  of  the 
child's  education,  and  keeping  up  in  the 
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child's  mind  a  sense  of  criminality 
which  is  not  only  cruel  and  unjust,  but 
absolutely  foolish  and  obstructive  of  the 
object  of  his  being  sent  to  school  at  all. 
The  fact  of  there  being  provisions  for 
child  imprisonment  in  common  gaols,  and 
penal  education  in  an  amending  Bill  on 
the  subject,  I  think,  shows  to  what  a 
small  extent  the  idea  on  which  those  in- 
stitutions have  been  founded  has  yet  been 
generally  accepted.  Both  the  Commis- 
sioners' Report  and  the  answers  to  Circu- 
lars which  have  been  sent  round  to  all 
the  Petty  Sessions  in  the  Kingdom  are 
against  children  of  that  description  being, 
except  in  aggravated  cases,  sent  to 
common  gaols,  and  prove  a  growing 
opinion  that  ordinary  child  convicts  should 
not  be  treated  as  adults.  I  venture 
to  speak  on  this  matter,  for  I  have  had 
very  considerable  acquaintance  during 
nearly  50  years  with  the  legislation  and 
the  working  of  the89  institutions,  and 
with  the  sort  of  children  who  come  to 
them. 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  foe 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  It  would  be 
only  respectful  to  the  noble  Lord  who 
has  just  spoken  that  I  should  say  I  know 
no  one  who  has  paid  more  attention  to 
the  subject  than  he  has  done,  or  who  has 
had  more  practical  experience  with  the 
working  of  these  schools.  With  the 
greatest  sympathy,  however,  for  the 
objects  he  has  in  view,  I  am  afraid  that 
I  shall  have  to  show  reasons  on  the 
Third  Reading  why  the  Government 
cannot  accept  the  propositions  he  has 
mentioned. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP :  My  Lords,  I 
only  desire  to  say  a  few  words  upon  the 
Report  being  received.  I  wish  to  express 
my  great  regret  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  adoption  of  the  system  of  Standing 
Committees,  the  public  are  quite  unaware 
of  the  great  pains  which  your  Lordships 
have  bestowed  upon  this  and  other 
kindred  Bills.  I  have  not  been  able 
myself  to  take  part  in  the  discussion 
upon  them ;  but  I  think  no  one  who  has 
attended  in  those  Standing  Committees 
can  doubt  the  minute  criticism  and  care 
bestowed  upon  the  Bills  before  them. 
Valuable,  however,  as  the  criticism  is 
which  is  given  in  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees, I  think  it  would  be  still  more 
valuable  if  it  could  be  given  in  this 
House,  where  the  Debates  would  be 
reported.  The  public  would  then  have 
Lord  Norton 


some  knowledge  of  the  pains  and  tine 
which  your  Lordships  have  bestowed  on 
these  Bills.  I  make  this  protest,  because 
I  hope  the  time  will  come,  before  long, 
when  the  House  will  see  how  much  it 
has  lost  by  the  system  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees, and  how  much  it  has  thrown 
away  by  delegating  to  hole-and-corner 
meetings  of  Committees  upstairs  de- 
liberations which  ought  to  take  place  in 
the  face  of  day. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  I  do  not  see 
any  reason  for  regretting  the  change 
which  has  been  made.  The  misfortune 
in  former  times  was  that  discussion  did 
not  take  place  in  the  House,  and  the 
work  which  is  done  by  these  Committees 
was  not  done  at  all.  No  doubt  if  the 
House  were  to  deal  with  Bills  in  the 
same  careful  way  as  the  Committees  deal 
with  them  perhaps  the  same  •  result 
might  happen ;  but,  unhappily,  that  haa 
not  been  done.  I  do  not  think  anybody 
can  doubt  that  Bills  are  now  carefully 
revised  in  a' manner  which  they  never 
were  before. 

•Lord  BRABOURNE  :  As  I  was  the 
first  to  raise  the  standard  of  revolt 
against  these  Standing  Committees  I  am 
glad  to  see  that  the  feeling  against  them 
is  becoming  more  widely  extended  than 
it  was  formerly.  If  it  be  a  good  thing 
that  the  Standing  Committees  should  con- 
tinue, I  think  it  is  desirable  that  a  rather 
better  record  should  be  made  of  their 
proceedings  than  at  present.  Some  of 
those  proceedings  are  of  great  impor- 
tance. For  instance,  we  were  debating  the 
other  day  upon  a  question  of  principle.  I 
was  in'a  considerable  minority,  and  when 
such  is  the  case  I  always  look  forward  to 
the  time  when  that  minority  will  become 
a  majority;  but,  unfortunately,  the 
record  of  the  proceedings  did  not  give 
the  slightest  clue  as  to  what  it  was  that 
the  Committee  voted  upon.  I  can  only 
say  that  the  effect  of  these  Standing 
Committees  has,  it  appears  to  me,  been 
exactly  what  I  expected  upon  their 
being  founded.  I  do  not  believe  that 
Bills  receive  a  more  searching  criticism 
in  the  Standing  Committees  than  they 
used  to  receive  in  this  House  before  the 
change  was  made.  On  the  other  hand,  it 
is  a  change  which  debars  a  large  number 
of  Peers  from  taking  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  business  which  they  are 
interested  in,  a  change  which  entails  that 
business  being  conducted  with  a  certain 
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amount  of  secrecy,  and  which,  to  my 
mind,  has  only  the  effect  of  spoiling  the 
deliberations  in  your  Lordships1  House 
afterwards;  because  Peers  apparently  do 
not  care  afterwards  to  attend  in  the 
House  and  again  debate  upon  the  Bills. 

•The  Earl  of  HARR0WB7 :  I  quite 
agree  with  what  my  noble  Friends  near 
me  have  said.  These  Standing  Com- 
mittees now  sit  at  half-past  3  o'clock, 
and  if  these  large  Committees  can  sit  at 
that  early  hour,  there  is  no  reason  why 
the  House  itself  should  not  be  sum- 
moned at  that  hour  on  occasions  when 
there  were  heavy  Bills  to  go  through  in 
Committee,  and  thus  transact  in  public 
the  work  lately  delegated  to  the  Stand- 
ing Committees — the  work  of  which  is 
now  practically  unrecorded.  I  have 
heard  in  former  times  most  valuable  dis- 
cussions in  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  and  these  having  been  formerly 
recorded  by  the  daily  Press,  often 
most  valuable  communications  and  sug- 
gestions from  persons  of  experience  out- 
side were  received,  which  enabled  the 
House,  by  being  thus  brought  into  re- 
lations with  persons  of  knowledge  and 
experience  regarding  the  questions  in 
hand,  to  introduce  useful  Amendments 
at  later  stages — while  the  public  were 
aware,  from  the  newspaper  reports  of 
our  discussions,  of  the  reasons  for  Amend- 
ments made  by  your  Lordships.  I  think 
the  loss  is  very  great,  not  only  to  the 
Public  Service,  but  to  the  credit  of  the 
House,  from  doing  in  secret  this  very 
useful  business  of  Committee.  It  has 
the  effect  of  entirely  precluding  the  public 
from  being  aware  of  what  we  are  doing. 
I  can  only  hope,  in  common  with  a  large 
number  of  your  Lordships  who  attend 
these  Committees,  that  the  matter  may 
be  re-considered  hereafter. 

♦Viscount  MIDLBTON :  My  Lords,  I 
entirely  concur  with  what  has  fallen 
from  my  noble  Friends.  I  do  think 
it  a  very  serious  matter  that  the  whole 
of  these  discussions  should  be  withdrawn 
from  the  Committees  of  the  whole 
House.  I  think  one  of  the  evil  results 
which  has  not  been  pointed  out  by  my 
noble  Friends  is  that  the  public  in 
general,  being  unaware  of  the  time  which 
is  spent  in  discussing  Bills  in  these 
Committees,  is  under  the  impression 
that  when  the  House  meets  on  Tues- 
days at  half -past  5  o'clock  and 
adjourns,  perhaps,    at  20  minutes  to  6, 


that  is  all  the  work  the  House  has  done 
during  the  day.  They  are  necessarily  un- 
aware, because  no  Reports  are  published 
in  the  Press,  of  the  fact  that  an  hour 
and  a  half  or  a  couple  of  hours  has  been 
devoted  previously  to  the  discussion  of 
the  very  measures  which  make  so 
little  show  in  the  Press  reports  of  the 
Sittings  of  the  House.  It  is  most  im- 
portant that  the  feeling  should  not  get 
abroad  that  this  House  is  not  giving  the 
same  full  discussion  to  the  matters 
which  come  before  these  Committees  as 
the  public  have  been  accustomed  to  see 
transacted  in  public,  when  there  are 
regular  Reports  given  of  the  proceed- 
ings. I  do  not  wish  for  a  moment  to 
detract  from  the  great  zeal  and  assiduity 
with  which  my  noble  Friends  review 
the  subjects  which  come  before  the 
Grand  Committees ;  but  those  are  facts 
of  which  the  public  is  wholly  unaware, 
and  I  think  it  does  not  reflect  credit  upon 
the  proceedings  of  the  House  that  so 
much  of  its  business  should  be  transacted 
behind  the  scenes.  I  observe,  also,  that 
very  few  notices  of  Motions  or  Questions 
are  ever  put  down  on  Tuesdays  as  on 
account  of  the  House  meeting  so  late ; 
whatever  attendance  there  may  have 
been  before  the  Grand  Committees,  there 
is  always  a  very  thin  attendance  of  Peers 
in  the  House. 

The  LORD  PRIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadooan)  :  My  Lords,  I  do  not  wish  to 
express  any  opinion  as  to  whether  these 
Committees  have  been  found  to  be 
successful  in  their  operation  or  not ;  '  but 
they  have  been  found  fault  with  for  two 
reasons:  In  the  first  place,  it  is  said 
that  the  subjects  which  are  taken  into 
consideration  by  them  are  withdrawn 
from  the  cognisance  of  the  House.  I 
wish  to  remind  the  House  that  it  is 
entirely  in  the  power  of  the  House  to 
prevent  such  a  withdrawal,  and  to 
determine  whether  a  Bill  should  be  sent 
to  a  Standing  Committee  or  not  upon 
notice  given.  After  a  Bill  has  been  read 
a  second  time,  a  Motion  is  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  to  refer 
it  to  a  Standing  Committee,  and  it  is 
for  the  House  itself  to  give  its  assent  to 
the  Motion  or  to  refuse  it.  Upon  the 
Motion  to  refer  the  Bill  to  either  the 
Committee  on  Law  or  the  Committee  for 
General  Purposes,  it  is  quite  within 
the  power  of  the  House  to .  decline 
to  accede  to  it,  and  in  that  case  the  Bill 
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would  go  before  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  House.  That  evil,  therefore,  if  it 
•be  one,  may  be  remedied  by  the  action 
of  the  House  itself.  As  to  the  other 
fault  found,  namely,  the  want  of 
publicity,  of  which  complaint, has  been 
made,  I  can  only  say  that  on  the  first 
meeting  of  the  Standing  Committee  the 
reporters  asked  leave  to  be  present  at 
the  Sittings  and  to  be  allowed  to  report 
the  proceedings ;  permission  was  given ; 
but  though  the  report  was  made  on  that 
occasion,  we  saw  no  more  of  the  reporters. 
It  is,  of  course,  impossible  for  the  House 
to  ensure  publication  in  the  daily  news- 
papers of  an  adequate  report  if  the 
editors  do  not  choose  to  publish  it. 
I  am  afraid  I  see  no  remedy  for  that. 
But  I  think  it  would  be  better  if  greater 
discrimination  were  used  as  to  the  Bills 
which  are  referred  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees and  those  which  are  left  for 
consideration  by  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  House. 

The  Duke  op  RICHMOND:  My 
Lords,  I  quite  agree  with  what  has  fallen 
from  my  noble  Friends,  and  having  been 
always  opposed  to  the  system  of  Grand 
Committees,  I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed 
to  say  a  few  words.  With  regard  to 
the  first  objection  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  .that  it  is  quite  com- 
petent for  the  House  when  the  Motion 
is  made  to  refer  a  Bill  to  one  of  the 
Grand  Committees  to  say  that  it  shall  be 
referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  I  would  appeal  to  my  noble 
Friend  himself,  and  ask  him  whether 
there  would  be  the  smallest  chance  in  99 
cases  out  of  100  of  that  course  being 
taken  ?  In  fact,  the  Grand  Committees 
have  been  established  for  the  purpose  of 
having  all  the  Bills  possible  taken  before 
them. 

Babl  CADOGAN :  No. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND :  Well,  the 
greater  part  of  the  Bills  introduced. 
'I  think  he  would  be  a  bold  man  who 
would  attempt  to  take  from  the  cogni- 
sance of  the  Grand  Committees  the 
Bills  which  are  proposed  to  be 
seat  there.  That  is  all  I  wish  to 
say,  but  feeling  very  strongly  that 
the  system  is  a  bad  one,  I  did  not 
like  to  let  the  matter  pass  without  com- 
ment on  my  part. 

The  Eabl  op  KIMBERLET  :   Perhaps* 
the  noble  Marquess  will  allow  me  to  say 
a  word  upon  this  matter  before  he  replies. 
Earl  Cadogan 


Having  attended  the  Committees  regu- 
larly, I  should  like  to  point  out  that 
there  are  two  sides  to  this  question. 
Undoubtedly  we  have  to  balance  between 
two  evils,  or  two  advantages,  whichever 
you  like  to  call  them.  On  the  one  hand, 
there  cannot  be  a  doubt  that  the  public 
get  an  impression  that  we  are  doing 
nothing  because  we  no  longer  go  through 
Bills  in  full  Committee  when  the  Debates 
would  obtain  publicity.  But  the  de- 
liberations of  the  House  in  Committee 
upon  Bills  was  not  generally  of  a  serious 
character.  The  Bills  went  through  with 
very  little  discussion,  and  of  that  even 
very  little  appeared  in  the  newspapers. 
At  the  present  time  I  do  not  think  it  can 
be  denied  by  anyone  who  has  attended 
these  Committees  that  the  Bills  which 
come  before  them  do  receive  a  more 
severe  and  complete  examination,  and 
there  are  several  reasons  why  it  should 
be  so.  One  reason  is,  that  the  proceed- 
ings are  somewhat  less  formal,  and  Mem- 
bers of  your  Lordships'  House  will  get 
up  and  make  most  useful  suggestions 
and  *  observations,  who  might  not 
make  speeches  in  the  House.  Again, 
discussion  is  facilitated  and  time  saved. 
I  quite  agree  that  the  system  is  on 
its  trial.  But  I  would  put  this  to  my 
noble  Friends  who  take  an  interest  in 
this  matter,  that  there  are  two  things 
which  are  quite  distinct — one  is  to  do 
business,  and  the  other  to  seem  to  be 
doing  business.  I  think  we  are  doing 
business  at  the  present  time.  I  quite 
admit  that  we  do  not  seem  to  be  doing  as 
much  business  as  we  are.  It  will  be  for 
the  House  to  determine  whether  the 
advantages  from  the  revision  of  Bills 
which  come  before  us  in  Grand  Com- 
mittee are  not  sufficient  to  outweigh  any 
disadvantages  which  the  House  may 
suffer  from  the  public,  owing  to  the 
change  in  our  arrangements,  being  un- 
aware of  the  work  done.  It  is  not  quite 
true  that  there  is  no  report  made  of  the 
proceedings.  On  two  occasions  recently, 
when  important  discussions  took  place  in 
Committee — my  noble  Friend  opposite 
probably  had  not  observed  them — there 
were  short  reports  of  the  proceedings 
given  in  the  newspapers. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY op  STATE  fob  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
My  Lords,  I  only  want  to  point  out  that 
nothing  has  been  really  withdrawn  from 
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the  cognisance  of  the  House,  and  that 
there  has  been  no  abbreviation  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  House.     I  understand 
that  certain   of  my  noble  Friends  are 
panting  to  discuss  in  Committee  these 
Industrial  Schools  and  Reformatory  Bills. 
But  why  do  not  they  do  it  ?    These  Bills 
have  all  passed  through  Committee  of  the 
whole  Hous  a .  It  was  then  open  to  my  noble 
Friends  to  go  through  them  with  all  the 
minutenessof  detail  which,  we  understand, 
was  the  practice  in  former  times.     But 
they  never  opened  their  lips.     Was  it 
that  they  were    exhausted  with   what 
they  had  done  in  Standing  Committee, 
or  that  they  found  it  was  impossible  for 
them  to  repeat  here  the  arguments  used 
there?    There  was  no  reason  whatever 
why  the  full  discussion,  which  we  are 
told  used  in  past  years  always  to  take 
place  in  Committee  of  the  whole  House, 
should  not  have  taken  place  in  all  its 
former  amplitude  of  detail.     The  matter 
lies    entirely    in   the    hands    of    noble 
Lords  themselves,    and    depends   upon 
their   appreciation    of    the    importance 
of  a  measure.     But  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  noble  Lords  opposite  that  there  was 
no  discussion  on   Bills  of  this  class  in 
Committee   in  former  years.       Bills  of 
adequate   importance  were  no  doubt  dis- 
cussed in  Committee,  but  Bills  of  a  less 
important  character  were   not  discussed 
in  Committee  at  all.       I  have  gone  care- 
fully through  the  record  in  Hansard  of 
similar  Bills  which  have  been  passed   in 
previous    years,     and     have     carefully 
examined  that  record  to  see  what  discus- 
sion they  received  in  Committee   of  the 
whole  House,  and  I  find  that  before  the 
Standing  Committees  were  appointed  Bills 
of  the  less  important  class  received  very 
little  examination  in  Committee.     What 
the  cause  is,  why  Bills  which  are  so  care- 
fully examined  in  Committee  are  so  per- 
functorily discussed  in  the  House,  I  do  not 
know.  There  seems  to  be  something  in  the 
atmosphere  of  this  House  or  in  its  tradi- 
tions which  makes  noble  Lords  unwilling 
to  open  their  months  within  its  walls ; 
but  I  appeal  to  the  experience   of  those 
who  have    sat   constantly  through  the 
Debates  in  this  House  in  former  years  as 
to  whether  our  mode  of  dealing  with  the 
committal  of  Bills  in   former  times  was 
distinguished  by  that  thorough  discus- 
sion on  details  the  opportunity  for  which 
it  is   now  complained  has  been   with- 
drawn. 


Bills  reported  without  further  amend- 
ment, and  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday,  the 
12th  of  June  next. 

SUCK  RIVER  DRAINAGE    (PROVISION 
OF  FUNDS)  BILL.— (No.  92.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) ;  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday,  the 
9th  of  June  next. 

Merchant  shipping  acts  amend- 
ment BILL.—(No.  57.) 

Bead  3*  (according  to  order),  with  the 
amendments;  Amendments  made;  Bill 
passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons ; 
and  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No. 
103.) 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  adjourn 
to  Thursday,  5th  June." — (The  Marquess 
of  Salisbury.) 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP :  On  the  Motion 
for  the  Adjournment  I  will  take  the 
opportunity  of  suggesting,  with  regard 
to  the  minute  examination  of  Bills,  that 
if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  Herschell 
and  the  noble  Lord  who  sits  near 
him  would  bring  to  bear  in  this 
House  that  minute  and  valuable 
criticism  which  they  bring  to  bear 
in  Committees  upstairs  we  should  all 
benefit  very  much.  I  really  must 
say  that  I  think  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite  is  alike  the  srie  cause  and 
vindication  of  the  system  of  Standing 
Committees  upstairs. 
•Lord  BBABOURNE :  I  wish  to  call 
the  noble  Marquess's  attention  to  one 
fact.  He  states  that  nothing  has  been 
withdrawn  from  the  consideration  of  the 
House  by  referring  Bills  to  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee. I  cannot  agree  in  that.  Take, 
for  instance,  the  General  Standing  Com- 
mittee. I  am  not  a  Member  of  that 
Committee,  but  I  am  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  on  Law.  I  was  told  that  if  I 
applied  I  could  be  nominated  on  both 
Committees.  On  inquiry  I  found  that 
the  number  of  Peers  which  could  be 
added  to  the  other  Committee  was 
limited,  and  when  I  asked  to  be  put 
on  it  I  found  it  was  not  possible  to 
be  done.  Only  certain  noble  Lords  are 
Members  of  that  Committee,  and  the 
power  of  discussing  such  Bills  as  go  be- 
fore it  is  practically  taken  away  from 
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those  noble  Lords  who  are  not  Members 
of  that  Committee.  It  is  not  in  human 
nature  to  get  up  in  this  House  and  re- 
commence a  discussion  upon  a  Bill  which 
one  knows  has  already  been  fully  dis- 
cussed upstairs.  * 

The  Marquess  or  SALISBURY :  I 
would  only  reply  to  what  my  noble 
Friend  has  said  that  that  limitation  of 
Members  appears  to  be  an  error  which  I 
think  it  might  be  very  desirable  to  cor- 
rect. I  think  any  such  result  as  he  has 
related  was  certainly  not  contemplated 
and  ought  not  to  have  taken  place. 
There  should  be  no  difficulty  in  adding 
to  a  Grand  Committee  any  noble  Lord 
who  desires  to  be  a  Member  of  it.  But 
I  cannot  admit  that  it  is  not  in  human 
nature  to  disc  ass  again  in  this  House  a 
Bill  which  has  been  already  discussed 
upstairs  in  Committee.  There  are  670 
specimens  of  human  nature  legislating  a 
little  further  down  the  House,  and  I 
believe  those  670  specimens  of  human 
nature  find  no  difficulty  in  discussing, 
and  discussing  at  considerable  length, 
Bills  which  have  previously  been  dealt 
with  upstairs. 

On  Question  agreed  to. 


House  adjourned  at  five  minutes  before 

Five  o'clock,  to  Thursday,  the   5th 

of  June  next,  a  quarter  past 

Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thursday,  22nd  May,  1890. 


Q  U  E  ST  10  NS. 

THE  EXTENSION  OF  THE  MALL. 

Me.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  when  the  extension  of  the  Mall  of 
to  Charing  Cross,  as  designed  on  the 
plans  for  the  new  Admiralty  buildings, 
will  be  proceeded  with  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunkbt,  University  of 
Dublin) :  The  extension  of  the  Mall  to 
Charing  Cross  will  be  proceeded  with  as 
soon  as  the  new  Admiralty  buildings  are 
ready  to  receive  the  officials,  who  now 
occupy  houses  which  will  have  to  be 
pulled  down  in  order  to  continue  the  line 
of  the  Mall. 

Lord  Braboume 


THE  BURIAL  SERVICE  IN  WALES. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  has  seen  a  statement  contained  in 
Truth  of  May  the  15th,  to  the  effect 
that  the  Rev.  Thomas  Ellis,  Rector  of 
Gyffin,  near  Conway,  objected  to  the 
burial  of  a  deceased  person  in  the 
churchyard,  in  which  his  wife  was  in- 
terred, unless  he  were  allowed  to  perform 
the  burial  service,  the  deceased  being  a 
non-parishioner ;  that  the  rector  endea- 
voured to  conduct  the  service  which  he 
desired,  while  a  Dissenting  Minister  was 
conducting  that  which  the  relatives 
desired  ;  and  that  the  grave  was  filled  up 
without  either  service  being  completed ; 
whether  the  contention  of  the  Rector  of 
Gyffin  that  the  law  as  it  now  stands 
authorises  a  clergyman  of  the  Church  of 
England  to  act  as  he  did  is  well  founded  ; 
and  whether,  if  that  is  the  case,  the 
Government  will  give  facilities  for  the 
passing  of  a  measure  which  will  effec- 
tually prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  a 
scene? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
the  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  rector  that  he  objected  to 
the  burial  on  the  ground  that  the 
deceased  was  not  a  parishioner  and  that 
the  churchyard  was  not  too  large  for 
the  requirements  of  the  parish.  He 
subsequently  gave  permission  and  was 
distinctly  authorised  by  the  relatives  of 
the  deceased  to  conduct  the  funeral. 
He  received  no  notice  of  burial  such  as 
the  Act  of  1880  requires  when  the 
relatives  wish  to  dispense  with  the 
Church  service.  He  was  therefore 
justified  in  assuming  that  he  was  to 
conduct  the  service,  and  is  in  no  way 
answerable  for  the  subsequent  pro- 
ceedings, which  are  much  to  be  regretted, 
and  which  might  have  been  avoided 
if  the  existing  law  had  been  duly 
observed. 

THE  LIQUOR  TRAFFIC  IN  AUSTRALIA 
AND  NEW  ZEALAND. 

Mb.  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  he  will  procure  from  the  several 
colonies  in  Australia  and  New  Zealand 
Reports  on  the  various  methods  of  regu- 
lating the  liquor  traffic  in  those  colonies 
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similar  to  the  Foreign  Office  Reports 
Noa,  78  and  154  *  on  Liquor  Traffic 
Legislation  in  the  United  States  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
fob  the  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de  Worms, 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The  Secretary 
of  State  called  for  this  information  in 
August  last  from  Canada,  the  Australian 
Colonies,  and  New  Zealand,  and  reminded 
the  Colonial  Governments  last  March. 
So  far,  Queensland  is  the  only  colony 
from  which  a  reply  has  been  received. 

SUBALTERN  OFFICERS  OF  THE 
DRAGOON  GUARDS. 

Mb.  JENNINGS  (Stockport):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  three  subaltern 
officers  of  the  2nd  Dragoon  Guards  were 
rejected  in  their  A  and  B  examination, 
at  Rawul  Pindi,  in  November  last, 
although  the  Board  and  President  agreed 
that  they  were  well  qualified  to  pass, 
and  exceptionally  fitted  for  their  work; 
whether  their  rejection  arose  from  the 
fact  that  the  President  refused  to  sign  a 
clause  certifying  that  the  candidates  were 
qualified  to  command  a  regiment  in  the 
field,  it  being  his  opinion  that  no  subal- 
tern officer,  however  able  and  industrious, 
could  possibly  be  so  qualified ;  and  why 
the  President  of  an  Examining  Board  is 
required  to  sign  such  a  clause,  seeing 
that  no  subaltern  officer  can  be  expected 
to  comply  with  its  conditions  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  All  the  examinations,  both 
at  home  and  abroad,  are  intended  to  be 
under  the  rules  laid  down  in  the  Queen's 
Regulations,  and  they  do  not  require  that 
a  subaltern  officer  should  be  qualified  to 
command  a  regiment  in  the  field.  No 
Report  has  been  received  from  India  on 
the  subject,  but  I  will  make  inquiry 
about  it. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  INDIAN  RAIL- 

WAYS. 

Mb.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool,  Aber- 
cromby) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  whether  any  new 
policy  regarding  the  raising  of  funds  for 
the  construction  of  Indian  railways  has 
been  brought  before  the  Government  of 
India  by  the  Secretary  of  State;  and 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  any 
correspondence  connected  therewith  P 


Sib  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE  (Kensing- 
ton, N.) :  Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
answers  that  question  I  should  like  to 
ask  him  another  arising  out  of  it,  of  which 
I  have  given  him  private  notice,  namely, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  representations 
have  been  made  to  the  Government  of 
India  by  local  Chambers  of  Commerce 
and  other  Representative  Bodies,  strongly 
urging  the  paramount  importance,  in  the 
interests  alike  of  the  native  population 
and  of  the  English  merchants,  manufac- 
turers, and  workmen,  of  the  opening  up  of 
the  country  by  the  extension  of  railway 
communication,  and  that  the  desire  of 
these  Bodies  is  for  that  policy,  whether 
new  or  old,  which  will  most  rapidly  and 
effectually  attain  that  end  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
fob  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst,  Chatham) : 
.In  reply  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  which  appears  upon  the 
Paper  I  can  only '  say  that  communi- 
cations as  to  the  policy  regarding  the 
raising  of  funds  for  the  construction  of 
Indian  Railways  have  passed  between 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  but  the  correspondence 
is  not  yet  complete ;  and,  therefore,  I 
cannot  make  any  statement  on  the  sub- 
ject. With  regard  to  the  question  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North  Ken- 
sington (Sir  R.  Lethbridge),  I  can  only 
state  that  the  Secretary  of  State  is  aware 
that  representations  of  the  character 
mentioned  have  been  made,  and  that 
he  will  adhere  to  the  policy  so  often 
advocated  of  promoting  the  extension 
of  Indian  Railways  as  fast  as  the  circum- 
stances will  permit. 

THE  INDIAN  CIVIL  SERVICE— AGE 
OP  CANDIDATES. 
Sib  HENRY  ROSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
in  consequence  of  the  regulations  which 
will  presently  come  into  action  in  regard 
to  the  limits  of  age  for  candidates  for 
the  higher  branch  of  the  Indian  Civil 
Service,  there  have  been  strong  expres- 
sions of  opinion  in  the  scientific  Press 
and  at  the  Universities  that  the  condi- 
tions of  the  examinations  for  this  Service 
ought  no  longer  to  continue  to  be  re- 
latively so  unfavourable  to  candidates 
whose  studies  have  been  chiefly  in 
science  as  has  hitherto  been  the  case; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  Memorial, 
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signed  by  50  distinguished  graduates 
of  the  University  of  Cambridge,  includ- 
ing several  heads  of  houses,  many  pro- 
fessors, and  a  large  number  of  fellows  of 
colleges,  has  been  presented  to  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners,  in  which  it  is 
pointed  out  that  the  position  of  the 
science  tripos  in  their  University  is  now 
practically  on  an  equal  footing  with  the 
classical  or  the  mathematical  tripos,  both 
from  its  numbers  and  from  the  awards 
assigned  by  the  colleges  to  those  of  their 
members  who  distinguish  themselves 
therein ;  and  whether  he  will  endeavour 
to  secure  that  changes  shall  be  made  for 
admission  to  the  Indian  Civil  Service 
such  as  shall  secure  more  equal  prospects 
of  success  for  those  whose  chief  studies 
have  been  in  science  than  are  at  present 
accorded  in  these  competitions  ? 

Sib  J.  GORST :  I  have  to  thank  the 
hon.  Member  for  postponing  this  ques- 
tion the  other  day.      The    answer    to 

paragraph  1  and  2  of  the  question  is  in 
the  affirmative.  Such  opinions  have  been 
expressed,  and  such  a  Memorial  ad- 
dressed to  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners, although  not  to  the  Secretary 
of  State.  The  answer  to  the  third 
paragraph  is  that  the  new  regulations 
will  shortly  be  issued,  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  believes  they  will  satisfy  the 
object  which  the  hon.  Member  desires. 

THE  SALT  REVENUE  IN  ORISSA. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  if  he  can  explain  why  the  control 
of  the  Salt  Revenue  in  Orissa  has  been 
made  over  to  the  Government  of  Madras, 
which  differs  in  essential  points  from 
that  of  Bengal,  which  rules  in  Orissa; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  although  the 
manufacture  of  salt  in  Orissa  was  till 
recent  years  one  of  the  staple  industries 
of  the  districts  of  Cuttack  and  Balasore, 
the  possession  of  salt  earth,  its  manufac- 
ture or  use  has  been  made  a  criminal 
offence  in  those  districts,  even  though 
the  people  wishing  to  use  or  manufac- 
ture it  are  willing  to  pay  the  duty ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this  pro- 
hibition has  thrown  some  20,000  persons 
put  of  employment,  and  left  large  tracts 
of  land  teeming  with  salt  earth  utterly 
valueless,  and  that  the  price  of  salt  has 
since  the  introduction  of  the  Madras 
system  increased  in  Orissa,  the  whole  of 
Sir  Henry  Eoscoe 


what  is  used  being  now  imported  from 
Liverpool  and  elsewhere,  he  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  re-introducing  the 
system  under  which  the  salt  industry 
flourished  in  Orissa,  and  again  allowing 
the  manufacture  of  Punga  salt,  subject 
to  the  usual  duties  ¥ 

Sib  J.  GORST :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  under  a  misapprehension  as  to  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  question.  The 
control  of  the  Salt  Revenue  in  Orissa 
has  not  been  made  over  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Madras — only  the  administra- 
tion. The  control  continues  under  the 
Government  of  Bengal.  The  manufac- 
ture of  salt  from  salt  earth  has  been 
prohibited,  because  it  cannot  be  carried 
on  without  a  great  amount  of  smuggling. 
It  is  expected  that  the  introduction  of 
the  Madras  system  will  make  salt 
cheaper  and  more  plentiful,  as  it  has 
done  in  Madras;  and  until  the  new 
system  has  been  fully  tried  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  revert  to  the  old  one. 

MATMAKING  IN  PRISONS. 

Mb.  QUILTER  (Suffolk,  Sudbury) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  in  how  many  prisons 
in  England  and  Wales  is  the  labour  of 
prisoners  let  out  to  tender  for  matmaking, 
and  will  he  state  the  names  of  the  pri- 
sons and  of  the  firms  who  hire  such 
labour? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
fob  the  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
StuaktWortley,  Sheffield, Hallam) :  lam 
informed  by  the  Prison  Commissioners 
that  there  are  23  prisons  in  which  the 
mats  made  are  sold  at  a  contract  price  to 
the  person  who  furnishes  the  material 
and  carriage.  The  list  is  too  long  to 
read  in  reply  to  a  question,  but  I  will 
show  it  to  the  hon.  Member  if  he  will 
confer  with  me.  With  regard  to  the  rest 
of  the  question,  I  must  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  the  answer  which  was  given 
on  the  24th  of  February  last. 

Mb.  QUILTER :  Arising  out  of  the 
answer,*  may  I  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
if  it  is  not  the  fact  that  there  is 
one  firm  (Messrs.  Goodacre  &  Co.)  who 
contract  for  the  labour  of  six  of  Her 
Majesty's  Prisons  ? 

Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY :  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  had  better  give  me 
notice  of  that  question. 
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THE  ORDNANCE  SURVEY. 

Mb.  A.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether  he  will  consent  to 
furnish  a  Return  showing  the  various 
grades  of  Civil  employed  under  the 
Ordnance  Survey,  with  the  number  in 
each  grade,  the  rate  or  rates  of  pay  as  at 
present  allowed,  and  the  terms  or  con- 
ditions and  periods  of  increase  of  pay  in 
each  grade  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  or  the  BOARD  op 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford) :  There  are  no  grades  of 
Civil  employs  on  the  Ordnance  Survey. 
The  men  are  engaged  on  day  wages  and 
employed  upon  a  variety  of  duties  in 
much  the  same  manner  as  the  men  em- 
ployed in  the  Arsenal  and  other  Govern- 
ment factories.  The  employes  are 
observers,  surveyors,  clerks,  draughts- 
men, photographers,  engravers,  smiths, 
carpenters,  bookbinders,  type  and  litho- 
graphic printers,  colourists,  and  others, 
who  could  not  well  be  graded.  As  there 
are  no  grades,  it  is  not  possible  to  give 
the  number  in  each  grade,  the  rate  or 
rates  of  pay  at  present  allowed,  and  the 
terms  or  conditions  and  periods  of  in- 
crease of  pay  in  each  grade.  A  Return 
could  be  prepared  showing  the  numbers 
employed  on  each  of  the  several  duties 
of  the  Survey,  with  their  present  rates  of 
pay,  and  the  maximum  rate  for  highly- 
skilled  labour  in  each  of  those  duties.  It 
would,  however,  involve  much  clerical 
labour,  and  I  doubt  if  it  would  be  of 
much  practical  value. 

Mb.  A.  O'CONNOR :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  lay  on  the  Table  a  state- 
ment showing  the  different  ranks  or 
classes  of  the  men  employed  under  the 
Ordnance  Survey,  whether  the  employ- 
ment is  permanent  or  temporary,  and  the 
rates  of  pay  1 

Mil  CHAPLIN :  I  will  consider  the 
question. 

THE    SWEATING  SYSTEM  IN 
MANCHESTER. 

Mb.  BROADHURSt  (Nottingham, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  whether  it  is  true  that  a 
builder,  who  had  a  Government  contract 
for  building  repairs  in  Manchester,  is  an 
absconding  bankrupt,  and  had  been 
paying  a  lower  rate  of  wages  to  the 
workmen  engaged  than  was  customary 


in  Manchester ;  and  what  steps  are  taken 
to  ascertain  the  respectability  of  firms 
before  giving  them  contracts? 

Mr.  PLUNKET:  It  is  true  that  the 
builder,  who  held  the  contract  for  the 
Board's  ordinary  works  and  repairs  in 
Manchester,  has  become  a  bankrupt  and 
is  understood  to  have  absconded.  The 
rates  of  wages  paid  by  him  to  his  work- 
men did  not  come  under  the  cognisance 
of  the  Board.  No  representation  on  the 
subject  was  ever,  made  to  the  Board  by 
the  men.  Full  inquiries  are  made 
locally  by  the  Board's  officers  as  to  the 
position  of  firms  before  any  tender  is 
accepted.  In  this  case  such  inquiries 
were  made  two  years  ago,  and  the  result- 
appeared  at  the  time  satisfactory. 

♦Mr.  C.  GRAHAM  (Lanark,  N.W.) : 
Am  I  to  infer  that  the  Government 
allow  their  contractors  to  occupy  the 
position  of  sweaters  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET :  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  a  right  to  infer  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

*Mr.  C.^GRAHAM  :  Did  I  not  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  no  inquiry  is  made  as  to  the  rate  of 
wages,  but  only  as  to  the  respectability 
of  the  firm  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET :  The  contractor  sends 
in  a  tender  for  certain  work  as  a  whole. 

*Mr.  C.  GRAHAM  :  Is  the  tender  the 
sole  thing  looked  to,  and  not  the 
position  of  the  men  who  do  the  work  for 
the  Government  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET :  The  whole  question 
of  contracts  has  been  referred  to  a 
Departmental  Committee. 

*Mr.  C.  GRAHAM:  When  are  we 
likely  to  have  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee? 

Mr.  PLUNKET :  I  cannot  say  exactly- 

THE  PONTEFRACT  HIGHWAY  BOARD. 
Mr.  AUSTIN  (York,  W.R.,  Osgold- 
cross)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of.  the 
Local  Government  Board  if  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  recent  election  of 
Way- Wardens  to  the  Pontefract  Highway 
Board,  when  two  ratepayers  were  duly 
elected  for  the  Ackworth  district ; 
whether  it  is  true,  as  stated,  that  they 
can  lawfully  sit,  but  are  not  entitled  to 
exercise  voting  power ;  and  whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  rectify  this  anomaly  in 
the  constitution  of  these  Boards  by  * 
Bill  to  abolish  any  property  qualification 
that  may  exist? 
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*The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  have 
no  information  as  to  the  facts  with  re- 
gard to  the  election  of  Way- Wardens  in 
the  case  of  the  highway  district  to  which 
reference  is  made  in  the  question.  I 
communicated  with  the  clerk  to  the 
Highway  Board  when  notice  of  the 
question  was  given,  but  have  not  as  yet 
received  any  reply.  I  infer  from  the 
question  that  the  two  ratepayers  alluded 
to  were  not  qualified  for  election,  as 
required  by  the  Statute.  Any  person 
living  in  the  parish,  or  any  adjoining 
parish,  and  having  an  estate  in 
houses  or  lands  within  the  parish, 
in  his  own  right,  or  in  right  of 
his  wife,  of  the  annual  value  of  £10,  or 
a  personal  estate  of  the  value  of  £100, 
or  being  the  occupying  tenant  of  houses 
or  lands  of  the  annual  value  of  £20, 
whether  resident  within  the  parish  or  in 
any  adjoining  parish,  is  eligible  for  elec- 
tion. I  cannot  hold  out  any  expectation 
that  the  Government  will  be  able  to 
introduce  a  Bill  during  the  present 
Session  dealing  with  the  property 
qualification  in  these  cases. 

THE  SUGAR  DUTIES. 
Colonel  HILL  (Bristol,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that,  in  view  of  the 
proposed  abolition  of  the  duties  in  the 
United  States  on  sugar  below  No.  16, 
Dutch  standard,  considerable  opposition 
on  the  part  of  the  sugar  refiners  of  that 
country  has  arisen,  because  the  intended 
protective  duty  of  nearly  £2  per  ton 
against  refined  sugar  imported  from 
abroad  would  probably  be  insufficient  to 
allow  the  American  refiners  to  compete 
on  equal  terms  with  such  imported 
refined  sugar  from  European  countries 
where  State  bounties  are  granted;  and 
whether,  under  the  circumstances,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  again  in- 
vite the  Government  of  the  United 
States  to  join  the  Sugar  Convention  1 

•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 

fob  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 

OUSSON,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :   No  Reports 

relative  to  this  alleged  opposition  have 
been  received  at  the  Foreign  Office.  It 
is  not    by   any   means   certain  in  what 


shape  the  provisions  of  the  Tariff  Bill 
now  under  discussion  will  finally  be 
settled  by  Congress.  We  have  no  ground 
for  thinking  that  a  renewed  invitation  to 
the  United  States  Government  to  join  in 
a  Convention  on  this  subject  would  be 
successful. 

THE  IMMIGRATION  COMMUTE?. 

Mb.  O.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  what  steps  have  been 
taken  to  carry  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Immigration  Committee  of  1889 ; 
and  what  measures  have  been  taken  to 
ensure  the  Return  by  the  masters  of 
incoming  vessels  of  the  number  of  aliens 
on  board,  as  provided  by  the  Act  6  Will. 
4,  c.  11,  s.  2? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  aware  that  a  somewhat  similar  ques- 
tion was  answered  on  the  16th  inst.  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  who  explained  what 
steps  were  being  taken  to  procure  statis- 
tical information  at  the  ports,   both  at 
home  and  abroad,  under  the  powers  given 
by  the  Alien  Act.    The  Commissioners 
of  Her  Majesty's  Customs  have  given 
instructions  to  their  officers  at  all  ports 
where  alien  steerage  and  deck  passengers 
are  likely  to  arrive  to  require  from  the 
masters  of  vessels  declarations  of  aliens, 
as  provided  by  the  Act.     The  officers  of 
Customs  have  also  been  instructed   to 
send  monthly  to  the  Board  of  Trade  a 
Return  of  the  number  of  aliens  arriving 
here,  as  shown  by  the   Ships'  Reports. 
The   Foreign  Office   has  also  been   re- 
quested to  instruct  Her  Majesty's  Consuls 
resident  on  the  Continent  to  report  any 
information  they  may  obtain  as  to  the 
emigration  of  destitute  persons  to  the 
United  Kingdom. 

♦Mb.   BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
Do  they  send  in  Reports  ? 

Mb.    MATTHEWS:  Yes;    I  believe 
they  do. 

•Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  whether  any  steps  are 
being  taken  to   enforce  the  other  pro- 
visions of  the  Alien  Act  in  reference  to 
steerage  and  deck  passengers  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  No,  Sir. 

•Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  Why  do  the 
Government  enforce  one  part  of  the 
Statute,  and  dispense  with  the  rest  ? 


1569 


Poor  Rate 


{May  22,  1890}         Defaulters  in  Govan.      1570 


Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  There  k  no  dis- 
pensation that  I  am  aware  of.  The 
information  which  the  House  and  the 
public  desire  is  being  collected. 

MINING  RIGHTS  IN    SOUTH    AFRICA. 

Mb.  WEBB  (Waterford,  W)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  the  mining 
rights,  with  easements  of  wood,  water, 
and  grazing,  west  of  the  Limpopo  River, 
from  the  Transvaal  border  to  a  boundary 
five  miles  west  of  the  Notwane,  its 
tributary,  over  an  area  extending  20 
miles  north  and  south,  have  been  con- 
ceded by  Sechele,  Chief  of  the  Bakwenas 
and  Barkatlas,  to  a  Mr.  James  Arthur 
Nicolls,  a  British  subject ;  and-  whether 
such  concession  was  registered  in  the 
office  of  the  Administrator  of  British 
Bechuanaland  in  March  or  April,  1868  ? 
•Babon  H.  de  WORMS :  Sechele,  the 
Chief  of  the  Bakwenas,  gave  a  concession 
to  Mr.  Nicolls  in  the  country  of  his 
neighbour  Lenchwe,  the  Chief  of  the 
Bakhatla.  The  latter  refused  to  recog- 
nise the  concession,  or  allow  any  work 
to  be  done  under  it.  Sir  Sidney  Shippard 
intimated  to  the  concessionaires  that  no 
pressure  would  be  brought  to  bear  on 
Lenchwe  in  their  favour,  and  that,  if  the 
Chief  psrsisted  in  his  refusal  to  allow 
gold-prospecting  in  his  county,  the  conces- 
sionaires would  have  no  alternative  but 
to  abandon  their  enterprise.  A  copy  of 
the  concession  may  be  in  Sir  S. 
Shippard's  office,  but  it  has  not  been 
"registered"  there,  if  that  phrase  is 
intended  to  imply  any  recognition  of  it. 
Sir  S.  Shippard's  action  has  been 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Mb.  A.  O'CONNOR :  Has  such  a  con- 
cession been  registered  ?  , 

•Babon  H.  de  WORMS :  No,  Sir ;  it 
could  not  be  registered  if  it  was  not 
granted  by  a  person  who  had  a  right  to 
grant  it. 

CONCESSION  IN  BECHUANALAND. 

Mb.  A.  O'CONNOR :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  a  concession  of  mineral  rights 
over  an  area  of  20  miles  square,  adjoin- 
ing the  Southern  boundary  of  and  within 
his  territory  adjacent  to  Reitfontein, 
South- West  of  Lake  Ngami,  was  made 
by  Moremi,  Chief  of  the  Western 
Bamaugwelos,  at  De  Nokane,  Tonke 
River,  tocertain  British  subjects  in  August, 


1888 ;  whether  the  said  concession  was 
notified  in  September,  1888,  to  Sir 
Sydney  Shippard,  Administrator  of 
British  Bechuanaland,  or  to  any  other 
British  officer;  whether  the  Colonial 
Office  recognise  the  said  concession  ;  and 
whether  any  negotiations  already  com- 
pleted or  now  pending  with  the  German 
Government  will  directly  or  indirectly 
affect  this  and  similar  concessions  by 
Moremi  or  other  African  Chiefs  North  of 
Bechuanaland  ? 

Babon  H.  de  WORMS  :  It  is  believed 
that  some  concession  of  this  nature  was 
obtained  in  1888,  but,  if  such  be  the  case, 
it  has  not  been  communicated  to  the 
Colonial  Office,  or,  so  far  as  is  known,  to 
the  Bechuanaland  Government,  and  it 
follows  that  no  recognition  has  been 
given  by  the  Colonial  Office.  As  regards 
the  last  paragraph  of  the  question,  I  am 
unable  to  give  the  hon.  Member  any 
further  answer  than  that  given  on  Tues- 
day by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 

Mb.  A.  O'CONNOR :  Do  the  Govern- 
ment adhere  to  the  answer  given  in  this 
House  on  the  9th  of  June,  1888,  that  the 
sphere  of  British  influence  in  that  latitude 
extends  to  20  deg.  East  longitude  ? 

Babon  H.  de  WORMS :  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  give  notice  of  that 
question. 

POOR  RATE  DEFAULTERS  IN  GOVAN. 

Mb.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if  he  can  state 
how  many  poor  rate  defaulters  there 
were  in  the  combination  of  Govan,  Scot- 
land, on  the  20th  June,  1889 ;  how  many 
of  them  subsequently  paid  their  rates ; 
what  was  the  amount  due  on  the  said 
date ;  and  what  was  the  amount  ultimately 
lost  to  the  funds  of  the  combination 
through  defaulters  during  the  year ;  and 
also  the  same  particulars  with  regard  to 
the  barony  and  city  parishes  of  Glasgow 
respectively  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robebtson,  Bute) :  I  have  already  given 
the  hon.  Member  this  information,  as  re- 
gards the  combination  of  Govan.  In  the 
barony  parishes  the  number  of  defaulters 
was  12,624,  of  whom  626  subsequently 
paid.  The  amount  due  was  £1,155  2s.  5£d., 
and  the  amount  ultimately  lost  was 
£1,059  13s.  4Jd.  In  the  city  parish  the 
figures  are  respectively  8,780,  228, 
£879  0s.  3d.  and  £857  7s.  6d. 
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THE  POSTAL  SERVICE. 

Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  there  is  any  rule  iu 
the  Postal  Service  prohibiting  a  post- 
master from  being  a  member  of  a  Town 
Council  1 

*The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikbs,  Cambridge  University) :  In  reply 
to  the  hon.  Baronet  I  have  to  state  that 
there  is  no  rule  prohibiting  a  postmaster 
from  being  a  member  of  a  Town  Council 
in  a  borough  in  which  he  resides,  pro- 
vided his  official  duties  are  not  inter- 
fered with  thereby. 

Sre  J  SWINBURNE :  Does  the  same 
rule  apply  to  Town  Councils  that  have 
become  County  Councils  under  the  Local 
Government  Act  ? 

•Mb.  RAIKES:  There  is  a  general 
rule  prohibiting  all  Civil  servants  from 
becoming  members  of  County  Councils. 

MILITIA   DRILL. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeenshire, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether,  in  view  of  the  admitted 
preference  of  the  great  majority  of 
Militia  commanding  officers  for  the  old 
system  of  preliminary  drill,  he  will 
consider  the  question  of  allowing  the 
Regulations  to  be  elastic,  so  that  battalions 
which  are  unable  to  obtain  recruits  under 
present  arrangements  may  resort  to  the 
former  plan  ? 

•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  In  February 
last  I  presented  to  this  House  a  very 
valuable  Report  on  the  Militia,  and  at 
pages  17  to  19  my  hon.  Friend  will  find 
the  question  of  preliminary  drill  fully 
discussed.  The  Regulations  allow  of  pre- 
liminary drill  when  a  minimum  number 
of  recruits  elect  to  be  so  drilled;  but 
it  is  held  to  be  of  great  importance  for 
recruiting  that  the  option  should  rest 
with  the  men,  and  from  the  Report  it 
appears  that  80  per  cent,  of  them  prefer 
to  drill  at  the  depdt  at  a  time  when  work 
is  slack  and  their  wage-earning  power 
at  its  lowest. 

Da.  FARQUHARSON  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that,  as  this  question  affects  very 
much  the  interests  of  recruiting  for  the 
Militia  in  my  county,  I  will  direct 
attention  to  the  question  upon  the 
Vote. 


8MUGGLING. 

Mb.  NOLAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  how  many 
seizures  of  smuggled  goods  were  made 
by  Customs  officials  in  the  year  1879  and 
the  year  1889 ;  also  the  number  of 
seizures  made  by  the  Excise  officials  in 
the  latter  year  after  the  smuggled  goods 
had  run  the  gauntlet  of  the  Customs  ; 
and  what  steps  he  proposes  to  take  to 
check  smuggling,  in  the  interests  of 
legitimate  trade  and  the  revenues  of  the 
country  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  number  of 
seizures  of  smuggled  goods  made 
by  Customs  officials  in  1879  and 
1889  were  1,307  and  4,756  respectively, 
while  157  seizures  wera  further 
effected  by  the  Excise  officials  in 
the  latter  year,  consisting  principally  of 
small  quantities  of  tobacco  taken  from 
sailors  in  Liverpool  public  houses.  The 
increase  in  the  number  of  seizures  is 
due  chiefly  to  the  introduction  of  new 
arrangements  in  1888  for  checking  petty 
smuggling,  and  it  does  not  appear  neces- 
sary to  add  to  the  measures  which  have 
produced  so  satisfactory  a  result. 

H.M.S.  ICARU8. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he 
has  yet  received  any  Report  from 
Admiral  Sir  W.  Dowell,  K.C.B.,  as  to  the 
inquiry  held  into  the  conduct  of  Com- 
mander Annesley  on  board  the  Icarus ; 
and  whether  he  can  state  the  result  of 
such  inquiry  ? 

•The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  The  Report  of  the  Court  of 
Inquiry  has  been  carefully  considered 
by  the  Admiralty.  The  investigation 
was  a  full  one,  and  both  officers  and  men 
had  every  opportunity  of  giving  evidence 
upon  the  charges  formulated  in  a  letter 
written  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  which 
placed  in  a  tangible  and  compact  form 
the  various  allegations  made  by  certain 
newspapers  against  Commander  An- 
nesley. Evidence  was  produced  in  sup- 
port of  the  charge,  that  a  punishment 
not  recognised  in  the  Service  had  been 
inflicted  upon  a  writer  named  Cecil  Dean, 
though  it  was  asserted  that  the  writer 
had  been  guilty  of  grossly  insubordinate 
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and  mutinous  conduct.  I  have  therefore 
directed  a  charge  to  be  made  on  this 
count  against  Commander  Annesley,  to 
be  tried  by  Court  Martial,  in  order  that 
the  whole  facts  of  the  case  may  be  elicited. 
The  other  charges  were  either  not  sup- 
ported by  reliable  evidence  or  were  of 
such  a  trivial  character  as  not  to  call  for 
further  action. 

ZULU  AFFAIRS. 
Me.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  two  telegrams  of  23rd  January 
and  1st  February,  18$9,  referred  to  in 
Sir  A.  E.  Havelock's  (Despatch  of  11th 
February  of  that  year,  on  Zulu  affairs ; 
and  whether  he  can  state  exactly  what 
proposal  is  referred  to  in  the  following 
paragraph  of  Lord  Knutsford's  telegram 
to  Sir  A.  Havelock  of  5th  February, 
,  1889,  which  paragraph  has  been  omitted 
from  that  telegram  as  printed  in  the 
Blue  Book,  but  appears  incidentally  else- 
where : — 

"In  answer  to  your  telegram  of  the  1st 
February  proposed  removal  of  Dinizulu  by 
force  or  surreptitiously  undesirable," 

and  by  whom  such  a  proposal  was 
made? 
•Baron  H.  db  WORMS  :  Dinizulu  had 
appealed  to  the  Privy  Council  against 
the  validity  of  the  Warrant  by  which, 
under  Colonial  Law,  he  had  been  removed 
for  trial  in  Zululand  from  Natal,  where 
he  was  in  legal  custody.  The  Secretary 
of  State,  by  the  telegram  of  January  23, 
suggested  that,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  should  be  sent  back  to  the  custody  of 
the  Natal  Police.  The  Governor,  in 
reply,  stated  in  the  telegram  of  February 
1st  that  there  was  no  way  of  sending 
him  back  except  by  force  or  surreptitiously, 
and  asked  whether  it  was  wished  that 
that  oourse  should  be  taken.  It  is  fair 
to  the  Governor  to  state  that  he  did  not 
advocate  this  step;  and  the  answer  to 
his  question  was  given  in  the  negative, 
as  quoted  by  my  hon.  Friend.  The 
telegrams  contained  other  confidential 
matters,  and  were  not  intended  for  pub- 
lication. No  action  was  taken  upon  the 
suggestion  I  have  mentioned,  which  was 
in  any  event  unnecessary ;  for  as  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  subsequently 
advised  a  Warrant,  in  substance  the  same 
as  that  under  which  Dinizulu  was  removed, 
might  lawfully  have  been  made  under 


Section  35  of  the  Fugitive  Offenders 
Act,  so  that  his  grievance  was  technical 
and  his  injury  (if  any)  only  nominal.  I 
shall  be  happy  to  show  the  telegrams  to 
my  hon.  Friend,  but  it  seems  unnecessary 
to  publish  them. 

FLASHING  SIGNALS—ADMIRAL 
COLOMB'S  INVENTION. 
Mr.  BALLANTINE  (Coventry ) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  . 
whether,  since   Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  decided  that  Admiral  Colomb's 
claims  in  respect   of  his    invention  of 
flashing  signals  were  barred  by  a  docu- 
ment in  the  following  terms,  which  he 
signed  in  January,  1870,  and  gave  to  the 
then  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Lord  Northbrook,  in   receipt  for  £500 
paid  him — 

"  In  discharge  of  all  claims  on»  account  of 
signal  arrangements  for  land  service  and  for 
joint  Naval  and  Military  use," 

the  First  Lord  has  had  submitted 
to  him  a  letter  from  Lord  Northbrook 
stating  that  the  document  was  not  in- 
tended to  have  the  effect  attributed  to  it, 
and  a  copy  of  a  legal  opinion  of  Sir  H. 
James,  dated  February,  1890,  in  the 
following  terms : — 

"Admiral  Colomb  had  not,  in  either  letter 
or  spirit,  accepted  the  sums  received  by  him  in 
full  satisfaction  of  all  his  claims ; " 

and  whether  the  question  referred  to 
the  Treasury  for  consideration  is  still 
the  validity  of  Admiral  Colomb's  claim 
for  compensation,  or  solely  the  amount 
of  such  compensation? 

Loed  G.HAMILTON:  Admiral  Colomb 
has  submitted  to  the  Admiralty  the 
Papers  referred  to ;  but,  as  the  question 
of  this  officer's  claims  is  still  under  con- 
sideration, I  must  decline  to ,  make  any 
statement  as  to  the  action  taken  by  the 
Admiralty  in  the  matter. 

BETTING  TELEGRAMS. 
Mb.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  :  1  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  an  article  in 
the  New  York  Herald,  London  edition, 
of  13th  May,  on  "The  Post  Office  and 
Betting ; "  whether  he  could  have  a 
Return  prepared  showing  the  proportion 
of  betting  telegrams  to  the  rest  of  the 
messages  conveyed  through  the  Post 
Office  telegraphs ;  whether  it  is  true  that 
at  a  great  many  offices  more  than 
half  the  business  done  is  betting  busi- 
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ness,  and  on  the  days  of  great  races  the 
more  legitimate  messages  are  greatly  u 
delayed  by  the  mass  of  telegrams  which 
come  pouring  into  and  from  betting 
agencies ;  and  whether  he  sees  his  way 
to  prevent  this  use  of  the  Telegraph 
Department  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES :  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  desirable  or  proper  for  me  to  dis- 
criminate between  the  different  classes 
of  telegrams  intrusted  to  the  Post  Office 
for  transmission,  and  I  could  not,  there- 
fore, undertake  to  prepare  such  a  Return 
as  that  asked  for.  I  have  no  reason  to 
think  that  what  the  hon.  Member  terms 
"  legitimate  messages"  are  delayed  by 
"  betting  telegrams."  Every  endeavour 
is  made  by  the  Telegraph  Department  to 
meet  any  pressure  of  business;  but  I  shall 
be  ghd  to  consider  any  suggestions 
which  the  hon.  Member  may  wish  to 
make  to  the  Department  in  connection 
with  this  subject. 

Mr.  S.  SMITH:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  third 
paragraph  of  the  question,  as  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  business  at  many  of  the 
offices,  and  the  delay  of  the  more  legiti- 
mate business. 

*Mr.  RAIKES :  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  answer  the  question.  I  have  already 
pointed  out  that  it  is  not  in  accordance 
with  the  duties  of  the  Department  to 
discriminate  between  business  of  one 
kind  and  another. 

THE  ALKALI  ACT. 

Sir  L.  PLAYF^IR  (Leeds,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether,  in  view  of 
the  recent  establishment  in  Lancashire, 
and  elsewhere,  of  an  important  manu- 
facturing process  for  the  extraction  of 
sulphur  from  the  tank-waste  of  alkali 
works,  steps  will  be  taken  to  include 
this  and  similar  operations  involving  the 
production  of  noxious  gases  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Alkali  Act  ? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE  :  This  matter  has  been 
receiving  my  attention,  and  I  have  given 
directions  for  the  preparation  of  a  Bill 
on  the  subject. 

« 

CHRIST'S  HOSPITAL. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Edu- 
cation if  any  steps  have  as  yet  been 
Mr.  S.  Smith 


taken  to  create  the  body  of  43  by  which 
the  new  and  much  enlarged  Christ's 
Hospital  will  in  future  be  administered  ; 
and  whether  it  has  been  arranged  that 
the  two  Members,  each  representing  the 
Universities  of  Oxford,  Cambridge,  and 
London  respectively,  shall  be  named 
before  the  commencement  of  their  long 
vacations  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Habt  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  My  right  hon.  Friend  will  see 
that,  until  the  scheme  has  received  Her 
Majesty's  assent  in  Council,  it  would  be 
premature  to  take  any  such  steps  or  to 
make  any  such  arrangements  as  those 
suggested  by  the  question. 

TELEGRAMS  AT  RAILWAY  STATIONS. 

Sir  J.  SWINBURNE :  I  beg  to  ask 
tho  Postmaster  General  whether  he  will 
give  his  consent  to  the  issue  of  a  Return 
of  the  names  of  all  Railway  Stations 
in  the  United  Kingdom  at  which  the 
Railway  Companies  undertake  to  receive 
telegrams  for  transmission  from  the 
public;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
give  instructions  that  a  list  of  all  such 
Railway  Stations  shall  be  published  in 
future  editions  of  the  Postal  Guide  ? 

♦Mb.  RAIKES :  I  do  not  think  such  a 
Return  as  that  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  of  public  utility ;  but 
I  shall  be  happy  to  consider  whether  the 
information  already  given  in  pages  33 
to  122  of  the  Post  Office  Guide  cannot 
be  made  more  complete  in  this  respect. 
I  may  mention  that  the  Index  to  Brad- 
shaw's  Guide  shows  all  the  stations  at 
which  public  telegraph  business  is 
transacted  on  behalf  of  the  Postmaster 
General. 

MISSION  STATIONS  ON  LAKE  NYASSA . 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  information 
has  reached  him  that  the  Mission 
Stations  of  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland 
and  the  London  Missionary  Society  at 
Bandawe*  and  other  stations  northward 
on  Lake  Nyassa  have  received  no  mails 
or  letters  since  October  1889;  whether 
those  mails  have  been  detained  by  the 
Portuguese  Authorities  at  Quilimane ;  and 
whether  representations  will  be  made  to 
the  Portuguese  Government  to  prevent 
the  detention  of  mails  in  the  future  1 


1577 


The  Naval 


{Mat  22,  1890} 


Reserve. 


1578 


•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  Owing  to  the 
recent  disturbed  condition  of  certain 
portions  of  territory  in  the  regions  men- 
tioned postal  irregularities  must  have 
occurred;  but  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  no  information  directly 
bearing  out  the  statement  made  in  the 
hon.  Member's  question.  The  matter  will, 
however,  be  inquired  into. 

GREECE—NEW  TARIFF. 
Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley) :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  when  the  fiscal  changes 
which  have  been  arranged  for  in  the 
Convention  with  the  Kingdom  of  Greece 
will  come  into  operation ;  and  whether 
the  reductions  in  the  tariff  on  imported 
articles,  conceded  by  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment, as  explained  in  the  Budget  speech 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  will 
be  limited  to  British  productions,  or 
whether  the  like  advantages  will  be 
enjoyed  by  any  other  countries  under 
the  "  most  favoured  nation  "  conditions  ] 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON:  The  British 
duty  on  currants  was  reduced  on  May  1 . 
1  believe  that  the  reciprocal  reductions 
in  the  Greek  tariff  came  into  force  a  day 
or  two  later.  Those  reductions  will  apply 
also  to  the  importations  from  other  coun- 
tries which  have  a  right  under  Treaty 
to  the  privileges  of  the  most  favoured 
nation,  and  which  do  not  enjoy  similar 
terms  by  separate  Conventions.  But  the 
articles  in  the  Greek  tariff  selected  for 
reduction  were  those  which  are  imported 
in  the  largest  measure  from  this  country, 
and  upon  which,  according  to  those  best 
informed,  the  greatest  benefit  would  be 
conferred  on  British  trade. 

WESTMINSTER  HALL. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  whether  it 
has  been  brought  to  his  notice  that,  last 
Monday  night,  a  heavy  piece  of  a  stone 
heraldic  animal  suddenly  fell  from  the 
exterior  of  this  building  close  to  the 
entrance  to  Westminster  Hall,  in  Old 
Palace  Yard ;  that,  not  many  days  ago, 
a  portion  of  the  ornamental  stonework 
fell  close  to  the  Members'  Entrance ;  and 
that  another  portion  of  the  stonework 
was  detached  in  New  Palace  Yard ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  danger  to  the 
lives  and  limbs  of  Members  and  others 
from   such   accidents,  he  will  cause  an 


investigation  to  be  made  into  the  condi- 
tion of  the  exterior  ornamental  stone* 
work? 

Mb.  PLUNKET :  It  is  true  that  a 
piece  of  stone  which  formed  the 
shoulder  of  the  Unicorn  at  St.  Stephen's 
Entrance  fell  on  Monday  night  last.  An 
examination  shows  that  there  had  been 
a  defect  (technically  called  a  "  vent")  in 
the  stone  which  would  not  be  easily  seen 
when  in  position.  This  portion  of  the 
building  was  examined  and  repaired 
from  top  to  bottom  in  1878,  and  is  in 
good  condition  with  the  exception  of  the 
two  heraldic  figures,  which  have  a 
weather-worn  appearance  and  have 
evidently  been  carved  out  of  soft  stone. 
These  figures  will  be  renewed  within  the 
present  year.  It  is  also  the  fact  that  a 
piece  of  the  ornamental  stonework  at 
the  entrance  of  the  Star  Chamber  Court 
fell  a  few  days  since.  Steps  have  already 
been  taken  for  an  examination  and 
repair  of  these  portions  of  the  building 
during  the  Whitsuntide  Recess.  A 
complete  examination  and  repair  of  the 
whole  of  the  stone  work  of  the  Palace  is  in 
progress,  and  upwards  of  three-fourths 
of  it  has  been  finished,  the  workmen 
being  at  present  engaged  on  the  Victoria 
Tower.  I  may,  however,  observe  that 
in  a  highly  ornamental  structure,  such 
as  the  Houses  of  Parliament,  it  is  impos- 
sible to  discover  every  defect  that  may 
exist  in  the  carved  stonework,  however 
carefully  the  examination  may  be  made. 

Db.  TANNER :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  whether  the  architect  of 
this  extremely  ugly  new  building  has 
been  retained  for  the  science  and  art 
building  in  Dublin  ? 

[No  reply  was  given.] 

THE  NAVAL  RESERVE. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  there  have  been  complaints  of 
the  annoyance  caused  by  the  firing,  by 
the  Naval  Reserve,  of  heavy  guns  on  the 
shore  at  New  Brighton,  Liverpool; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  as  the  result  of 
the  firing  serious  damage  has  been  done 
to  property  in  the  neighbourhood ;  and 
whether,  if  on  inquiry  he  finds  these 
complaints  to  be  well  founded,  he  will 
take  steps  to  have  the  firing  carried  on 
further  westward  on  the  coast,  where  no 
annoyance  would  result  ? 
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•Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  The  Royal 
Naval  Reserve  are  in  the  habit  of  prac- 
tising from  a  nine  pounder  field  gun 
from  the  beach  at  New  Brighton,  but  no 
complaints  on  the  subject  have  reached 
the  Admiralty.  It  seems  improbable 
that  the  firing  of  a  gun  of  this  size, 
whose  maximum  charge  of  powder  is 
under  2  lbs.,  could  inflict  serious  damage 
to  property  in  the  vicinity,  but  I  have 
directed  an  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the 
circumstances. 

THE  BOARD  OF  CUSTOMS. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  view  of  the  evidence  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Customs 
before  the  Commission  on  Civil  Estab- 
lishments, that  three  Surveyor  Generals 
of  Customs  were  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  duties  of  that  Department,  and  provi- 
sion for  this  number  is  made  in  the 
Estimates,  in  filling  up  the  vacant  office, 
due  regard  will  be  given  to  the  practical 
experience  in  Custom  House  work  of  the 
officers  in  the  out-door  department  of 
that  Service  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  My  hon.  Friend 
may  rely  that  if  it  be  found  necessary  to 
make  an  appointment  to  the  post  men- 
tioned the  Commissioners  of  Customs  will 
give  due  regard  to  all  the  qualifications 
necessary  to  ensure  the  selection  of  the 
most  efficient  officers. 

BREACHES  OP  THE  FACTORY  ACTS. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM :  I 
heg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  he  will  make 
inquiries  into  alleged  breaches  of  the 
Factory  Acts  in  the  West  Drayton  and 
Iver  brickfields,  whereby  men  are  com- 
pelled to  work  without  meal  hours  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Chief  Inspector  of  Factories  that  no 
complaints  have  reached  him.  If  the 
matter  complained  of  relates  to  the  em- 
ployment of  men  only,  it  would  not  be 
within  the  scope  of  the  Factory  Act, 
which  in  no  way  interferes  with  the 
labour  of  men,  and  their  hours  of  meals. 

TUBERCULOSIS. 

Mr.  J.  P.  SMITH  (Lanark,  Partick)  :  I 

beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 

Government  Board  whether  he  is  aware 

that  during  the  last  few  months,  in  the 


greater  number  of  the  cities  and  towns 
in  the  country,  the  carcasses  of  animals 
found  to  have  been  affected,  however 
slightly,  with  tuberculosis  are  now  con- 
demned as  unfit  for  human  food, 
although  the  scientific  inquiry  which  fche 
Government  is  now  instituting  will 
probably  occupy  many  months ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  under 
this  system  the  loss  to  the  butchers  is 
the  same  as  if  it  had  been  already  deter- 
mined that  such  meat  is  harmful  as 
food,  the  Government  will  consider  the 
question  of  compensating  the  butchers 
whose  carcasses  are  destroyed  before  the 
inquiry  has  been  completed  ? 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON :  Has  the  in- 
quiry mentioned  in  the  question  yet  been 
held,  and  on  what  lines  is  it  to  be  carried 
on? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  am  aware  that  it 
has  been  stated  that  carcasses  of  animals 
affected  by  tuberculosis  are  condemned 
as  unfit  for  human  food,  although  I  have 
no  official  information  on  the  subject.  I 
am  afraid  I  cannot  come  under  any 
engagement  such  as  that  asked  for  in  the 
latter  portion  of  the  question.  As  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  no  doubt  aware,  the 
Government  are  not  empowered  to  award 
compensation  in  such  cases. 

IRELAND -Mb.  GEORGE  S  ANDES. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  Mr.  George  Sandes, 
late  J.P.  for  the  County  of  Kerry,  is 
Receiver,  under  an  order  of  Judges  Monro 
and  Boyd,  for  the  estates  of  The  Fitz- 
Maurice,  G.  E.  Collis,  osquire,  The 
O'Donohue,  and  of  other  gentlemen ; 
and  whether  it  is  contemplated  to  remove 
him  from  these  Receiverships,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  he  has  been  removed  from 
the  Magistracy? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  appointment  and  removal 
of  Receivers  under  the  Land  Judges' 
Court  is  vested  in  the  Court,  and  the 
Executive  Government  have  no  right  to 
make  any  communication  to  the  Judges 
with  regard  to  the  exercise  of  their 
judicial  functions. 

THE  LAND  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  BYRNE  (Wicklow,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of    Ireland  whether  he   is 
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aware  that  on  the  24th  April  last  the 
land  Commissioners  (No.  6  Sub-Com- 
mission), whilst  inspecting  holdings  on 
the  Greaves  Cathrew  Estate  at  Dunard, 
Baltinglass  Union,  County  Wicklow, 
drove  the  landlord  and  his  bailiff  from 
holding  to  holding  on  the  Commissioners' 
oar,  although  they  were  visiting  the  lands 
in  their  judicial  and  official  capacity ; 
that,  although  the  tenant  gave  evidence 
as  to  value  and  produced  an  experi- 
enced valuer,  the  landlord  elected  not  to 
do  so ;  whether  the  judicial  rents  fixed 
by  Land  Commissioners  on  the  holdings 
of  Francis  and  Thomas  Bedding  were 
22J  and  47£  per  cent,  over  the  Govern- 
ment valuation;  whether  the  rents  on 
the  Bookey  estate,  adjoining  Beddings' 
land,  were  reduced  to  from  35  to  50  per 
cent,  below  the  Government  valuation  ; 
and,  if  he  can  explain  this  difference  in 
the  judicial  rents  on  adjoining  estates  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECBETABY  foe  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.):  The  Land  Commissioners  report 
that  the  Assistant  Commissioners  who 
inspected  the  holdings  on  Mr.  Graves 
Cathrew's  property  at  Donard  state  that 
as  Mr.  Cathrew  had  no  conveyance  they, 
after  inspecting  one  holding,  asked  him 
to  accept  a  seat  on  their  car  to  the  other 
holdings,  which  were  some  distance  off. 
They  did  so  it  order  to  save  the  time 
which  would  have  been  lost  by  driving 
on  and  waiting  for  Mr.  Cathrew.  It  was 
getting'late'and  they'had  other  holdings  to 
inspect.  The  Commissioners  think  that 
•the  Assistant  Commissioners,  under  the 
circumstances,  acted  properly  in  giving 
Mr.  Cathrew  a  seat  on  the  car.  The 
Assistant  Commissioners,  having  heard 
the  evidence  in  Court,  and  inspected  the 
holdings,  and  considered  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  fixed  what  they  con- 
sidered fair  rents.  The  Commissioners 
cannot  enter  into  any  statement  con- 
cerning the  judicial  rents  fixed  by  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  or  by  them- 
selves in  Court  in  the  exercise  of  judicial 
functions. 

Mb.  BYRNE:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  think  that  the  proceeding  of 
the  Commissioners  was  a  proper  one? 
Acting  as  they  were  as  Judges,  was  it 
right  that  they  should  favour  either  one 
side  or  the  other? 

•Mr.  SPEAKEB :  Order,  order !    The 
hon.  Member  is  asking  for  an  expression 
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of  opinion  which  is  not  within  the  limits 
of  a  question. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOB  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
Is  it  not  usual  on  such  occasions  for  the 
landlord  to  provide  himself  with  a  car  ? 
Is  it  upon  record  that  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners ever  gave  a  tenant  such  a  ride 
upon  a  car  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  am  not 
aware  that  such  questions  are  made  a 
matter  of  record. 

LIGHT  BAILWAY8  IN  DONEGAL. 

Mr.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
askthe  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
the  Commission  appointed  by  the  Board 
of  Works  to  inquire  into  schemes  for 
light  railways  in  County  Donegal  agreed 
to  a  unanimous  Report;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  Copy  of  the  minority 
Beport? 

Mr.  JACKSON  ;  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  defer  the  question  until  to- 
morrow. 

NEW    TIPPERARY. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is 
the  fact  that,  on  the  21st  April  last,  when 
Father  Humphry  stood  talking  to  Mi\ 
Gill,  of  Nenagh  (in  streets  of  New  Tip- 
perary), the  policeman,  who  is  alleged 
to  have  told  them  rudely  to  "  move  on," 
and  was  asked  his  name,  gave  the  name 
of  Moran,  though  his  true  name  is 
Leonard ;  did  he  refuse  to  say  where  he 
was  stationed,  and  why ;  what  are  the 
regulations  of  the  Force  as  to  giving 
their  name  and  address  when  asked ;  is 
it  the  fact  that,  on  the  22nd  April,  a 
policeman  followed  Father  Humphry  and 
whistled  after  him  in  an  insulting  man- 
ner, and  refused  to  give  his  name,  but 
on  another  occasion  gave  it  as  Wilson 
Williams,  though  in  a  prosecution  in 
Court  swore  his  name  was  William 
Welsh;  has  the  duty  been  especially 
assigned  to  this  constable,  William 
Welsh,  to  walk  by  Father  Humphry's 
side  and  keep  step  with  him,  whilst 
another  constable  walks  a  few  feet  be- 
hind keeping  step  with  them ;  and,  what 
is  the  name  of  the  second  constable  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  On  April  22nd 
Constable  Leonard  told  the  rev.  gentle- 
man to  move  away,  he  having  spoken  to 
the  constable  in  an  insulting  manner 
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when  he  was  in  the  discharge  of  his 
duty.  The  clergyman  did  not  ask  the 
constable  for  his  name,  nor  did  the  latter 
give  a  false  name,  nor  refuse  to  state 
where  he  was  stationed.  There  is  no 
rule  requiring  a  constable  to  give  his 
name  and  address  when  asked,  but  it  is 
customary  to  do  so  when  a  reasonable 
request  is  made  for  it.  The  statement  in 
paragraph  4  of  the  question  is  not  a 
fact.  On  the  21st  April  Constable 
Wilson  was  spoken  to  by  Father 
Humphry  for,  as  alleged,  whistling 
after  him,  and  on  that  occasion  when  the 
rev.  gentleman  asked  him  for  his  name 
he  declined  to  give  it,  stating  that  the 
allegation  was  not  the  case.  On  that 
occasion  the  constable  was  engaged  on 
duty  unconnected  with  the  rev.  gentle- 
man. On  another  occasion  when  he  was 
on  engaged  on  duty  connected  with  the 
rev.  gentleman  he  gave  his  proper  name. 
He  never  swore  in  any  Court  that  his 
name  was  Walsh.  The  rev.  gentleman 
was  watched  by  the  police  because  he 
was  believed  to  be  engaged  in  promoting 
the  illegal  practice  of  boycotting  in 
Tipperary.  The  constable  referred  to 
in  the  last  paragraph  appeared  to  be 
Dempsey. 

Mb.  SCHWANN:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  prepared  to  assert  that  Father 
Humphry  is  taking  active  steps  to  incite 
the  tenants  against  the  payment  of  rent 
in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  rev. 
gentleman  has  written  a  letter  to  the 
papers  admitting  it. 
•Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.R, 
Holmnrth):  If  a  constable  refuses  to 
give  his  name,  will  steps  be  taken  to 
require  him  to  do  so  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  imagine 
that  if  a  case  were  brought  before  the 
Police  Authorities,  in  which  a  constable 
refused  to  give  his  name  when  asked  to 
do  so,  under  reasonable  circumstances, 
they  would  deal  with  it. 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consent 
to  the  Irish  Constabulary  being  num- 
bered as  they  are  in  Belfast  and  Dublin  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  A  similar 
question  was  put  to  me  the  other  day, 
and  I  said  the  matter  had  often  come  on 
for  discussion  in  this  House  without 
a  decision  being  arrived  at.  It  is  im- 
possible to  discuss  it  now  at  question 
time. 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  ' 


Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  If  Ifether  Hum- 
phry  is  engaged  in  illegal  proceedings, 
why  has  he  not  been  prosecuted  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Father  Hum- 
phry will,  no  doubt,  be  prosecuted  if 
sufficient  evidence  is  laid  before  the 
Attorney  General. 

Mb.  SCHWANN.:  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  not  answered  the  first  para- 
praph  of  my  question. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  on  the  22nd,  not  21st,  April,  the 
constable  concerned  was  Constable 
Leonard,  who,  as  I  have  already  stated, 
was  not  asked  his  name.  On  24th  April 
Constable  Moran  was  asked  his  name 
and  gave  it.  He  does  not  appear  to  have 
been  aaked  his  name  on  the  21st  or  22nd 
April. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  in  the  course  of  the  evening  I 
will  call  attention  to  the  whole  of  these 
proceedings. 

THE  ATHY  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Mb.  CAREW  (Kildare,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  is  the  cause 
of  the  delay  on  the  part  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  sanctioning  the 
appointment  made,  so  far  back  as  the 
26th  of  March  last,  by  the  Athy  Board 
of  Guardians,  of  a  sub-sanitary  officer  for 
Castledermot  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  delay 
arose  owing  to  a  subsequent  proposal 
from  the  Board  of  Guardians  to  constitute 
Castledermot  a  relief  district,  in  which 
case,  according  to  the  usual  practice,  the 
relief  officer  would  probably  have  become 
the  sanitary  sub-officer.  The  Local 
Government  Board  having  decided  that 
the  proposed  change  in  the  relief  dis 
tricts  should  not  be  made,  the  question 
of  the  appointment  of  the  sanitary  sub- 
officer  for  Castledermot  is  now  being 
proceeded  with. 

STATUE  OF  THOMAS  DAVIES. 
Mb.  MAHONY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  procure  and  place  in 
the  new  Science  and  Art  Buildings  in 
Dublin  a  work  of  national  and  historical 
interest,  namely,  the  statute  in  white 
marble  of  Thomas  Davis,  executed  by 
Foley,  formerly  in  the  custody  of  the 
Royal  Dublin  Society,  and  at  present 
suffering  great  injury  from  exposure  to 
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the-  weather  in  the  grounds  of  the  Mount 
Jerome  Cemetery,  Dublin? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  understand  that 
this  statue  is  at  present  in  the  charge  of 
the  authorities  of  Mount  Jerome  Ceme- 
tery ;  if  they  are  willing  to  hand  it  over 
to  the  Science  and  Art  Museum,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
informs  me  that  he  will  be  glad  to  pro- 
vide a  place  for  it. 

Mb.  MAHONY :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  use  his  influence  in  en- 
deavouring to  obtain  this  statue  in  order 
to  preserve  it  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  am  afraid  that  I 
have  no  influence  with  the  authorities  of 
the  cemetery. 

THE  BANN  DRAINAGE. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HBALY  (Longford,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutentant  of  Ireland  when  the 
Bann  Drainage  Bill  will  be  introduced  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  afraid 
that,  in  the  present  state  of  public  busi- 
ness, I  am  not  in  a  position  to  give  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  infor- 
mation he  asks  for. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Did  not  this  Bill 
form  part  of  the  remedial  policy  of  the 
Government  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Govern- 
ment certainly  believed  it  to  be  part  of 
a  remedial  policy.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  desires  to  know  why 
it  has  not  already  been  passed  I  think 
he  had  better  ask  his  friends. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HBALY  :  Why  has  it  not 
been  introduced  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Experience 
has  shown  that  there  is  very  little  use  in 
introducing  Bills  unless  there  is  some 
prospect  of  passing  them.  The  opposi- 
tion they  meet  with  usually  renders  that 
result  impossible. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  This  Bill  was  in- 
troduced two  years  ago.     Why  have  the 
Government  brought  in  later  Bills,  such 
as  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  1 
♦Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 

GRIEVANCES  IN  TOBAGO. 

Sib  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  a  Petition  has  been  received  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
from  landowners  and  others  in  the  Island 


of  Tobago,  praying  that  an  independent 
Commission  of  Judges  should  inquire 
into  grievances  which  they  allege  to 
have  arisen  in  Tobago  in  consequence  of 
recent  judicial  decisions  in  that  island, 
some  of  which,  they  complain,  are  in 
direct  contravention  of  the  Metayer 
Ordinance  of  1888 ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
any  action  will  be  taken  in  consequence 
of  that  Petition ;  and  whether  a  Copy  of 
the  Petition  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  ? 

(4.30.)  Babon  H.  de  WORMS:  No 
such  Petition  has  been  received,  but  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  received  from 
persons  in  England  connected  with 
Tobago  a  copy  of  a  Petition  from  planters 
and  other  persons  in  Tobago  to  the 
Queen  in  Council,  complaining  of  recent 
judicial  decisions  in  that  island,  which 
has  not  yet  been  received  from  the 
colony.  The  attention  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  has  been  directed  to  the  great 
amount  of  recent  litigation  in  Tobago,  in 
connection  with  the  Metayer  system,  and 
he  has  instructed  the  Governor  of  the 
colony  to  appoint  a  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  working  of  the  system. 
Until  a  Petition  is  received  it  would  be 
premature  to  say  whether  any  action 
will  be  taken  upon  it,  or  whether  it  will 
be  laid  before  the  House. 

THE  INCIDENCE  OF  TAXATION. 

Mb.  S.  EVANS :  I  desire  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
the  Select  Committee  which  he  under- 
took on  Tuesday  should  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  comparative  incidence  of 
taxation  in  Ireland  and  Scotland  will  also 
be  empowered  to  inquire  into  such  inci: 
dence  in  Wales,  so  as  to  have  a  complete 
comparison  of  the  incidence  of  taxation 
in  the  four  countries  which  constitute 
the  United  Kingdom  1 

.  Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  do  not  propose 
to  refer  any  questions  to  the  Committee 
as  to  Wales  separately  from  the  rest  of 
the  Kingdom. 

Mb.  S.  EVANS :  May  I  ask  whether 
there  are  any  reasons  why  Wales  should 
not  be  treated  separately  1 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  Wales  has  never 
been  treated  in  that  manner.  But  if 
Wales  were,  for  fiscal  purposes,  treated 
as  not  being  a  part  of  England,  I  should  , 
think  that  Welshmen  would  very  much 
regret  it. 
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SOUTH  AFRICA. 

Earl  COMPTON  (York,  W.R. 
Barnsley)  :  May  I  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether, 
under  existing  arrangements,  the  country 
of  Bamangwato,  in  South  Africa,  is 
within  the  6phere  of  British  influence  ; 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
in  possession  of  information  that  Moremi, 
the  ruler  of  that  country,  has  granted 
concessions  to  British  subjects  owing  to 
that  fact ;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  received  any  com- 
munication from  Mr.  Arthur  James 
Nicolls  on  the  subject ;  and,  if  so,  what 
answer  have  they  sent  to  him  ? 

•Baron  H.  db  WORMS :  The  country 
of  the  Bamangwato,  Khama's  tribe,  is 
under  British  protection  and  influence. 
Moremi,  chief  of  the  Batawana,  residing 
near  Lake  Ngami,  has  granted  concessions 
to  British  subjects.  There  is  no  official 
information  as  to  whether  Moremi  was 
influenced  by  the  belief  that  his  country 
was  under  British  influence  when  he  gave 
these  concessions.  Mr.  Nicolls  and  his 
partners  have  communicated  through 
their  attorneys  in  South  Africa  with  the 
High  Commissioner  on  the  subject,  but 
no  answer  has  yet  been  returned  to  them. 

NOTIFICATION  OF  INFECTIOUS 
DISEASES. 

Mr.  BRUNNER :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  how  many  Sanitary  Authorities 
have  adopted  "The  Notification  of 
Infections  Diseases  Act,  1889 ;"  and 
what  is  the  total  number  of  Sanitary 
Authorities  ? 

•Mr.  RITCHIE:  The  Board  have 
been  informed  that  469  Urban  Sani- 
tary Authorities,  331  Rural  Sanitary 
Authorities,  and  18  Port  Sanitary 
Authorities  have  adopted  the  Notification 
of  Infectious  Diseases  Act,  1889.  This 
makes  a  total  of  818  Authorities  who 
have  adopted  the  Act.  The  total  number 
of  urban,  rural,  and  port  sanitary  districts 
is  1,624.  The  population,  according  to 
the  Census  of  1881,  of  the  districts  in 
which  the  Act  is  in  force,  exclusive  of 
the  Metropolis,  is  15,463,000.  There 
are  also  56  towns,  with  a  population  of 
3,751,000,  where,  under  the  provisions 
of  local  Acts,  the  system  of  notification 
is  in  operation.  The  result  is  that  out 
of  a  total  population,  according   to  the 


Census  of  1881,  of  25,970,000  the  popu- 
lation subject  to  a  system  of  notification 
is  now  19,214,000. 

Mr.  BRUNNER :  May  I  ask  whether 
there  is  any  hope  that  the  Act  will  be 
made  compulsory  throughout  the  country 
next  Session  1 

•Mr.  RITCHIE :  No  doubt  the  time 
will  arrive  when  it  must  be  considered 
whether  the  Act  ought  not  to  be  made 
compulsory;  but  I  doubt  whether  we 
should  be  justified  in  making  the  system 
compulsory  so  soon  after  the  passing  of 
the  Act. 

OAPTAJN  PLUNKETTS  CIRCULAR. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  if  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  Circular  issued  by  the  late 
Captain  Plunkett,  Divisional  Commis- 
sioner for  Munster,  to  District  Inspectors 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  of  which  the 
following  is  an  extract,  as  regards 
publicans : — 

"  D.I.  Boycotting. 

In  any  prominent  case  of  boycotting  in  your 
district,  especially  in  a  case  where  the  person 
boycotted  is  under  police  protection,  the  proper 
steps  to  take  are  :— 

I.  Get  person  boyootted  to  consent  to  go 
with  police  and  demand  supplies  from 
those  who  have  refused  or  are  likely  to 
refuse  him,  and  more  especially  if  such 
person  refusing  is  a  publican : 

II.  If  he  consents  send  with  him  one  or 
two  intelligent  policemen  with  in- 
structions to  note  carefully  anything 
said  and  done;' * 

will  he  inquire  from  the  Irish  Office 
why  "  publicans "  were  directed  to  be 
singled  out  for  prosecution;  and  will 
the  special  directions  as  regards  licensed 
traders  now  be  withdrawn  ? 

•Mr.  RITCHIE  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  will  realise  that  the  matters  re- 
ferred to  in  the  question  are  not  such  as 
in  any  way  come  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  my  Department,  and  therefore  I  cannot 
give  him  any  information  with  regard 
to  them. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  question,  be- 
cause of  its  bearing  on  the  Licensing 
Bill.  Publicans  in  Ireland  are  to  be 
singled  out  for  prosecution,  according  to 
this  circular,  and  may  lose  all  right  to 
compensation. 

•Mr.  RITCHIE :  As  I  have  frequently 
said,  the  Bill  makes  no  alteration  what- 
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ever  in  the  position  of  holders  of  licences. 
They  may  lose  their  licences  nnder  the 
existing  law  for  offences  such  as  the  hon. 
Member  refers  to. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Wonld  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  have  any  objection 
to  use  his  influence  with  the  Irish 
Government  to  get  a  stop  pnt  to  the 
special  prosecution  of  publicans  referred 
to  in  this  circular,  in  view  of  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Bill,  which,  at  any  rate, 
favours  the  publicans  of  England  and 
Scotland  ?  Why  should  publicans  in  Ire- 
land be  singled  out  for  prosecution  any 
more  than  they  are  in  England  ? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE:  The  Irish  publicans 
will  be  in  no  way  worse  off  than  the 
English  publicans.  In  each  case,  if 
there  was  cause  of  complaint,  there  would 
have  to  be  a  representation  made  against 
renewal  of  licence. 

THE  ORDNANCE  SURVEY  STAFF. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  desire  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture, can  he  now  give,  as  regards  the 
pay  of  Ordnance  Survey  Staff,  the  per- 
centage of  increases  to  staff  employed, 
and  average  rate  of  increase,  during  the 
past  three  years,  i.e.,  1887,  1888,  and 
1889,  and  the  same  information  for  1884, 
1885,  and  1886  ? 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  :  I  have  inquired 
further  into  this  matter,  but  the  head- 
quarters of  the  Ordnance  Survey  Office 
being  in  Southampton,  I  have  not  yet 
been  able  to  procure  the  information 
the  hon.  Member  desires.  I  have  asked, 
however,  for  a  Return,  which  I  expect  to 
receive  shortly,  and  which  I  hope  will 
contain  all  the  information  he  asks  for. 

EMBOSSED  STAMPS  ON  ENVELOPES. 

Viscount  GBIMSTON  (Herts,  St. 
Alban's) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  if  he  can  (with  the  view  of  saving 
hon.  Members  the  trouble  of  affixing 
postage  stamps  to  the  large  number  of 
letters  which  they  write  in  the  House  of 
Commons)  see  his  way  to  authorise  the 
issue,  from  the  Post  Office  in  the  House, 
of  envelopes  embossed  with  stamps  of 
the  more  generally  employed  values,  to 
be  purchaseable  by  them  at  the  face 
value  of  the  stamp,  the  envelope  being 
included  without  charge  1 

*Mb.  RAIKES :  I  am  already  in  com- 
munication with  the  authorities  of  the 
House  with  a  view,  if  possible,  to  the 


adoption  of  some  arrangement  which 
would  practically  meet  the  wishes  of  my 
noble  Friend. 

RAILWAY  BOYOOTriNG  IN   IRELAND. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  *to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  now  that  the  station- 
master  at  Carrickmacross  has  sur- 
rendered the  evicted  house,  and  the  boy- 
cott has  in  consequence  been  removed 
from  the  Great  Northern  Local  Railway, 
the  Government  will  mark  their  sense  of 
the  restoration  of  peace  in  the  town 
by  releasing  the  three  gentlemen  sen- 
tenced to  six  months'  imprisonment  for 
boycotting  the  line  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  it  is  the  case  that  the  railway  com- 
pany having  completed  the  building  of 
the  house  for  their  station  master  he  has 
removed  into  it  from  the  house  which 
he  had  temporarily  occupied  during  its 
construction.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  is 
not  aware  of  anything  in  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  of  the  prisoners 
referred  to  which  would  suggest  any 
interference  with  the  course  of  the  law. 

ALLOTMENTS. 

Mb.  GUST  (Lincolnshire, Grantham) :  I 

beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 

Grove  rhment  Board,  in  view  of   Section 

211  (1.)  (b.),  and  Section  230  of  "The 

Public  Health  Act>  1875,"  whereby  it  id 

enacted  that  the 

"  Occupier  of  any  land  used  as  arable, 
meadow,  or  pasture  ground  only,  or  as  wood- 
lands, market  gardens,  or  nursery  grounds," 

shall  be  assessed  to  the  general  district 
rate  in  an  urban  district,  or  to  a  separate 
rate  levied  in  respect  .of  special  expenses 
within  the  meaning  of  the  said  Act  in  a 
rural  district,  in  the  proportion  of  one- 
fourth  part  only  of  the  net  annual  value  or 
rateable  value  of  such  land,  whether 
allotments  are  or  are  not  included 
among  the  lands  to  which  the  aforesaid 
exemptions  apply  ? 

•Mb.  RITCHIE  :  The  question  whe- 
ther an  allotment  should  be  assessed 
on  a  reduced  assessment  is  one  of 
law,  and  one  which  can  only  be  deter- 
mined with  reference  to  the  actual  cir- 
cumstances with  regard  to  the  particular 
allotment.  Any  claim  to  exemption 
must  depend  on  whether  or  not  the 
land  is  so  used  as  to  bring  it  within  the 
terms  of  the   sections  alluded  to  in  the 
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Public  Health  Act,  which  confers  the 
exemption  on  the  occupier  of  any  land 
used  as  arable,  meadow,  or  pasture 
ground  only,  or  as  woodlands,  market 
gardens,  or  nursery  grounds. 

SCHOOL  BOARD  ELECTIONS 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  SHIRESS  WILL  (Montrose, 
<ko.) :  I  desire  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
when  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  expects 
to  be  able  to  give  an  answer  to  the 
deputation  of  Scottish  Members  who 
waited  on  him  on  28th  March  on  the 
subject  of  the  School  Board  Elections 
(Scotland)  Bill  1 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  Shortly 
after  Whitsuntide. 

THE   WHITSUNTIDE  MANOEUVRES. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  :  I 
would  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty whether  it  is  correct  that  there  are 
to  be  combined  naval  and  military 
manoeuvres  off  Dover  during  Whitsun- 
tide ;  if  so,  will  he  state  how  many  ships 
and  troops  are  to  be  employed,  and  the 
intended  nature  of  the  tactics;  and 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  Channel  and 
reserve  squadrons  are  to  take  part  in  the 
combined  German  naval  and  military 
manoeuvres  which  it  is  reported  are  to 
be  held  in  the  Baltic  in  the  autumn  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  Arrange- 
ments have  been  made  for  carrying  out 
certain  manoeuvres  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Dover  at  Whitsuntide,  in  which  the 
Navy  will  take  part ;  and  four  of  Her 
Majesty's  ships  have  been  ordered  to  be 
at  Dover  on  the  26th  inst.  I  am  unable 
to  say  what  the  exact  nature  of  the 
combined  operations  will  be,  but  the 
senior  naval  officer  has  received  direc- 
tions to  communicate  with  the  officer 
commanding  the  South-Eastern  District 
as  to  the  part  the  Navy  are  to  take  on 
the  occasion.  There  is  no  truth  in  the 
rumours  alluded  to  in  the  second  part  of 
the  question. 

REFUSAL  OF    BAIL  IN   IRELAND. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  would  ask  the 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether  it 

-  was  on  the  ground  of  apprehended  flight 

that  Colonel  Longboume,  R.M.,  refused 

bail  to  Mr.  Rice  and  Mr.  Kent  at  Fer- 

inoyj    pending    the    hearing    at    Petty 

Sessions  of  a  charge  of  intimidating  an 

t  emergency  man ;  and  whether  Resident 

Mr,  Ritchie 


Magistrates  will  be  instructed  not  to 
refuse  bail,  under  .the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  except  on  this 
ground,  especially  when  the  Queen's 
Bench  is  not  sitting  % 

Me.  MADDEN:  The  facts  are,  I 
am  informed,  as  follows : — The  Resident 
Magistrate  offered  to  accept  bail  in  regard 
to  both  the  defendants  named  if  they 
would  give  an  undertaking,  pending 
their  trial,  not  to  interfere  with  the  men 
who  were  working  on  certain  lands ;  on 
their  refusing  to  give  this  undertaking 
bail  was  refused .  The  Executive  Govern- 
ment cannot  interfere  with  the  discretion 
of  Magistrates  in  the  manner  suggested  in 
the  concluding  portion  of  the  question. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Why  were  sum- 
monses not  issued  against  these  gentle- 
men, one  of  whom  was  a  brother  of  the 
Local  Crown  Prosecutor  ?    . 

Mr.  MADDEN :  That  does  not  arise 
out  of  my  answer.  If  the  hon.  Member 
desires  information  on  this  matter  1  will 
obtain  it. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  will  call  atten- 
tion to  this  matter  on  the  Vote  on 
Account. 

THE  SUGAR  CONVENTION. 

Sis  L.  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  as  Article  II  of  the  Sugar 
Convention  provides  that — 

"The  Convention  shall  be  ratified  and  the 
ratifications  exchanged  in  London  on  the  1st 
of  August,  1800,  or  sooner,  if  possible," 

there  is  any  intention  of  ratification 
without  the  consent  of  Parliament,  as  an 
implied  condition  in  the  earlier  part  of 
the  same  t  [article ;  and  whether  the 
Convention  ceases  to  exist  if  the  ratifica- 
tions are  not  interchanged  at  the  specified 
date? 

•The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  It  is  always  open  to  Powers 
to  ratify  a  Treaty  they  have  made,  even 
though  the  day  fixed  for  ratification 
shall  have  passed  by. 

Sib  L.  PLAYFAIR :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  there  is 
any  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  ratify  the  Convention  without 
the  consent  of  Parliament  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  think  liberty 
must  be  reserved  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  act  as  they  may  thiak 
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necessary  in  the  event  of  other  Powers 
ratifying  the  Convention. 

Sir  L.  PLATFAIR :  Am  I  to  infer 
from  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  Government  con- 
sider themselves  at  liberty  to  ratify  the 
Convention  without  the  consent  of 
Parliament  f 

•Mr.   W.   H.  SMITH:    I  must    have 
notice  of  that  question. 

Sib  L.  PLAYFAIR:  It  is  on  the 
Paper. 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  will  look  into 
the  matter. 

Sir  L.  PLAYFAIR :  I  will  put  the 
question  down  for  to-morrrow. 

WALKS  AND  PARLIAMENTARY 
RETURNS. 
Mr.  S.  EVANS :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  Parliament  has 
legislated  separately  for  the  Principality 
in  various  cases,  and  also  of  the  im- 
portance of  obtaining  accurate  statistical 
information  for  such  legislation  and  for 
other  purposes,  the  Government  will 
take  steps  to  secure  that  all  Returns 
made  to  Parliament  shall  in  future,  so 
far  as  is  practicable,  give  statistics  for 
Wales  and  Monmouthshire  under  distinct 
and  separate  heads  from  those  for  Eng- 
land, as  is  now  done  in  the  cases  of 
Scotland  and  Ireland  1 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  statistical  information  the  hon. 
Member  refers  to,  nor  am  I  aware  of 
any  occasion  for  making  a  change  in 
the  form  in  which  Returns  are  presented 
to  the  House.  It  is  our  desire  to  give 
the  fullest  information  to  the  House  as 
to  every  part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Mr.  LABOUCHEEE:  I  wish  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
he  can  state  in  what  order,  and  when,  the 
different  Classes  of  Votes  will  be  taken  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Class  V.  will  be 
taken  first  after  the  Recess — that  is  to 
say,  if  there  be  a  Recess.  I  cannot  say 
more  now. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  When  will  the 
Committee  stage  of  the  Local  Taxation 
Bill  be  taken  1 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  will  not  be 
taken  before  the  Thursday  after  the 
House  meets — that  is,  if  there  should  be 
a  holiday*  1 


REPORTED  OUTRAGE  IN  CRETE. 

Mb.  SCHWANN:  I  would  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  telegram  of  the  8th  of  May 
on  the  case  of  Hassan  Bey,  who  out- 
raged a  Greek  girl,  which  said, 

"  That  as  the  Russian  Consul  has  made  a 
protest  against  the  action  taken  by  the  Magis- 
trate in  the  matter,  it  is  highly  probable  that 
the  Magistrate  has  dealt  with  the  case  in  on 
unsatisfactory  manner ;" 

and  whether  he  will  ascertain  whether 
the  case  has  been  tried  already  and  judg- 
ment given,  what  that  judgment  was, 
and  what  was  the  tenour  of  the  protest 
of  the  Russian  Consul  ? 

•Sib  J.  FBRGIJSSON:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  already  called  my  attention 
to  the  telegram  in  question.     I  must  say 

that  Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot 
undertake  to  investigate  the  truth  of  the 
Daily  News  telegrams.  Her  Majesty's 
Consul  received  special  instructions  to 
watch  the  proceedings  in  the  case 
referred  to,  and  had  there  been  an 
apparent  intention  to  evade  its  just 
examination  he  would  have  reported 
accordingly. 

FREE  POSTAGE  OF  PARLIAMENTARY 

PAPERS. 

Me.  LENG :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether,  seeing  that  the 
income  of  the  Post  Office,  according  to 
the  Official  Statement  for  the  year  ended 
31st  March,  1890,  was  £9,450,000,  and 
the  expenditure  only  £5,463,204,  show- 
ing a  surplus  of  £3,986,796,  he  will,  in 
view  of  the  desirableness  of  disseminating 
amongst  the  constituencies  accurate  poli- 
tical information,  arrange  for  Members 
of  Parliament  sending  to  their  con- 
stituents Parliamentary  Papers,  not  ex- 
ceeding 4oz.  weight,  without  payment  of 
postage? 

•Mb.  RAIKES:  I  have  no  power 
to  grant  any  hon.  Member  the  privi- 
lege of  franking  Parliamentary  Papers 

or  any  other  correspondence,  the  frank- 
ing privilege  having  been  abrogated 
by  the  Penny  Postage  Act,  3  and  4 
Vic,  cap.  96.  But  I  shall  be  willing  to 
consider  if  any  additional  facilities  can 
be  given  for  the  dissemination  of  Parlia- 
mentary Papers. 
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AUSTRALIAN  DEFENCE. 
Mb.  BARTLEY  (for  Mr.  Hanbuby): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  whether,  under  Article  9  of  the 
Australasian  agreement  as  to  the  com- 
pletion for  sea  of  certain  men-of-war,  it 
is  provided  that — 

"This  agreement  shall  be  considered  to 
become  actually  binding  between  the  Imperial 
and  the  several  Colonial  Governments  so  soon 
as  the  Colonial  Legislatures  shall  have  passed 
Acts  appropriating  the  necessary  funds ; " 

and  whether  all,  or  which,  of  the  Colonial 
Governments  concerned  have  passed  such 
Acts?  ^^ 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  My  hon. 
Friend  has  correctly  interpreted  the 
tarms  of  the  article  in  question.  All 
the  Colonial  Governments  concerned — 
Queensland  excepted — have  passed  the 
necessary  Acts. 

THE  PROPOSED  MEETING  AT  NEW 
TIPPERARY. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  whether  there  is  any 
truth  in  the  report  that  a  meeting  which 
is  proposed  to  be  held  next  Sunday  at 
Tipperary,  and  which  is  to  be  addressed 
by  the  hon.  Members  for  Cork  and  East 
Mayo,  is  to  be  proclaimed  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  no  very 
fall  details  of  the  objects  of  the  meeting 
before  me  yet,  but  certainly  if  an  open 
air  meeting  is  to  be  held  in  Tipperary  in 
its  present  condition,  and  inflammatory 
speeches  are  likely  to  be  made,  it  will, 
undoubtedly,  lead  to  intimidation,  and 
any  such  meeting  must  be  stopped. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state  what  is  the  dif- 
ference between  a  meeting  addressed  by 
Irish  Members  and  a  meeting  addressed 
by  English  Members  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
know  what  meeting  the  hon.  Gentleman 
alludes  to.  If  he  alludes,  as  perhaps  he 
does,  to  the  banquet  at  New  Tipperary, 
I  may  remind  him  that  that  banquet  did 
not  take  place  in  the  open  air.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  There  was  a  meeting  outside.] 
Two  meetings  which  were  to  have  been 
addressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  were  stopped  for  the  reason  I 
have  just  indicated  to  the  House.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  me  generally 
what  is  the  difference  between  meetings 
addressed  by  Irish  Members  and  meet- 
ings addressed  by  English  Members,  I 


should  say  that  the  result  in  the  one 
case  is  to  produce  intimidation,  and  that 
in  the  other  the  result  is  nil. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  the  deciding  consideration 
is  whether  a  meeting  is  held  in  the 
open  air  or  not  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Undoubtedly 
that  is  one  of  the  considerations.  The 
difference  between  these  mass  meeting* 
in  the  open  air,  at  which  inflammatory 
speeches  are  delivered,  and  a  meeting  held 
in  a  building  is,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man well  knows,  vital. 

Mr.  PICTON  :  I  wish  to  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  thai 
before  the  banquet  at  New  Tipperary  & 
very  large  open  air  meeting  was  held,  at 
which  speeches  of  the  usual  character 
were  made.  ' 

Dr.  TANNER :  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answers  I  should  like  to  ask 
him  whethei  detectives  were  sent  from 
Dublin  to  attend  the  open  air  meeting 
by  orders  from  the  Castle  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir.  My 
recollection  is  that  the  promoters  of  the 
new  Tipperary  demonstration  were  in- 
formed that  there  was  not  to  be  an  open 
air  meeting,  and  that  as  far  as  their  pro- 
gramme consisted  of  a  banquet,  it  would 
not  be  interfered  with. 

Mr.  GILL :  Is  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  open  air 
meeting  took  place  in  the  public  square 
of  New  Tipperary,  that  an  address  was 
presented  by  the  people  of  that  town 
to  the  English  visitors,  and  to  the  Irish 
Members  of  Parliament  there  attending, 
and  that  this  address  was  replied  to, 
amongst  others,  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester,  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork,  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Tipperary,  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin, 
and  several  mayors  from  other  parts  of 
Ireland;  and  whether,  that  being  the 
case,  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  still  per- 
sists in  denying  that  a  public  meeting' 
took  place  in  the  open-air  in  new  Tip- 
perary on  April  12th  1 

•Mb.  C.  GRAHAM:  Before  that 
is  answered  may  I  ask  whether  the 
same  laws  apply  to  public  meetings  in 
Ireland  as  well  as  England,  because,  if 
they  do,  there  will  be  no  difficulty  in 
suppressing  the  meeting,  as  we  shall  have 
the  Front  Bench  on  this  side  in  accoid 
with  the  Government. 
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Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tiprjerary,  S.) : 
Is  it  not  the  case  that  it  is  only  a 
short  time  since  this  meeting  took  place, 
and  that  since  then  there  has  been 
nothing  dangerous  in  the  state  of  New 
Tipperary ;  and  is  it  just  to  declare  that 
the  effect  of  speeches  made  there  by 
English  ladies  and  gentlemen  was  nil  1 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  hare  no 
ground  for  thinking  that  the  speeches 
referred  to  ought  to  be  described  by  a 
more  complimentary  term  than  that 
which  fell  from  me.  So  far  as  I  can 
recollect  the  meeting  referred  to  was  very 
subsidiary  to  the  main  feature  of  the 
demonstration,  which  was  the  banquet. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  I  rise  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  I  am  to 
be  allowed  to  address  my  constituents  on 
Sunday  or  not  ? 

Mb.  SEXTON :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  has  not  yet  said  whether  the 
proclamation  of  the  meeting  has,  or  has 
not,  been  determined  upon.  I  may  say 
that  not  only  my  hon.  Friend  below  me, 
but  the  four  Members  for  Tipperary 
County  intend  to  use  this  meeting  for 
the  purpose  of  discussing  public  affairs 
with  their  constituents. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  well  aware  that 
there  is  no  objection  whatever  to  hon. 
Members  addressing  their  constituents 
on  public  affairs.  There  is  an  objection, 
however,  to  large  open  air  demonstrations 
in  a  town  where  intimidation  has 
existed,  and  does  exist  to  a  large  extent, 
where  vile  crimes  are  constantly  per- 
petrated, and  where  there  is  reasonable 
ground  for  supposing  that  such  a  meeting 
would  add  to  the  evils  I  have  indicated. 
1  am  afraid  that  an  open  air  meeting 
held  at  the  time  mentioned,  even  though 
it  might  be  addressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tipperary,  could  not  be 
permitted. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  One  more  question. 
Did  the  great  open  air  meeting  held 
lately  have  any  bad  consequences  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  already 
told  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  what 
he  describes  as  an  open  air  meeting  was 
not  represented  to  me  as  such  at  all. 
The  authorities  distinctly  gave  notice 
that  if  the  programme  of  the  demonstra- 
tion, the  chief  item  of  which  was  a 
banquet,  was  adhered  to  it  would  not  be 
interfered  with. 


Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  I  wish  to  know 
whether  the  intimidation  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  alludes  consists  of 
a  peaceable  surrender  to  the  Member  for 
Hunts  of  his  property,  and  a  peaceable 
taking  possession  of  property  which  had 
been  legally  acquired  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  surrender 
referred  to  was  not  necessarily  an  act  of 
intimidation,  but  may  have  been  the 
result  of  an  act  of  intimidation. 

THE  GOVERNMENT  LICENSING 
PROPOSALS. 
Mb.  CAMERON  CORBETT  (Glasgow, 
Tradeston) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Presi 
dent  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  a  question,  of  which  I 
have  given  him  private  notice, 
Can  he  give  us  any  further  particulars 
as  to  the  public  meeting  at  Bridgeton, 
Glasgow,  at  which  he  yesterday  in- 
formed the  House,  a  Resolution  in  favour 
of  his  proposals  was  passed,  as  no  Report 
of  such  meeting  appears  in  any  of  the 
Glasgow  newspapers,  and  as  inquiries  at 
the  police  offices  and  the  public  halls 
have  failed  to  elicit  any  information 
regarding  it  ? 

♦Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  received  a  telegram 
in  the  House  shortly  before  I  rose.  I 
have  no  information  beyond  that  which 
was  conveyed  »to  me  in  that  telegram, 
which  is  as  follows : — 

"At  public  meeting  in  Bridgeton  Division 
of  Glasgow,  held  in  Mechanics*  Hall  to  day,  it 
was  unanimously  resolved  that  this  meeting 
heartily  support  the  Government  proposals  as 
contained  in  Local  Taxation  (Customs  and 
Excise)  Duties  Bill  as  it  now  stands. 

William  Bbown, 

88,  John  Street, 

Bridgeton/' 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS. 
Mb.  J.  MORLB  Y :  I  suppose  we  can 
understand  that    no  business  will    be 
taken    to-morrow,    except  the  adjourn- 
ment? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  afraid  I 
must  ask  the  House  to  do  some  business* 
We  must  take  the  Inland  Revenue 
Bill  and  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Vote  on  Account,  and 
in  the  event  of  the  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Bill  not  having  been  passed, 
and  the  Allotments  Bill  not  having  been 
completed,  we  shall  ask  the  House 
to  take  those  measures  before  we  pro- 
ceed with  further  business.     We  shall 
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also  have  to  ask  the  House  to  consent 
to  a  Motion  for  giving  up  the  whole  of 
Tuesdays  and  Fridays  after  Whitsuntide 
for  Government  business. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  Assuming  that  all 
this  be  got  through,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's apprehensions  as  to  our  not 
having  a  holiday,  I  suppose,  will  fall 
through. 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  hope  I  may 
not  be  supposed  to  be  Beeking  to  impose 
conditions  on  the  House ;  I  am  rather 
seeking  to  further  business,  and  to  meet 
the  convenience  of  the  House.  In  the 
tevent  of  the  Motion  of  which  I  have 
given  notice  being  accepted,  I  shall  move 
for  an  adjournment  until  Monday,  the 
2nd  of  June. 

.     Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  With  regard  to 
the  Contagious  Diseases  Bill  I   would 
.appeal  to  the  right  hon.1  Gentleman  not 
to  take  it  before  Whitsuntide. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  I  am  sanguine 
enough  to  hope  that  a  very  few  minutes' 
discussion '  will  be  enough  for  that  Bill, 
and  1  must  ask  the  House,  if  possible, 
to  take  it.  It  cannot  come  into  opera- 
tion for  a  considerable  time,  and  it  is  of 
great  importance  that  we  should  get  it 
passed. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) : 
Is  it  intended  to  take  the  Savings  Banks 
.Bill  to-night) 

Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  hope  it  may  be 
possible  to  take  the  Second  Beading,  and 
to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Committee  ;  but,  of 
course,  I  will  not  ask  the  House  to  read 
it  a  second  time  unless  there  is  a  general 
disposition  to  do  so. 

Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley) :  May  I 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  he  has  given  consideration,  as 
promised,  to  the  application  1  made  to 
him  to  exempt  from  the  rule  respecting 
morning  sittings  the  First  Tuesday  after 
the  Holidays? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  have  given 
great  consideration  to  that  request,  and  I 
feel  great  sympathy  with  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  take  an  interest  in  the  ques- 
tion which  'is  to  be  considered  on  that 
day ;  but  I  would  point  out  that  it  is  an 
abstract  Besolution,  and  my  advice  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  to  use  the 
facilities  the  House  gives  for  bringing  in 
a  Bill. 

Mb.    WOODALL:   The     right    hon. 
Gentleman  is  aware  of  the  difficulties 
that  attend  private  Members'  Bills  after 
Mr.  W.  ff.  Smith 


Whitsuntide.     Will  he  afford  facilities 
for  the  discussion  of  the  Bill  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Certainly  not ; 
but  I  would  advise  the  hon.  Member  to 
procure  a  good  position  for  a  Bill  of  the 
kind  next  Session. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.)  :  In  the  event  of  the  Govern- 
ment taking  all  the  time  of  private 
Members  after  Whitsuntide  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  revert  to  the 
ordinary  hours  of  meeting  on  Tuesdays 
and  Fridays  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  think  that  would 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House,  and 
we  will  do  our  best  to  meet  the  conveni- 
ence of  the  House. 

J  Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool,  Scot- 
land Division) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
promised  some  days  ago  that  he  would 
make  inquiries  as  to  whether  he  would 
be  able  to  bring  influence  to  bear  on  his 
supporters  to  aljow  the  Second  Beading 
of  the  School  Board  for  London  Super- 
annuations Bill.  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  succeeded  in  doing  so  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  sorry  to  say 
I  have  not  been  able  to  communicate  with 
my  hon.  Friends. 


DUBLIN  CORPORATION  BILL— ATTACK 
ON  THE  POLICE  AND  SANITARY 
REGULATIONS  COMMITTEE. 
•(5.5.)  Mb.  G.  W.  HASTINGS  (Wor- 
cestershire, E.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish,  if 
the  House  will  allow  me,  to  occupy  a 
short  portion  of  its  time.  As  Chairman 
of  the  Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations 
Committee  of  this  House  it  is,  I  may 
say,  and  at  the  wish  and  with  the 
support  of  that  Committee,  that  I  am 
about  to  make  a  a  few  remarks.  I  have, 
Sir,  brought  up  to  your  Table  the 
Report  of  that  Committee  on  the 
Bill  which  has  been  promoted  by  the 
Dublin  Corporation,  and  in  that  Report 
we  have  endeavoured  to  give  good 
reasons  for  all  we  have  done  with  regard 
to  that  Bill  and  the  recommendations  we 
have  made ;  but,  Sir,  it  is  necessary  for 
me,  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  unfor- 
tunately, tolsay  something  on  one  portion 
of  that  Bill.  One  of  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill  related  to  a  road  called  the  Blackrock 
Road,  which  runs  from  the  city  of  Dublin 
to  the  Harbour  of  Kingstown.  In  former 
days  that-  was  the  only  means  of  com- 
munication between  Dublin  and  Kings- 
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town,   and  Parliament  then,  no  doubt 
with  good  reason,  thought  fit  to  require 
the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Dublin  to 
paj  one-third  of  the  cost  of  the  main- 
tenance of  that  road.   The  Bill  purported 
to  relieve  the    Corporation  from    that 
obligation.     The  Committee  went  most 
carefully  into  the   whole   case.       They 
heard  a  number  of  witnesses.     They  con- 
sidered the  evidence  most  carefully,  and, 
finally,  looking  to  the  altered  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  that  a  railway  is 
now  running  from  Dublin  to  Kingstown, 
and  also  a  tramway,  that  the  passenger 
traffic,  instead  of  going  along  the  road, 
is  now  carried  by  the  tramway  and  the 
railway,     both     of     which     contribute 
materially  to  the  rates  of  the  townships 
of  Pembroke    and   Blackrock,   through 
which  the  road  passes,  they  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  no  longer  equit- 
able  to  require  the  City  of   Dublin  to 
contribute  to  the  maintenance  of  the  road, 
and  they  passed  a  clause  through  Com- 
mittee relieving  the  City  of  Dublin  from 
that  obligation.  Well,  now,  the  House  must 
allow  me  just  to  say  that  the  Police  and 
theSanitary  Regulation  Bills  Committee  is 
not  an  ordinary  Private  Bill  Committee. 
It  consists  of  11  members  nominated  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  and  these  1 1 
members  have  been  drawn  impartially  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection  from  all  the 
Parties  in   this   House.      Many   of    its 
members  have  had  considerable  experi- 
ence in  *  the  work.     I  may  say  that  I 
have  served  continuously  on  the  Com- 
mittee since   the  Session  of   1882,  and 
have  now  for    four  Sessions   been  its 
Chairman.     We  may,  therefore,  venture 
to  claim  some  knowledge  of  the  subject 
with  which  we  deal  and  some  experience 
in  dealing  with  it.     We  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  we  did  as  to  the  Brackrock 
Road,  not  only  after  a  long  investigation — 
the  Committee  sat  more  than  a  month  on 
the  Bill — but  with  a  most  earnest  desire 
to  do  justice,  and  only  justice,  between 
the  parties  whose  interests  were  involved 
in  the  case.       It  was,   therefore,   with 
great  surprise  the  Committee  had   laid 
before  them  by  one  of  its   members,  the 
hon.   Member  for    Aberdeenshire    (Dr. 
Farquharson)  a  report  in  the  Irish  Times 
of  a  meeting  of  the  Blackrock  Commis- 
sioners, in  which  the  statements  I  will 
read  to  the  House  were  made.     I  may 
observe  that  at  the  meeting  of  the  .Com- 
missioners the  chair  was  occupied   by 


Mr.  Wigham,  who  was  one  of  the  wit- 
nesses before  the  Committee,  who  had  the 
fullest  opportunity  of  stating  everything 
he  knew,  and  of  explaining  his  views,  and 
who  was  treated  with  every  possible  cour- 
tesy by  the  members  of  the  Committee. 
I  find  at  this  meeting  of  the  Blackrock 
Commissioners,  amongst  other  things, 
this  was  stated — 

(<  The  Committee— that  is,  the  Committee  of 
the  Commissioners  in  opposition  to  the  Bill — 
reported  that  they  had  pointed  out  this  hard- 
ship and  injustice  towards  the  township  of 
Blackrock  to  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  bub  without  success,  •  mainly,  as 
they  believe,  through  the  action  of  one  of  that 
Committee,  Mr.  Thomas  Sexton,  M.P.,  who, 
although  a  promoter  of  the  BUI,  did  not 
scruple  to  sit  on  the  Committee,  acting,  in  fact,  . 
as  judge  in  his  own  case,  and  cross-examining 
the  witnesses  in  a  hostile  manner,  and  even 
interfering  with  counsel  as  to  their  manner 
of  conducting  the  case." 

The  Commissioners  'then  proceeded   to 

pass  two  Resolutions  upon  it,  which  were 

these : — 

"That  the  Commissioners  hereby  accord 
their  emphatic  protest  against  the  auction 
taken  by  one  of  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee, Mr.  Thomas  Sexton,  M«P.,  who 
although  one  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill, 
sat  on  the  Committee,  and  used  his  influence 
as  a  member  of  the  Committee  in  inducing 
them  to  pass  the  clauses  which  he  him- 
self approved,  and  acted,  in  fact,  as  an  advo- 
cate for  the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  cross- 
examining  the  witnesses  for  the  opposition  in 
a  hostile  manner." 

And  it  was  further  resolved — 

"That  the  Commissioners  are  of  opinion 
that  such  conduct  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Sexton 
having  unfairly  prejudiced  the  minds  of  the 
Committee  the  Bill  should  not  be  allowed  to 
become  law  with  the  several  clauses  against 
which  the  Commissioners  petitioned  standing 
in  the  form  passed  by  the  Committee,  and 
that  petitions  to  this  effect  be  prepared  and 
presented  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and 
that  copies  of  this  Resolution  he  sent  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government." 

I  will  relieve  the  House  from  any  fear, 
if  they  have  any,  that  any  Question  of 
Privilege  is  raised.  I  beg  to  say  on 
behalf  of  the  Committee  that  we  should 
not  trouble  ourselves  to  raise  any  Ques- 
tion of  Privilege  on  such  statements  as 
thqse.  We  believe  the  Committee,  which 
has  now  been  in  existence  some  seven  or 
eight  years,  commands  the  confidence  of 
the  House,  and  the  House  knows  that 
the  Members  of  the  Committee  only  do 
their  best  to  deal  justly  with  all  the 
interests  concerned,  and  to  pass  Bills 
which  are  likely  to  be  for  the  public 
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good.  The  Committee  wish  me  to  lay 
before  the  House  what  are  the  real  facts 
of  the  case.  I  am  anxious  to  say  at 
once  that  if  there  is  anyone  responsible 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast 
(Mr.  Sexton)  sitting  upon  the  Committee 
while  the  Dublin  Corporation  Bill  was 
before  it,  I  am  ready  to  plead  guilty 
to  being  that  person,  for  the  hon. 
Member,  who  was  nominated  to  the 
Committee  by  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, came  to  me  before  the  Dublin  Cor- 
poration Bill  was  called  on,  and  said  that 
if  I  objected  in  any  way  to  his  sitting  on 
the  Committee  he  was  ready  and  willing 
to  retire.  I  told  him  1  was  not  aware  of 
any  objection,  according  to  the  Rules  of 
the  House,  to  his  sitting  on  the  Com- 
mittee, and  I  have  fortified  myself  on 
that  point  by  taking  the  opinion  of  those 
who  are  the  best  authorities  on  the  ques- 
tion, the  Officials  of  this  House,  and  I 
believe  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Bel- 
fast had  also  consulted  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  of  the  House  (Mr.  Courtney), 
whe,  Mr.  Speaker,  during  your  lamented 
indisposition,  was  at  the  time  acting  as 
Deputy  Speaker,  and  he  also  consulted 
your  counsel,  and  received  from  both 
authorities  the  statement  that  there  was 
nothing  to  prevent  him  acting  on  the 
Committee.  I  would  wish  to  add  this, 
and  I  add  it  in  the  presence  and  hearing 
of  the  other  Members  of  the  Committee, 
that,  in  my  opinion,  the  conduct  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  on  our 
Committee  during  the  whole  progress  of 
the  Bill  was  such  as  to  do  him  honour 
and  to  raise  him  in  the  estimation  of  the 
Committee.  There  was  not  one  word 
said  by  him  to  which  it  was  possible  to 
take  any  objection,  and  with  regard  to 
the  statement  as  to  his  hostilely  cross- 
examining  witnesses,  and,  in  fact,  im- 
puting to  him  the  taking  of  some  violent 
course  in  the  matter,  1  give  it  the  most 
emphatic  contradiction.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  acted  thus,  it  would  have  been 
my  duty,  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
to  have  called  him  to  order,  and  I  should 
have  done  so.  I  never  had  any  other 
feeling  with  regard  to  his  conduct 
throughout  the  whole  progress  of  the 
Bill  than  that  he  was  rendering  most 
material  service  to  the  Committee  by  the 
course  which  he  took  on  the  various 
clauses  of  the  BilL  But  with  regard  to 
the  imputation  on  the  Committee,  that 
they  passed  these  clauses  because  they 
Mr.  G.  W.  Hastings 


were  influenced  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast,  I  would  ask  the  House  to 
consider  what  it  means.  We  are  a  Com- 
mittee of  11,  and  it  means  that  10 
men  of  honour,  and  I  hope  of  some 
reputation,  Members  of  this  House,  did 
what  they  ought  not  to  do,  and  were  in 
some  way  led  aside  from  the  path  of 
duty  by  the  representations  of  one  single 
Member  of  the  Committee.  On  this 
question  of  the  Blackrock  Road,  as  on 
others,  I  think  the  House  ought  to  know 
that  the  room  having  been  cleared  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  evidence,  and  the  matter 
having  been  considered,  that  no  opinion 
whatever  was  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  until  I  and  the 
other  Members  of  the  Committee  had 
given  our  own  opinions  upon  it.  I  was, 
in  fact,  asked  by  the  Committee  to  say  as 
their  Chairman,  what  I  thought  would 
be  a  right  decision  on  the  question,  and 
I  gave  that  opinion,  and  in  that  opinion 
the  Committee  unanimously  agreed.  It 
was  a  unanimous  opinion  on  the  part  of 
that  Committee,  and  then  we  are  told— 
I  have  no  doubt  by  very  respectable 
gentlemen  acting  as  Commissioners  for 
the  Blackrock  township — that  we  passed 
this  clause  only  because  we  were  unduly 
influenced  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast.  I  hope  the  House  will  under- 
stand that  there  is  not  one  word  of  truth 
in  any  of  these  assertions,  which  may  or 
may  not  be  made  for  a  purpose  as  to  the 
ulterior  fate  of  the  Bill.  The  whole  of 
the  Committee  were  unanimous  on  the 
point.  We  are  entirely  of  opinion  we 
did  what  was  right  in  the  matter,  and 
we  hope,  so  far  as  we  are  concerned, 
that  the  Bill  as  it  stands  may  pass  into 
lavr 

(5.20.)  Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) : 
I  want  to  thank  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  spoken,  and  the  Committee,  for 
the  references  to  myself  which,  acting  as 
their  spokesman,  he  has  made.  I  wish 
to  inform  the  House  that,  before  the 
Dublin  Corporation  Bill  came  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Select  Committee,  I  learned, 
to  my  surprise,  of  the  rumour  that  some 
Petitioners  against  the  Bill  intended  to 
object  to  my  presence  on  the  Committee 
upon  the  ground  that,  in  my  capacity  as 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  I  had  acted  as  a 
promoter  of  the  Bill.  I  regarded  the 
objection  as  unsubstantial — even  fanciful 
— because  everyone,  friend  as  well  as 
opponent,  was  well  aware  I  had  no  per- 
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sonal  interest  whatever  in  the  Bill  or  in 
any  proposal  in  the  Bill.     In  fact,  I  had 
no  interest  except  such  as  an  Irish  Re- 
presentative should  feel  in  a  Bill  concern- 
ing the   welfare    of  a  Municipality   in 
Ireland,  and    although   acting  as    pro- 
moter, in  point  of  fact,  I  had  acted  as 
moderator  between  the  several  parties  to 
the  Bill,  and  had  promoted  the  progress 
of  the  Bill  by  making  concessions  for  the 
benefits  of  those  parties.      However,  Sir, 
I  determined  there  should  be  no  doubt  on 
the  matter.     I  was  unable  to  consult  the 
highest  authority  in  the  House,  because 
at  the  time  the  question  arose  you,  Sir, 
happened  to  be  absent  through  illness. 
I   submitted    the  case  to   the   Deputy 
Chairman  of   the  House.      I   had  also 
the  advantage   of    the  opinion  of    the 
highest  legal  authority,  the  Counsel  to 
Mr.   Speaker,   Mr.  Chandos    Leigh.     I 
further  consulted  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite,  the  Member  for  the  University 
of    Oxford    (Sir    John    Mowbray),   the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
by  which  the  Committee  was  nominated 
to  serve,  and,  finally,  I  laid  the  question 
before  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman 
of  the  Select  Committee  with  a  view  of 
directing  my  action  by  any  expression  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  or  any  section  of  the 
Committee.  Now,  Sir,  all  these  authorities 
agreed  that  there  was  no  rule  and  no 
arrangement  of  this  House  adverse  to  my 
acting  on  the   Committee  in  question, 
and  that  there  was  no  reason  why  I 
should  not  serve.     Some  of  these  au- 
thorities pointed  out  to  me  that  my  local 
knowledge  would    be  of    use    to    that 
Committee,  and  they  also  directed  my 
attention  to  the  fact  that  this  Select  Com- 
mittee, like  every  other  Select  Committee 
of  the  House,  is  deliberately  constituted 
for  the  purpose  of  affording  representa- 
tion to  all  parties.     Now,  Sir,  the  Bill  in 
question   is  an  Irish  Bill,   opposed  in 
regard  to  its  main  proposals  by  the  Irish 
Government.      I    was    the    only   Irish 
Member  upon    the   Committee  of    11. 
I  could  not  ascertain  upon  inquiry  that 
any  of  my  Colleagues  acquainted  with 
Municipal  affairs  could  spare  the  requisite 
time  for  giving  attention  to  this   Bill, 
which  occupied  in  the  result  more  than 
a  dozen  sittings  of  the  Committee  ;  and, 
although  it  would  have  been  more  con- 
venient and  more  agreeable  to  me  to 
retire     from    the    Committee,    heavily 
pressed  as  I   was  by  other  and  more 


imperative  Parliamentary  duties,  I  felt 
that  I  had  no  option  in  the  public  interest 
but  to  serve.     Now,  Sir,  in  regard  to  my 
action  on  the  Committee  the  House  has 
heard  the  Chairman.     I  have  only  to  add 
that  I  acted  throughout  for  the  public 
interest  according  to  my  sense  of  duty, 
precisely  as  I  should  act,  I  hope,  in  the 
case  of   any  other  private  BUI  in  the 
case  of  any  [proceedings  in  the  House. 
If    there     be    one     Assembly    in     the 
world  more  competent  than  any  other  to 
judge  of  the  ignorance  and  of  the  foolish 
character  of  the  suggestion  that  I  could 
exert  any  special  influence  upon  a  Com- 
mittee composed  of  men  of  all  Parties  in 
this  House,  that  Assembly  is  the  House 
of  Commons  itself.     But,  Sir,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  I  never  for  a  moment — and  this 
concludes  the  case — I  never  for  a  moment 
was  under  any  inducement  to  attempt  to 
exert  any  influence  whatever.     Let  me 
impress  upon    the    House    that    every 
decision  of  the  Committee  in  regard  to 
every  point  in  which  these  Commissioners 
were  concerned,  and  in  regard  to  every 
other  point  of  the  least  importance  what- 
ever— that  every  decision  of  the  Committee 
was  unanimous.  The  Committee  was  com- 
posed of  six  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment, four    Members    of    the    Liberal 
Opposition,     and     myself,     a    solitary 
Irish  Nationalist.      Every  decision,   as 
I  have  said,  was  absolutely  unanimous. 
When    the    room    was    cleared,    each 
discussion    was    initiated    by    the    de- 
claration    of    the     Chairman's     views. 
Every    decision     confirmed     the    view 
put    forward    by   the    Chairman.      My 
humble  share  in  the  Judicial  work  of  the 
Committee  was  limited  to  concurrence  in 
the    judgment    agreed  upon  by   every 
other  Member  without  exception.     With 
regard  to  the  personal  attack  upon  my- 
self, it  is  so  manifestly  inspired  by  mo- 
tives entitled  to  no  respect,  by  mere  irra- 
tional vexation  and  spite  of  disappointed 
Petitioners,  that  it  does  not  cause  me  the 
leastconcern.  For  my  part,l  should  not  ask 
or  wish  the  House  to  give  the  slightest 
trouble  on  the  personal  aspect  of  the  case, 
but  I  have  to   say  that  the  case  has 
another  and  a  graver  aspect  which  cannot 
be  so  easily  ignored.     A   Committee  of 
this  House  has  been  wantonly  attacked 
for  the  patient  and  impartial  discharge 
of  a  Judicial  function.    The  House  itself, 
through      its     Committee,     has    been 
attacked,  and  in  my  humble  judgment 
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there  has  been  a  gross  contempt  of  the 
High  Court  of  Parliament — a  contempt 
committed,  Sir,  not  by  ignorant  or 
irresponsible  individuals,  not  committed 
by  inadvertence  of  mere  spoken  words, 
but  contempt  committed  by  a  Public  Body 
formal  and  deliberate  resolution.     I 


in 


also  consider  that  the  resolution  of  these 
Commissioners,  in  which  they  determined 
tocontinue  their  attack  by  false  aspersions 
on  the  judgment  of  the  Committee,  to 
continue  that  attack  in  the  form  of  the 
Petition  to  the  House  of  Lords,  is  as  gross 
and  wanton  an  attack  on  the  privileges  of 
this  House  as  was  ever  known.  However, 
it  is  not  for  me,  it  is  for  Members  of  this 
House  of  more  experience  and  of  greater 
authority,  Members  not  personally  con- 
cerned in  this  case,  to  say  what  steps,  if 
any,  this  House  should  take  to  mark  its 
sense  of  a  most  impudent  attempt  to  dis- 
credit the  judgment  of  a  Committee  of 
this  House  in  the  exercise  of  a  Judicial 
function,  and  to  prejudice  the  proceedings 
on  this  Bill  when  it  goes  before  the  House 
of  Lords. 

(5.25.)      Sib     JOHN     MOWBRAY 

(Oxford  University) :  I  desire  to  add  a 

few  words  to  what  has  fallen  from   the 

hon.  Member  for  East  Worcestershire  (Mr. 
Hastings)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton).  I  wish  to  assure  the 
House  that  the  Member  for  West  Belfast 
came  to  me  in  the  most  straightforward 
way  and  said  he  wished  to  know  from  me, 
as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
whether  he  would  be  at  liberty  to  take 
part  in  the  Committee  on  this  Bill.  I  told 
him  that  I  considered  that  this  Commit- 
tee, consisting  as  it  did  of  11  Members 
elected  from  all  parts  of  the  House, 
differed  entirely  from  an  ordinary  Private 
Bill  Committee,  and  that  I,  for  one,  could 
see  no  objection  to  the  hon.  Member 
acting  on  it.  But  I  went  further.  I 
said  that  I  would  consult  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  and  take  their 
opinion.  I  did  take  their  opinion.  We 
had  a  large  number  present,  and  the 
Members  were  unanimously  of  opinion 
that  there  could  be  no  objection  to  the 
hon.  Member  sitting.  1  communicated 
the  opinion  to  him,  and  said  I  was  sure 
from  my  knowledge  of  his  character  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  take  part 
in  any  question  if  he  was  interested  in 
it  personally.  The  hon.  Member  was 
placed  on  the  Committee  three  Parlia- 
Mr.  Sexton 


ments  ago,  when  I  was  sitting  opposite. 
He  has  been  an  experienced  Member  of 
the  Committee,  and  we  thought  it  was 
quite  right  that  he  should  sit  on  the 
Committee. 

•(5.27.)    Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Perhaps 

the  House  will  kindly  allow  me  to  say 

only  a  few  words  on  this  question.     I 

am  sure  the  House  will  feel,  whatever 
political  differences  divide  Members  in 
this  House,  when  they  are  engaged  in 
political  struggles,  that  we  are  always 
anxious  to  maintain  the    honour    and 
reputation  of  any  Member  of  this  House 
when  he  is  unjustly  attacked.     I  am 
sure    the    House,  will    see    from     the 
remarks    which  have    Mien  from  the 
hon.   Member  for  Worcestershire   (Mr. 
Hastings)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  that  the  latter  hon. 
Member    has    acted     with     the     most 
scrupulous  sense  of  honour,  and  entirely 
in  the  public  interest  all  through  this 
matter.     I  do  not  wish  to  follow  the  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  the  view  and  opinions 
he  has  expressed   with  regard  to  the 
contempt    of  Parliament   to  which  he 
refers.     No  doubt  a  contempt  of  Parlia- 
ment   has    been     committed     by    the 
Commissioners  in  question.     But  I  think 
we  gain  more  by  treating  such  observa- 
tions with    the    indifference    which  a 
consciousness  of  having  done  our  duty  in 
this  House  enables  us  to  maintain.     If 
I  may  express  my  own   judgment  on 
the  matter  it  is  that  a  great  mistake  has 
been  committed  by  the  Commissioners 
themselves.     But  they  certainly  will  not 
prejudice  the  passage  of  the  Bill  in  the 
other  House  by  the  course  they  have 
taken.     I  trust  the  incident  will  now  be 
permitted  to  close   with  the  assurance 
that  the  whole  House  considers  that  the 
hon.    Member    for  West    Belfast    did 
nothing  more  than  his  duty. 


ROYAL  ASSENT. 
Message  to  attend  the   Lords  Commis- 
missioners ; — 

The    House   went;  —  and   being  re- 
turned ; 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal  Assent 
to, — 

1.  Commissioners  for  Oaths  Amend- 
ment Act,  1890. 
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DIRECTORS'  LIABILITY  BILL.— (No.  60.) 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade,  &o. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  188.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed. 
[No.  188.] 

Bill,  as  amended  in  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee, to  be  taken  into  Consideration 
upon  Monday,  9th  June,  and  to  be 
printed.      [Bill  300.] 

POST  OFFICE  OFFICIALS1  MEETINGS. 

Copy  ordered — 

"  Of  any  Order  or  Regulation  with  respect 
to  the  meetings  of  those  in  the  employment 
of  the  Post  Office  which  preceded  the  Order 
now  in  force." — (Mr.  Arthur  Williams.) 

MESSAGE  FROM   THE   LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to   Merchant 
Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill,   with 
Amendments. 

MOTION. 


POSTAGE  BATES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Raikes,  Bill  to  amend  and 
regulate  oertain  Inland  Postage  Rates,  and  to 
Amend  the  Post  Office  Acts,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Raikes  and  Mr.  Jackson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  302.] 

ORDERS  OF   THE  DAT. 


CUSTOMS   AND   INLAND    REVENUE 
•   BILL.— (No.  231.) 

As  amended,  considered. 

(5.31.)  Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  commend  to  the  kind  notice  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name. 
The  objeot  is  to  secure  a  more  equitable 
distribution  of  the  Liquor  Tax,  by  secur- 
ing that  it  is  divided  among  the  three 
countries  proportionately  to  the  yield. 
Such  a  proposal  as  this  ought  to  have 
been  made  by  the  Government  rather 
than  by  a  private  Member.  The  only 
reason  given  for  this  distribution  of 
the  tax  is,  that  it  is  on  the  same  lines  as 
the  distribution  of  the  Probate  Duties 
proceeded  with  two  years  ago.  But  had 
the  course  proposed  in  regard  to  this 
Spirit  Duty  been  adopted  in  relation  to 
the  Probate  Duty  it  would  have  been 
violently    opposed.     There    are    funda- 


mental differences  between  the  two  cases. 
The  Probate  Duty  was  strictly  an 
Imperial  subvention,  while  we  are  now 
discussing  a  purely  local  Budget. 
Although  the  fresh  burden  imposed 
forms  part  of  an  Imperial  tax,  collected 
for  convenience  by  Imperial  officers, 
it  is  in  reality  a  local  impost,  intended 
to  be  devoted  to  local  purposes  by  a 
Local  Authority.  Again,  so  far  as  Ire- 
land and  Scotland  are  concerned  the 
charge  upon  them  in  connection  with 
this  duty  is  an  excessive  one  and,  indeed, 
an  oppressive  one.  I  admit  that  if  the 
Scotch  and  Irish  contribution  to  the 
Imperial  Revenue  were  no  more  than  it 
ought  to  be  the  question  would  be  far 
more  difficult,  and  1  would  not  feel 
entitled  to  move  this  Amendment.  But 
the  condition  is  not  satisfied.  Scotland's 
contribution  is  excessive,  and  Ireland's 
grievously  burdensome,  and,  therefore,  I 
contend  that  the  re -distribution  of  the 
proceeds  of  the  additional  tax  should  be 
in  proportion  to  the  yield  from  each.  By 
the  plan  proposed  under  this  Bill  you 
are  putting  a  burden  on  the  poorer 
countries  for  the  benefit  of  the  richer 
one.  Then  the  local  uses  of  the  three 
countries  do  not  correspond;  each 
country  has  its  own  independent  local 
uses,  and  it  is  just,  therefore,  that  the 
money  raised  by  special  taxation  in  one 
country  should  be  devoted  in  unimpaired 
proportions  to  the  local  uses  of  that 
country.  Ireland  and  Scotland  are 
entitled  to  liberal  treatment  in  this 
matter,  because  not  only  is  their  contri- 
bution to  the  Imperial  Revenue  already 
excessive,  but  the  new  Spirit  Tax  will 
be  especially  burdensome  in  their  case. 
The  Government  oughtfnot  to  forget 
that  Scotland  and  Ireland  are  being 
made  victims  in  consequence  of  local 
wants  felt  in  England.  If  it  had  not 
been  for  the  complaints  and  demands  of 
the  English  County  Councils  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  not  have 
found  it  necessary  to  propose  this  tax  at 
all.  Therefore,  England  having  been 
the  cause  of  the  imposition  of  the  tax, 
she  ought  to  be  satisfied  if  she  receives 
what  England  yields  and  no  more.  How 
will  the  proposed  division  work  ?  The 
Returns  which  have  been  presented  by 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  whom  I 
congratulate  upon  his  new  dignity — for 
I  think  the  dignities  of  the  State  have 
not  been  often  so  well  earned — show  how 
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England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  will  fare 
if  the  proceeds  of  the  duties  are  divided 
as  the  Government  propose.  England 
will  pay  £953,000  towards  the  duty,  and 
will  receive  £1,043,000.  That  is  to  say, 
as  a  result  of  the  imposition  of  a  tax 
particularly  burdensome  on  Scotland  and 
Ireland — a  tax  imposed,  too,  for  the 
convenience  of  England,  that  country 
will  gain  £90,000  at  the  expense  of 
Scotland  and  Ireland.  Scotland  will  pay 
£196,000  and  receive  back  only£142,000, 
thus  losing  £53,000;  and  Ireland  will 
pay  £154,000,  and  receive  back  nearly 
£117,000,  losing  £37,000  by  the  trans- 
saction.  This  matter  ought,  I  contend, 
to  be  considered  separately  from  the 
question  of  the  duty  of  two  years  ago. 
Scotland  is  only  moderately  wealthy  as 
compared  with  England,  and  Ireland  is 
by  far  the  poorest  of  the  three  countries ; 
yet  they  are  to  lose  by  this  transaction. 
I  may  frankly  say  that  I  do  not  view 
these  Returns  with  unqualified  confi- 
dence, for,  according  to  another  calcula- 
tion, which  appears  to  be  very  exact, 
Ireland  will  pay  £195,000  and  lose 
£77,000. 

•The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  What  figures  does  the 
hon.  Member  refer  to  ? 

Mb.  SEXTON:  They  are  contained 
in  a  Report  in  a  wine  and  spirit  paper, 
and  evidently  are  the  result  of  very 
careful  calculations. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  have  not  seen  that 
article,  but  the  author  may  possibly 
have  fallen  into  the  error  of  not  distin- 
guishing between  duty  paid  on  spirits 
manufactured  and  the  duty  on  spirits 
consumed  in  each  country. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  shall  be  happy  to 
send  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  copy  of 
the  article.  I  think,  on  examining  it,  he 
will  find  that  this  distinction  is  drawn, 
and  that  the  conclusion  arrived  at  is 
that  Ireland,  as  a  consumer,  will  pay 
£195,000  towards  this  tax.  Now,  if  the 
Government  give  a  favourable  reception 
to  the  Amendment  I  have  to  propose,  I 
shall  be  disposed  to  accept  the  basis  of 
incidence  stated  in  the  first  page  of  the 
Return  pending  the  inquiry  which,  I  am 
glad  to  say,  we  are  to  have  regarding  the 
financial  relations  of  the  three  countries. 
I  may,  however,  point  out  that  the  basis 
of  incidence  according  to  notes  in  this 
Return,  is  founded  on  principles  favour- 
Mr.  Sexton 


able  to  the  English  and  unfavourable  to 
the  Irish  account.  For  example,  the  in- 
cidence of  taxation  in  regard  to  foreign 
spirits  is  calculated  upon  the  basis  of 
collection,  which  is  not  a  sound  basis. 
Consumption  is  the  sound  basis,  and 
the  calculation  according  to  collection  is 
favourable  to  England  and  unfavourable 
to  Ireland.  Then  the  calculation  in  the 
case  of  beer  is  based  on  the  consumption 
which  is  favourable  to  England.  I  think 
we  ought  to  have  further  statistics  upon 
which  to  form  an  opinion.  If,  as  has 
been  suggested  in  the  article  I  have  re- 
ferred to,  Ireland  will  contribute 
£190,000  in  the  shape  of  the  new  Spirit 
Duty,  her  loss  will  be  £155,000,  and 
that  is  not  a  sum  which  ought  to  be 
jauntily  disposed  of.  I  am  not  pressing 
this  Amendment  on  purely  technical 
grounds ;  I  do  so  rather  upon  the  large 
principles  of  liberal  and  equitable  deal- 
ing towards  Ireland.  These  are  facts 
which  constitute  a  special  hardship  in 
the  Irish  case,  and  which  justify  an 
appeal  to  the  liberality  of  the  Govern- 
ment The  incidence  of  this  liquor  tax 
is  particularly  hard.  You  are  going  to 
hypothecate  die  whole  of  Ireland's  share 
for  the  purposes  of  a  guarantee,  which  we 
entirely  disapprove,  and  you  are  going 
to  lock  up  and  render  completely  useless 
a  sum  of  £40,000  for  a  period  the  dura- 
tion of  which  we  cannot  limit.  If  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  give  a 
favourable  consideration  to  the  subject- 
matter  of  my  Amendment,  I  will  not 
press  it;  and  if  the  Government  will  make 
that  concession  it  will  probably  facilitate 
the  progress  of  business,  while  it  will 
tend  to  greatly  moderate  that  feeling  of 
indignation  felt  in  Ireland  because  you  are 
increasing  the  burden  of  the  most  in- 
equitable tax  in  your  system  of  finance. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  go  on 
the  principle  of  giving  back  to  each 
country  what  it  pays,  he  will  avert  con- 
flicts which  otherwise  will  wage  around 
this  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
9,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  propor- 
tions," to  the  end  of  the  clause,  and 
insert  the  words  "in  which  they  are 
raised  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland 
respectively." — (Mr.  Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 
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(5.53.)  The  SECRETARY  to  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds, 
N.)  :  The  hon.  Member  has  temperately 
moved  this  Amendment,  but  the 
Government  cannot  accept  it  in  the  form 
in  which  it  stands  ;  nor  can  I  see  any 
possible  modification  of  the  Amendment 
which  would  remove  the  objections  to  it. 
As  the  Amendment  stands  it  would 
appropriate  this  revenne,  not  according 
to  consumption,  but  according  to  collec- 
tion. That  would  work  gross  unfairness, 
because  large  quantities  of  spirits  which 
are  made  in  Scotland  and  Ireland  are 
consumed  in  England. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  have  judged  from  my  remarks 
that  I  am  willing  to  accept  any  fair 
basis. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  The  difficulty  is  that 
it  is  not  possible  to  get  at  the  exact 
amount  of  spirits  manufactured  in  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  and  consumed  in  Eng- 
land. Some  calculations  have  been  made, 
and  the  effect,  so  far  as  has  been  ascer- 
tained, is  that  at  least  £63,000  would  be 
paid  in  Scotland  and  £76,000  in  Ireland 
for  spirits  consumed  in  England.  The 
lion.  Member  has  sought  to  separate  the 
proposed  tax  from  the  Probate  and  the 
Beer  Duties  on  the  ground  that  it  is  a 
new  tax.  But  the  Beer  Tax  of  last  year 
was  also  a  new  tax,  and  of  that  Ireland 
has  had  the  benefit. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  How  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON:  It  was  a  tax  raised 
upon  an  article  of  ordinary  consumption 
in  England,  and  which  was  devoted  to 
Imperial  purposes.  The  hon.  Member 
has  suggested,  that  Ireland  was  unfairly 
treated  in  the  matter  of  the  Beer  Duty, 
but  he  is  mistaken  in  that.  We  have 
taken  the  best  figures  at  our  disposal. 
In  1886  the  quantity  of  beer  exported 
from  Dublin  was  390,000  hogsheads, 
equal  to  585,000  barrels  ;  in  1887  it  was 
405,000  hogsheads,  or  608,000  barrels ; 
in  1888  424,000  hogsheads.,  or  636,000 
barrels.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  estimate  the  export  of  beer  from 
England  to  Ireland,  but  we  have  every 
reason  to  believe  that  the  figures  con- 
tained in  the  Report  may  be  taken  as 
accurate.  My  right  hon.  Friend  has 
assented  to  an  inquiry,  and  that  inquiry 
will  show  what  are  the  real  facts  of  the 
case.  My  right  hon.  Friend  has  also  said 
that  should  it  be  shown  that  the  basis  of 
distribution  adopted  is  unfavourable  to 

VOL.  CCOXLIV.    [thibd  sbbies.] 


Scotland  and  Ireland,  it  will  be  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  endeavour  to  meet 
the  justice  of  the  case.  If  the  result  of 
the  inquiry  is  to  show  that  the  general 
system  of  taxation  and  finance  as  between 
the  three  countries  is  unfair  towards 
Scotland  and  Ireland,  it  will  be  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  rectify  the  system. 
This  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  undertaken, 
and  in  this  I  really  think  hon.  Members 
will  admit  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
gone  as  far  as  he  could  be  expected  to 

(6.0.)  Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  touched 
that  part  of  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend 
in  which  he  spoke  of  the  basis  of  the 
division  ;  he  has  evaded  the  whole  kernel 
of  my  hon.  Friend's '  Amendment.  Of 
course,  we  receive  with  satisfaction  the 
explanation  of  Tabled  3,  relating  to  the 
Beer  Duty,  and  I  liave  no  doubt,  as 
regards  exportation  of  beer  from 
Ireland  to  England,  .  the  table  is 
correct.  But,  with  regard  to  the  other 
item  in  the  column — the  export  of  beer 
from  England  to  Ireland — I  think  we 
have  reason  to  question  the  correctness 
of  the  information  supplied  to  the  Go- 
vernment, and  I  hope  some  more  satis- 
factory information  may  be  forthcoming 
when  next  this  question  comes  before  us 
for  discussion.  It  does  not  lie  within  my 
competence  to  closely  follow  the  figures 
given  from  time  to  time  as  to  the  inci- 
dence of  trade  between  the  two  countries, 
and  I  should  like  to  have  them  set  forth 
in  a  form  more  easily  to  follow ;  but  I 
take  the  Return  of  the  incidence  of 
taxation  supplied  to  us  within  the  last 
few  days,  and  I  will  undertake  to  prove, 
as  briefly  as  possible,  that  on  the  division 
based  upon  the  Probate  Duty,  the  alloca- 
tion of  the  grant  will  be  most  unfair  to 
Scotland  and  Ireland.  I  take  the  figures 
of  collection  and  consumption,  as  set 
forth,  without  comment  or  query,  from 
the  Return  of  1888-9,  and,  basing  the 
proportion  upon  these  figures,  the  result 
works  out  upon  the  new  tax  as  follows  : 
England,  £891,137 ;  Scotland,  £182,371 ; 
and  Ireland,  £146,007.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contends  that  the  new  duty 
should  be  apportioned  on  the  basis  of  the 
division  of  the  Probate  Duty ;  but 
we  contend  that  this  new  6d.  tax 
on  an  already  over-taxed  commodity 
is  regarded  in  Ireland  and  Scotland 
with  the  greatest  possible  distrust 
3  M 
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and  dislike,  and  that  if  it  is  imposed  at 
all,  you  are  bound,  on  the  principles  of 
justice  and  equitable  treatment,  to  divide 
the  revenue  so  raised  in  the  proportions 
in  which  it  is  raised  in  the  three 
countries,  and  I  think  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend  ought  to  commend 
itself  to  the  sense  of  fair  dealing  in  the 
House.  I  do  hope  that  before  we  proceed 
to  a  Division,  or  press  this  matter  further, 
we  shall  have  some  more  satisfactory 
answer  than  we  have  had  from  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  These  figures 
I  have  taken  from  this  Return  can  be 
proved  by  any  hon.  Member  who  will 
employ  his  industry  for  half  an  hour 
over  it,  and  the  figures  cannot  be  con- 
troverted, and  they  show  conclusively 
that  England's  proportion  of  the  new 
duty  upon  the  basis  of  the  Return  of 
1888-9  should  be  73,  Scotland's  14-9, 
and  Ireland's  12'1 ;  but  you  are  going  to 
divide  the  money  so  raised  in  the  pro- 
portion of  80,  11,  and  9  respectively,  so 
that  the  loss  to  Scotland  will  be  3*1,  and 
to  Ireland  3*9,  while  England  gains  7  per 
cent.  We  are  promised  a  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  incidence  of  taxation 
and  revenue  in  the  three  countries,  and 
we  welcome  that  inquiry,  believing  it 
will  show  there  has  been  great  fiscal 
injustice  to  Ireland*  but,  pending  the 
result  of  that  inquiry,  surely  it  is  not 
unreasonable  to  ask  that  the  proceeds 
should  be  divisible  in  the  manner  pro- 
posed by  my  hon.  Friend. 

(6.10.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Long- 
ford, N.) :  I  regret  that  this  most  reason- 
able proposition  is  refused  by  the  Go- 
vernment. I  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  full  credit  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee,  but  this  Com- 
mittee cannot  touch  this  money  which 
will  be  raised.  The  only  influence  of 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  will 
be  that  Ireland  will  get  a  sum  of 
£70,000,  which,  taking  the  Govern- 
ment Return,  we  are  clearly  entitled  to. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  was  well 
advised  in  gliding  over  the  argument  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ad- 
vanced on  a  previous  occasion,  that  we 
are  getting  more  than  our  share  of  the 
Probate  Duty.  The  Government  con- 
tended in  former  debate  that  the  reason 
Ireland  does  not  get  her  proper  share  in 
the  new  duty  is  that  she  has  the  benefit 
of  the  overplus  in  the  Probate  Duty ;  but 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has  now 
Mr.  Flynn 


only  alluded  to  that  by  saying  it  has 
already  been  discussed.  Now,  I  would 
reply  to  that  argument,  "Take  away 
your  Probate  Duty  and  only  tax  Ireland 
on  the  basis  upon  which  you  say  the 
Probate  Duty  should  be  given  to  us; 
that  is,  4£  per  cent."  But,  of  course,  the 
Government  will  not  do  that. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  do  not  quite  follow 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  understand 
the  contention  is  that  Ireland  contributes. 
4£  per  cent,  to  the  Probate  Duty  and  to 
the  Imperial  Revenue,  and  1  say,  if  that 
is  so,  then  take  this  4£  per  cent,  as  the 
basis  generally  of  Ireland's  contribution 
to  the  Imperial  Revenue.  We  should 
then  be  saved  something  like  £3,500,000 
a  year. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  We  do  not  make  it 
the  basis. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  It  is  very  diffi- 
cult to  fix  you  to  your  basis — very 
difficult  to  say  under  which  thimble  is 
the  pea.  My  hon.  Friend  deserves 
great  credit  for  the  skill  with  which  he 
has  brought  the  matter  forward.  For 
myself,  I  have  no  financial  ability  of  any 
kind,  and  find  great  difficulty  in  even 
adding  up  the  figures,  and  will  not  ven- 
ture to  discuss  the  matter  in  the  manner 
my  hon.  Friend  has  ;  but,  looking  at  the 
aiguments  like  a  juror,  I  am  quite 
capable  of  appreciating  the  points,  and  I 
say  my  hon.  Friend's  argument  has  not 
been  met.  We  base  ourselves  on  your 
own  Return ;  we  build  on  your  founda- 
dation,  and  we  find  this  difference 
between  what  you  raise  in  Ireland  upon 
spirits  and  beer  and  the  proportion  yon 
return ;.  and  when  we  ask  for  this  differ- 
ence, you  meet  us  with  a  reference  to 
the  overplus  paid  on  the  Probate  Duty. 
Then,  I  say,  withdraw  the  Probate,  and 
recognise  the  4£  per  cent,  which 
you  say  should  be  the  basis  of 
Irelands  contribution  to  the  Im- 
perial Revenue;  but  still  you  decline. 
Now,  though  I  am  not  capable  of  under- 
taking a  scientific  examination  of  the 
figures,  I  can  see  that  my  hon.  Friend's 
argument  has  not  been  met.  It  is  some 
alleviation  to  our  complaints  that  these 
financial  arrangements  will  be  subjected 
to  examination  by  a  Committee,  but  that 
does  not  deal  with  our  grievance  in  1890. 
Furthermore,  let  me  point  out  that  here, 
as  in  many  former  instances,  the  injus- 
tice that  is  inflicted  upon  Ireland  arisBfc.^ 
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out  of  circumstances  founded  upon  the 
exigencies  of  England  without  any  refer- 
ence to  the  wants  of  the  Sister  Country. 
Because  you  failed  in  your  Van  and 
Wheel  Tax  we  pay  6d.  more  per  gallon 
on  our  whisky  in  1890.  But  we  did  not 
get  a  County  Council  Bill.  Because  you 
have  set  up  County  Councils  in  England 
and  Scotland  and  need  to  erect  a  fiscal 
system  for  them,  Ireland  is  called  upon 
to  pay  this  extra  taxation  !  I  can  quite 
appreciate  your  difficulties  in  attempting 
to  govern  Ireland ;  you  cannot  do  it,  and 
you  meet  our  arguments  as  to  equitable 
treatment  by  saying  that  the  whole 
fiscal  arrangements  of  the  three  King- 
doms cannot  be  disarranged,  and,  some- 
times, in  an  unguarded  moment,  you 
advert  to  the  difficulties  in  setting 
up  a  fiscal  zone  for  Ireland.  Now, 
if  you  simply  take  the  argument  of  the 
sword,  and  impose  your  taxation  upon  us, 
that  is  intelligible  ;  but  if  you  desert  that, 
and  talk  about  general  convenience,  we 
ask  how  is  it  that  we  are  always  to  suffer 
in  the  business  ?  While  England  and 
Scotland  are  gainers  by  a  large  and 
generous  extension  of  Local  Government, 
the  fact  is  Ireland,  while  having  no  Local 
Government,  has  suffered  from  the  ex- 
tension to  the  other  countries.  If  the 
English  and  Scotch  Local  Government 
Acts  had  not  passed,  we  should  not  have 
heard  of  this  extra  6d.  upon  whisky. 
We  are  deprived  of  Local  Government, 
and  we  suffer  because  you  get  Local 
Government.  I  say  in  all  this  Budget — 
I  do  not  accuse  the  Government  of  any 
intention  and  desire  to  make  it  unjust  to 
Ireland,  it  almost  arises  out  of  the  necessi- 
ties of  tyranny  and  under  the  necessities 
of  the  Union  — you  make  your  arrange- 
ments according  to  the  interests  of 
England,  caring  nothing  about  those  of 
Ireland.  If  ever  there  was  a  case  to 
prove  the  way  in  which  a  conquered 
country  can  be  robbed  it  is  this  Budget. 
We  have  gained  nothing  under  this 
Budget  except  upon  tea.  I  challenge 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  give  in  a  compendious  form 
the  comparative  benefits  of  his  Budget 
proposals  to  the  people  of  the  three 
countries.  He  had  a  surplus,  and  we  ask 
for  £70,000  from  that  surplus  as  the  pro- 
portion of  Ireland's  contribution  towards 
it.  You  give  us  2d.  on  tea,  but  you  put 
6d.  on  whisky.  We  do  not  get  the  benefit 
of  the  Inhabited  House  Duty  or  any 


other  remission  under  the  Budget.  It 
is  a  fair  challenge.  Show  us  in  a  Return 
the  figures  giving  in  each  country  the 
creation  and  distribution  of  the  surplus. 
I  say  the  past  financial  history  of  England 
and  Ireland  since  the  Debt  was  consoli- 
dated, which  I  take  to  be  the  true 
point  of  departure  in  the  matter,  should 
come  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Financial  Committee,  and  I  am  sure  it 
will  disclose  a  long  course  of  fraud  and 
plunder. 

*(6.25.)  Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.) :  I 
do  not  think  the  argument  in  the 
beginning  of  the  speech  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  had  that  force  he 
seemed  to  think  it  possessed.  No  doubt 
a  certain  amount  of  duty  is  paid  on 
whisky  in  Ireland,  which  whisky  is  con- 
sumed in  England;  but  that  does 
not  necessarily  prove  the  unfairness 
of  my  hon.  Friend's  Amendment. 
I  should  say  consumer  and  producer 
have  both  to  be  considered;  but  the 
interest  of  the  producers  is  as  important 
a6  that  of  the  consumer.  By  the  pro- 
ducer, I  do  not  mean  merely  the  distiller, 
but  every  man  engaged  in  the  trade,  who 
will  suffer  from  the  additional  taxation 
on  the  article  produced.  Consider  these 
arrangements  for  a  moment  as  about  to 
be  embodied  in  a  Treaty  between  two 
nations,  two  separate  Governments. 
Suppose  we  were  entering  into  a  Treaty  of 
Commerce ;  do  the  Government  suppose 
that  any  Independent  State  would  consent 
to  such  terms  as  they  seek  to  impose  upon 
Ireland?  Many  English  manufacturers 
come  into  Ireland,  but  there  is  no  consider- 
able Excise  Duty  on  any  of  them.  There 
is  an  enormous  Excise  Duty  on  goods 
made  in  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  export 
to  England.  If  Ireland  were  in  the  posi- 
tion of  Greece,  and  able  to  make  a 
bargain  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, she  would  obtain  very  different 
terms.  Greece  would  not  take  off  the 
duty  on  English  goods  until  the  duty  was 
taken  off  goods  sent  here  by  Greece ;  and 
if  Ireland  were  in  the  same  position,  she 
would  maintain  a  duty  on  English  goods 
until  a  similar  advantage  was  given  by 
England  to  goods  of  her  manufacture. 
Ireland,  however,  is  not  in  that  position, 
and  the  Government  propose  to  put  an 
enormous  tax  on  one  of  the  chief  articles 
of  Irish  manufacture  imported  into  Eng- 
land, although  there  is  practically  no  tax 
upon  goods  exported  from  England  to 
3  M  2 


1619       Customs  and  Inland         {COMMONS} 


Revenue  BUI. 


1620 


Ireland.  Looking  at  this  matter  from  an 
international  point  of  view,  as  I  am 
entitled  to  do  for  the  sake  of  argument, 
the  distribution  of  the  taxation  is  grossly 
unfair.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has  said  that 
£76,000  of  the  extra  duty  will  be  paid 
in  Ireland  on  exports  exported  to  England ; 
that  is,  l-20th  of  the  duty  now  paid  on 
whisky  exported  to  England.  If  we  take 
the  amount  at  20  times  £76,000,  we  find 
that  £1,520,000  worth  is  paid  in  Ireland 
in  the  shape  of  duty  on  the  article 
manufactured  in  Ireland  and  exported  to 
this  country.  That  is  a  very  considerable 
sum.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  pointed  out  that  it  is  not  by  any 
means  the  whole  of  the  tax  put  upon  Irish 
manufactures  in  this  respect,  because 
there  is  also  a  large  amount  of  Irish 
whisky  bonded  in  England  on  which 
duty  is  paid  in  England,  but  neverthe- 
less the  dutyjfl  put  upon  an  article  of  Irish 
manufacture.  It  is  difficult  to  ascer- 
tain what  the  real  proportions  are ;  but, 
broadly  speaking,  I  think  the  greater 
part  of  the  whisky  manufactured  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  has  duty  paid  upon  it 
on  the  spot,  while  the  greater  portion  of 
that  which  is  manufactured  in  the  South 
of  Ireland  is  exported  in  bond.  We 
may  assume  that  this  £1,520,000  at 
present  paid  on  whisky  exported  to 
England  is  only  one-half  the  tax  which 
England  puts  on  the  main  staple  of  Irish 
manufactures  imported  by  this  country, 
and  I  think  that  this  is  sufficient  to  show 
the  great  unfairness  with  which  Ireland 
is  treated.  I  am  glad  the  Government 
has  consented  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  to  arrange,  as  it  were,  a 
Treaty  of  Commerce  between  Ireland 
and  England,  and  we  trust  that  that 
arrangement  will  lead  to  a  settlement 
on  more  equitable  terms  than  the  Govern- 
ment seems  willing  to  consent  to  adopt. 
I  trust  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Vest  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  will  press 
this  matter  to  a  Division,  for,  as  I  have 
already  said,  it  doos  seem  grossly  unfair 
that  Irish  manufactures  should  be  taxed 
to  so  enormous  an  extent  when  goods 
manufactured  in  England  and  exported 
to  Ireland  are  not  taxed  at  all. 

*(6.38.)  Sib  J.  M'KENNA  (Monaghan, 
S.)  :  I  desire  to  point  out  to  the  House  that 
if  the  Irish  people  were  only  taxed  for 
Imperial  purposes  in  proportion  to 
the  amount  levied  by  the  Income 
Mr.  Knox 


Tax,  the  incidence  of  taxation  in  that 
country  would  be  much  fairer  than  it  is  at 
present.     For  if  an   arrangement  were 
made   at    the    present   moment    under 
which  Ireland  were  obliged  to  raise  her 
present  quota  of  Imperial  taxation  by  a 
charge  under  the  Income  Tax,  she  would 
have  to  raise  as  much  as  5s.  3d.  in  the 
£1.      This,   I   venture  to    say,  can  he 
proved  to  the  hilt,  that  2s.  6d.  in  the 
£1  would  suffice  for  Great  Britain ;  which 
fact  affords  a  sufficient  illustration  of  the 
unjust  taxation  under  which  the  people 
of  Ireland  are  labouring. 

(6.40.)    Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork  City) : 
Before   the   right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  replies  I  de- 
sire to  say  that  I  think  some  consideration 
is  due  to  Ireland  in  regard  to  the  distri- 
bution of  this  money.  It  is  not  a  sufficient 
answer  to  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man takes  as  the  proportion  of  the  distri- 
bution of  this  extra  tax.  the  proportionate 
amount    which     Ireland    pays    to    the 
Imperial   Revenue  from  all  sources  of 
taxation.     That  is  not  a  sufficient  answer 
to  us,  because  we  dispute  the  justice  of 
the  proportion  we  pay  to  the  Imperial 
Revenue,  for,  so  long  as  I  can  remem- 
ber,     Motions     have     been      annually 
brought    forward    by    Irish    Members, 
in    reference     to     this     question,    and 
they   have    conclusively     proved    that 
we    in    Ireland     are     paying   at   least 
double  as  much  as  we  ought  to  pay  in 
proportion  to  our  wealth,  a  large  amount 
of    this    extensive    contribution    being 
derived   from   the  duty  imposed    upon 
spirits.      But,  Sir,  the  claim  we  make 
to-day  is  still  stronger    than    our    old 
claim,  because    this  is  a  tax   which  is 
voted,  not  for  Imperial  purposes,  but  for 
local  purposes,  and  of  the  total  amount 
Ireland  contributes  16*4  per  cent.      For 
this  contribution  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man only  purposes  to  give  us  5  percent., 
and     he  .justifies  the    wrong     he    has 
done    because  successive   Governments 
have    succeeded     for     years     past    in 
wringing  from   us  a    taxation    utterly 
disproportioned     to     our    means,     and 
double  the  amount  we   ought   to  pay 
as  compared  with  England,  and  "  because 
we  have  robbed  you  in  the  past  we  have 
a  right  to  rob  you  in  the  future.''     This 
proposal  is  a  fresh  injustice,  added  to  the 
already   great    injustice    under    which 
Ireland  was  suffering.     But  even  if,  for 
\  the  sake  of  argument,  we  were  to  allow 


1621       Customs  and  Inland        {May  22,  1890} 


Revenue  BUI. 


1622 


the  contention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  Ireland  is  not  being  unjustly 
dealt  with  in  the  contributions  she  makes 
to  the  Imperial  and  general  expenditure, 
we  can  at  least  show  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  figures  that  we    shall 
only  receive  one-half  of  the  proceeds  of 
the   new  tax    as    compared    with    the 
amount  we  ought  to  receive.      In  addi- 
tion to  this,  we  have  to  submit  to  the 
further  outrage  that  our  proportion  of 
the  subvention  intended  for  local  pur- 
poses is  to  be  locked  up  and  not  used 
for    any   purpose  during  an   indefinite 
period.     I  think  the  figures  show  for 
themselves  that  this  is  a  question  on 
which  the  Government  ought  to  yield  to 
the  claims  of  Ireland  and  Scotland.     It 
is  an  evident  injustice  that  you  should 
use  the  tax  obtained  from  alcoholic  pro- 
ducts in  Ireland   for  the  relief  of  local 
burdens  in  England,  while  no  portion  of 
it  is  to  be  applied  to  the  relief  of  local 
burdens  in  Ireland.     Why,  I  ask,  should 
Ireland  not   have  a  fair  proportion  of 
this  money?      Why    should    you    not 
adjust  the   relative  proportions  among 
the  three  countries,    namely,    61*3    to 
England,  22-3  to  Scotland,  and  16-4  to 
Ireland  ?     I  think  the  claim  which  has 
been  made   by  my    hon.    and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Longford  is  a 
reasonable  one.     Surely  at  a  time  when 
you  are  boasting  of  your  policy  of  justice 
and  equality  to  Ireland — nay,  more  than 
justice,  generosity  to  Ireland — you  can- 
not, with  any  face,  come  to  this  House 
and  ask  us  to  support  you  in  taxing  the 
Irish  people  to  an   unfair  extent  on  a 
special    article    of    Irish    manufacture, 
while  at  the  same  time  you  only  propose 
to  give  back  to  Ireland  one  half  of  the 
proceeds  of  that  taxation  as  compared 
with  what  you  give  to  England.      I  say 
you  have  no  right  to  ask  this  House  to 
support  you  in  this  unjust  and  unequal 
treatment,  which  deprives  us  of  our  fair 
share  of  the  tax  raised  in  such  large 
proportions    from    the  chief    article  of 
Irish  manufacture. 

*(6.52.)  Me.  GOSCHEN :  I  am  glad  to 
hear  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Longford  that  he  acquits  the  Government 
of  an  intention  of  doing  injustice  to  Ire- 
land in  this  matter.  If  there  is  an  in- 
justice to  Ireland  through  the  manner 
in  which  she  is  taxed,  it  would  have  to 
be  redressed  by  other  means  than  by 
drawing  a  fiscal  zone.    Hon.   Members 


have  spoken  of  the  injustice  of  the  taxa- 
tion of  Ireland,  but  that  subject  is  too 
large  a  matter  to  be  entered  upon  in  a 
Bill  of  this  kind.  In  reference  to  the 
Committee  which  I  have  promised,  I  do 
not  see  what  purpose  would  be  served 
by  extending  the  inquiry  as  far  back  as 
1817,  and,  in  my  opinion,  it  would  be 
sufficient  to  inquire  into  the  relative 
financial  position  of  the  three  countries 
as  it  now  exists.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Longford  admits,  as  has 
always  been  admitted,  that  a  much 
larger  contribution  from  the  Imperial 
Revenue  goes  to  Ireland  than  is  propor- 
tionately her  due.  If  Ireland  contributes 
more  to  the  Common  Fund  than  she 
ought  to,  that  is  balanced  by  the  fact 
that  she  draws  more  contributions  from 
it  in  proportion  than  any  other  portion 
of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  What  are  they  ? 
We  never  heard  of  them. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  have  already  given 
the  particulars  of  those  contributions, 
and  shown  in  respect  of  education 
how  much  per  child  is  paid  to  Ireland,  in 
comparison  with  population,  as  compared 
with  the  sums  paid  to  the  other  portions 
of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Why  do  you  not 
let  us  manage  our  own  affairs  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN;  Speaking  indivi- 
dually, I  am  in  favour  of  the  Irish  nation 
receiving  the  whole  of  the  grants,  and 
managing  education  in  their  own  way. 
Personally,  I  do  not  see  any  objec- 
tion to  that.  Coming  to  the  Amend- 
ment that  has  been  moved,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Longford 
has  said  that,  instead  of  taking  4£  per 
cent,  as  the  amount  of  the  Probate  Duty 
which  Ireland  contributes,  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  take  as  a  basis  for  distri- 
bution the  whole  of  the  taxation  of 
Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  What  I  said  was 
that  the  Government  have  selected  an 
unfair  basis. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  basis  taken  by 
the  Government  is  80  per  cent,  for 
England,  1 1  per  cent,  for  Scotland,  and 
9  per  cent,  for  Ireland.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  challenged  me  to 
show  that  Ireland  has  obtained  any 
benefit  whatever  under  the  Budget 
except  under  the  Tea  Duty.  Well, 
there  is  the  Currant  Duty 
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Mr.  SEXTON  :  Ireland  does  not  pay 
more  than  £5  a  year  in  respect  of  the 
Currant  Duty. 

•Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  expected  the  hon. 
Member  would  say  that.     The  Govern- 
ment has  credited  Ireland  with  so  much 
having  been  paid   as  its  share  of  the 
Customs   Duty,   and    is    it   now   to  bo 
understood     that     the    whole     of     the 
Currant  Duty  is  paid  by  England  and 
Scotland  ?     If  that  be  the  case,  I  might 
withdraw  the  sum  of  £500,000  from  the 
account,  and  say  that  Ireland  contributed 
nothing  under  that  head  to  the  Imperial 
Revenue.     The  hon.  Member  for  Belfast 
questioned  the  accuracy  of  the  figures  of 
the   Government   relating  to   beer  and 
foreign    spirits       He    maintained    that 
foreign  spirits  were   more  consumed  in 
England   than  in  Scotland  or   Ireland, 
because  in  those  countries  they  produced 
their  own  spirits.    I  am  unable  to  accept 
the   Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member. 
To  show  hon.  Members  opposite  that  I 
wish  to  deal    fairly  with  them,  I  will 
undertake  to  have  this  question  of  the 
Beer  Duty  and    the    duty  on  foreign 
spirits  carefully  examined  into,  and  if  it 
can  be  found  that  our  figures  are  wrong 
in  any  respect,  and  that  Ireland  has  been 
prejudiced  by  the  distribution  we  pro- 
pose,   I    will    move    a    Supplementary 
Estimate,  the  proceeds  of  which  shall  be 
paid  to  the  National  School  Teachers  in 
Ireland.      1   propose    this   in   order    to 
rectify  any  injustice  which  any  error  in 
our    figures    may    have    occasioned    to 
Ireland.     I  must   say,  however,  that  I 
believe  our  figures  are  correct.     I  took 
the   best   means   I  could    to  have   the 
details  prepared  with  accuracy,  but  they 
may  be  wrong,  and  therefore  it  is  that  I 
tender    this    promise  to   hon.  Members 
opposite.      I  am  unable  to  accept    the 
Amendment  because,  in  the  view  of  the 
Government  at  the  present  time,  the  dis- 
tribution must  be  made  as  we  propose. 
But,  as  I  say,  if  there  are  any  mistakes 
in  our  Estimates  as  to  the  consumption 
of   foreign  spirits  or  beer  I  undertake 
that  they  shall    be   remedied,  not    by 
striking  off  anything  given  to  England 
or  Scotland,  which  would  have  the  effect 
of    disarranging    our    finance,   but    by 
bringing  in  a  Supplementary  Estimate  in 
favour  of  Ireland.     This,  I  think,  if  not 
entirely   satisfactory  to  hon.    Members 
opposite,  will  show  them  that  we  have 
an  earnest  desire  to  be  fair. 


•(7.2.)  Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow, 
College)  :  The  so-called  concession  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  just 
announced  is  the  most  illogical  and 
absurd  proposition  that  ever  came 
before  this  House.  The  Irish  Members 
tell  him,  as  they  have  been  telling  him 
during  the  course  of  the  last  week,  that 
Ireland  has  been  unjustly  treated. 

•(7.3.)    Mr.  GOSCHEN :   I  have  not 
made  a  concession.      I    do    not    know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  was  in  the 
House  during  the  major  portion  of  my 
remarks.     If  not,  I  will  inform  him  that 
hon.   Members   opposite  complain    that 
certain  figures  which  we  have  given  are 
wrong,  and  whilst  I  make  no  concession 
on  the  general  question,  as  we  maintain 
our  argument    so    far  as    the   Probate 
Duties  are  concerned,  what  I  say  is  that  if 
the  figures  should  be  found  tobe  erroneous 
we  will  rectify  them,  and  will  do  so  in 
the  case  of  Scotland  as  well  as  in  the 
case  of  Ireland. 
*(7.4.)    Dr.  CAMERON  :  The  illogical 
and  absurd    nature  of    that   proposition 
springs  from  the  fact  that  these  figures 
were  never  the  basis  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's     proposal    at    all.      Many 
days  after  the  Budget  proposals  had  been 
laid  before  the  House  the   Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  replying  to  attacks  which 
had  been  made  on  this  particular  portion 
of  it,   quoted  certain  figures   to  show 
that,  onlbhe  whole,  Scotland  and  Ireland 
would  receive  more  than  their  share  of 
the   taxes    allocated    in    aid    of    local 
taxation.      When    challenged    for  par- 
ticulars, the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
promised    us  that    the    figures   should 
be  more  carefully  considered,  and  given 
in   the    form   of   a    Return,    and    that 
is  the  history  of  the  document  to  which 
reference  has  been  made,  but  it  was  not 
submitted  until  some  time  after  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  his  Budget  speech. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  understands 
logical  consequences  as  well  as  any  one  in 
the  House,  but  I  must  say  that  in  these 
Debates  he  has  shown  much  more  power 
of    evasion    and    ability    to    drag    red 
herrings  across  the  trail  of  the  argument 
than  desire  to  meet  plain  arguments  by 
germain  and  sufficient  answers. 
V.6.)     Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford,  W.) : 
For  my  part,  in  any  final  settlement  of 
these    matters    between    England   and 
Ireland,  I  trust  there  will  not  be  a  fiscal 
zone  established  between  us.     What  we 
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desire  is  simply  to  remedy  defects  in 
the  present  abnormal  condition  of  .affairs. 
I  would  point  out  that  there  would  be 
no  difficulty  whatever  in  making  a 
separate  estimate  of  the  Revenue  from 
spirits  in  Ireland,  becauss  during  the 
past  25  years  we  have  had  a  most 
careful  examination  instituted  there  with 
regard  to  the  importation  of  arms  and 
ammunition.  There  would  be  nothing 
in  the  examination  of  vessels  for  spirits 
carried  between  the  two  countries  which 
could  not  b9  covered  by  the  present  system 
of  examination.  To  show  the  thorough 
nature  of  the  search  instituted  in  Irish 
ports,  I  may  say  that,  in  my  own  case, 
after  having  been  on  a  visit  to  America, 
and  having  brought  away  with  me  a  few 
relics  from  the  scene  of  the  battle  of 
Getty sburgh,  I  had  the  greatest  difficulty 
iu  getting  them  into  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  we  enjoy  certain 
advantages  in  regard  to  taxation.  Well, 
we  enjoy  nothing  whatever  in  the  matter 
of  grants  we  receive.  The  mon9y  we 
receive  for  education  is  given  us  for 
a  system  which  is  altogether  out  of 
accord  with  the  wishes  of  the  people.  That 
for  the  Constabulary  is  for  a  military 
system,  which  we  hate  and  abhor.  It  is 
necessary,  as  far  as  the  Government  are 
concerned,  that  we  should  have  those 
grants  in  order  to  keep  up  an  appear- 
ance of  fairness;  but  the  Irish  people 
certainly  do  not  "  enjoy  "  them,  and  we 
claim  to  be  put  upon  a  footing  similar  to 
Scotland. 

(7.10.)  The  House  divided: — Ayes 
152;  Noes  87.— (Div.  List,  No.  105.) 

(7.20.)     Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  4,  line  5,  at  the  end  of  Clause  9, 
to  insert  the  words  "  but  nothing  in  this 
section  shall  prevent  a  person  from  holding 
.more  than  one  such  excise  licence  in  his  own 
name." — (Mr.  Jackson.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  It  S9ems  to  me 
that  these  words  render  the  original 
objects  of  the  clause  entirely  nugatory. 

(7.21.)  Mb.  JACKSON:  Exception 
was  taken  to  the  clause  as  it  stood.  I 
did  not  think  the  objection  was  a  sound 
-one,  because  I  believe  the  clause  really 
carried  out  what  was  intended,  but  it 
was  thought  the  words  used  might  be 
read  as  preventing  an  individual  taking 
out  more  than  one    licence,    and    the 


object  of  the  present  Amendment  is  to 
make  it  clear  that  a  person  can  hold 
more  than  one  excise  licence  in  his  own 
name.  Unless  that  is  made  clear  the 
clausa  would  be  unworkable  in  such  Gases 
as  that  of  Messrs.  Spiers  <fc  Pond,  and 
those  of  Railway  Companies.  There  are 
excise  licances  for  the  sale  of  Patent 
medicines,  and  for  the  manufacture  of 
•playing  cards,  and  the  Amendment  will 
make  it  clear  that  future  licences  shall 
specify  upon  their  faces  the  premises  in 
which  the  business  is  to  be  carried  on. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,  Ceckermouth) :  Is  it  not  the  case 
that  Judges  have  recently  made  very 
strong  statements  from  the  Bench  about 
the  great  evil  that  arises  from  one  person 
having  a  number  of  licences  for  the  sale 
of  drink.  It  seems  very  extraordinary 
that  the  Government  now  come  forward 
to  give  an  official  sanction  to  that  which 
is  understood  to  be  a  grave  abuse. 

(7.24.)  Mb.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire, 
Brigg) :  This  Amendment,  if  passed, 
would  allow  a  publican  to  have  any 
number  of  licensed  houses  in  his  own 
name,  and  to  obtain  compensation  for 
licensed  houses  in  different  parts  of  the 
country  whenever  he  might  choose  to 
give  them  up.  It  has  over  and  over 
again  been  held  in  Courts  of  Justice  that 
one  of  the  great  securities  we  have 
under  the  present  very  faulty  system  for 
the  decent  management  and  proper 
government  of  licensed  houses  is  the 
actual  personal  supervision  of  the  man 
to  whom  the  licence  is  granted.  This 
will  be  done  away  with  if  one  man  may 
have  a  number  of  licences  in  different 
places.  The  Government  are  establishing 
an  entirely  new  principle. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  It  leaves  the  law 
exactly  as  it  stands. 

Mb.  WADDY :  Then  all  the  Judges 
I  have  ever  heard  speak  about  it  have 
been  entirely  in  the  wrong. 
•(7.27.)  Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM 
(Gloucester,  Cirencester) :  I  apprehend 
that  the  answer  of  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  that  the  words  "  excise 
licences"  cover  the  clause,  and  that 
the  publican's  licence  is  not  an 
Excise  licence,  but  a  Magistrate's 
licence.  If,  however,  the  Government 
really  intend  by  the  Amendment  to  allow 
public  house  licences  to  be  given  in  any 
number  to  one  person,  I  hope  the  Amend- 
ment will  be  opposed,  not  only  by  every 
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man  on  this  side  of  the  House,  but 
by  every  Licensing  Justice  opposite.  I 
would  point  out  that  even  as  regards 
Excise  licences  they  are  granted  to  grocers 
for  spirits,  and  the  Amendment  would 
allow  a  big  grocer  to  take  out  half  a 
dozen  spirit  licences  in  half  a  dozen 
branch  establishments  in  the  same  town. 
I  hope  such  a  proposal  will  be  resisted  on 
all  sides  of  the  House. 

*(7,29.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  All  the 
Amendment  says  is,  "  Ni>thing  in  this 
section  shall  prevent "  «fcc,  and  I  do  not 
see  that  it  alters  the  law  at  all.  It  really 
does  not  authorise  a  person  to  hold  more 
than  one  Excise  licence.  The  Amend- 
ment, however,  appears  to  excite  some 
apprehension,  and  we  will  not  press  it. 

g  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(7.32.)  Mb.  JACKSON  :  I  desire  now 
to  move  in  Clause  14  to  omit  the  words 
"  payment  of  the  allowance  is  made," 
and  to  insert  u  the  certificate  is  granted." 
When  the  Bill  was  in  Committee  the 
question  was  raised  whether  it  was 
necessary  for  the  Inland  Revenue  Officers 
to  have  power  to  enter  premises  up  to  the 
time  when  payment  of  the  allowance  was 
made.  It  was  suggested  that  the  power 
should  be  limited  to  the  time  when  the 
certificate  was  granted,  and  this  Amend- 
ment is  brought  forward  with  the  object 
of  carrying  out  that  suggestion. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  14, 
page  6,  line  19,  to  omit  the  words  "  pay- 
ment of  allowance  is  made,"  and  to  insert 
the  words  "  the  certificate  is  granted." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

(7.34.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  rise  to 
complain  that  the  Government  have  given 
no  consideration  whatever  to  the  argu- 
ments that  were  put  forward  respecting 
Clause  24.  I  see  the  English  Solicitor 
General  in  his  place,  and  1  challenge  him 
to  define  the  word  "  assessment "  as  used 
in  this  section.  I  say  an  assessment 
is  a  personal  assessment,  and  im- 
plies personal  responsibilities  and 
liabilities.  I  raise  this  question  simply 
in  my  Imperial  capacity.  It  is  not  a 
National  question.  The  clause  may  pro- 
duce possible  injustice  to  the  executors 
and  administrators  of  poor  persons.  It 
is  a  remarkable  thing  that  though  we 
have  had  the  Income  Tax  for  the  last  50 
years  it  has  never  hitherto  struck  any- 
body that  such  a  clause  was  necessary. 
Mr.  Winterbotliam 


I  think  it  is  a  pity  that,  for  the  sake  of 
stopping  some  twopenny-halfpenny  leak- 
age which  may  have  accrued  to  the 
Treasury,  such  a  clause  should  be  in- 
serted. It  would  be  some  mitigation 
of  the  section  if  it  were  confined  to 
estates  of  over  £1,000  a  year.  I  would 
point  out  that  Income  Tax  is  collected 
sometimes  at  Petty  Sessions,  sometimes 
at  Quarter  Sessions,  sometimes  in  the 
High  Court.  You  might,  however,, 
almost  have  a  Chancery  suit  arising 
under  this  clause,  which  has  been  drawn 
in  the  most  unscientific  and  hasty 
manner.  Of  course,  the  Crown  debt, 
which  is  here  referred  to,  will  take  pre- 
cedence of  all  other  debts  ;  but  notwith- 
standing that  the  Government  wish  to 
come  down  upon  the  poor  widow,  perhaps, 
or  the  orphan,  and  make  them  person- 
ally liable,  the  assessment  might  be  an 
assessment  made  at  a  time  when  the  man 
was  prosperous,  and  his  circumstances  at 
the  date  of  his  death  might,  be  very 
different.  I  can  really  see  that  there  are 
endless  objections  to  this  clause — it  is 
thorny  with  objections.  The  Government 
seem  to  be  in  a  needless  hurry  in  this 
matter.  We  have  been  half  a  century 
without  this  clause ;  surely,  therefore,  it 
can  wait  until  the  next  Budget.  The 
clause  is  inadequately  drawn — it  is  drawn 
without  regard  to  what  are  really  the 
facts  and  problems  of  life.  It  is  drawn 
without  regard  to  the  difficulties  of  the 
situation,  and  I  certainly  think  it  might 
very  easily  be  dropped  out  of  the  Bill. 
How  is  it  going  to  work  ?  You  surely 
would  not  follow  a  man  into  his  grave, 
and  make  a  poor  woman  pay  a  few 
pounds  which  might  have  been  due  in 
the  man's  lifetime.  I  can  see  the  diffi- 
culties in  this  clause  are  endless,  but  in 
this  House  nothing  small  receives  con- 
sideration. There  is  no  way  of  getting 
anything  little  attended  to.  I  do  not 
suppose  the  Government  will  give  this 
matter  the  smallest  attention,  but  I  beg 
to  move  the  omission  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  "  to  omit  Clause 
24."—  {Mr.  T.  M.  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,   "That  Clause  24 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

*(7.43.)  Mb.  GOSCHEN :  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  says  there  is  no 
hurry  in  this  matter.  This  clause  has 
been  before  the  public  and  the  House,  in 
which  there  are  a  great  many  legal  Gen 
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tlemen,  and  they  have  had  plenty  of  time 
to  look  at  it.  With  the  exception  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  no  one  has 
taken  exception  to  the  clause.  The  hon. 
Member  seems  to  think  that  no  attention 
has  been  given  to  it  and  that  it  is  simply 
the  drafting  of  the  Department.  A  very 
high  authority  on  law,  perhaps  equally  as 
high  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Membei  for 
Longford,  namely,  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  has  expressed  himself  satisfied 
with  the  clause. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Because  he  is 
satisfied  with  getting  the  money  for  the 
Government. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 

is  entirely  mistaken.     I  asked  my  right 

hon.  and  learned  Friend  whether  he  saw 
any  objection  to  the  clause.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  must  not  presume  that  he  is 
the  only  person  in  the  House  who  has 
any  anxiety  as  regards  administrators, 
Trustees,  and  others.  Depend  upon  it, 
if  there  had  been  all  the  dangers  sur- 
rounding the  clause  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  fears,  we  should  have  heard  a 
great  deal  more  about  it  from  solicitors 
and  others.  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  agree  with  other  Gentlemen 
equally  as  conscientious  as  himself  in  the 
passing  of  this  clause. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  You  did  not 
answer  my  arguments  though. 

(7.44.)  Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen, N.): 
There  is  one  blot  in  the  clause  which  I 
think  the  Government  might  put  right. 
In  the  last  two  lines  it  is  said  that  the 
assessment  shall  be  made  upon  the  execu- 
tors and  administrators,  and  then  that 
the  amount  shall  be  payable  out  of  the 
estate.  There  is  an  ambiguity  which  it 
would  be  well  to  remove.  As  the 
clause  now  stands,  it  is  possible  that  a 
claim  might  be  made  against  the  executors 
personally.  That  doubt,  however,  can  be 
removed  by  the  insertion  of  a  single 
word — namely,  "  only  "  after  "  due,"  so 
that  the  clause  would  read  "  due  only 
from  and  payable  out  of  the  estate." 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
E.  Clarke,  Plymouth) :  Really  the 
Amendment  is  not  necessary.  It  is 
perfectly  clear  as  it  now  stands.  The 
amount  has  to  be  paid  out  of  the  estate. 
No  claim  can  be  made  against  the 
executors  or  administrators  apart  from 
the  estate. 


(7.47.)     Mr.  P.  POWER  (Waierford, 

E.) :     I   wish  the    Government   would 

explain    what    has    made    this     clause 

necessary.  If  it  is  necessary  now,  I 
suppose  it  was  equally  necessary  years- 
ago.  A  gentleman  of  high  anthority 
told  me  only  the  other  day  that  the 
leakage  has  been  comparatively  little* 
Why  the  Government  should  endeavour 
to  make  the  position  of  executors  or 
administrators  more  difficult  than  it  is. 
already  I  fail  to  see.  So  far  from 
making  the  position  more  troublesome  I 
think  the  Government  should  do  what 
they  can  to  facilitate  the  duties  of  the 
executors.  My  own  experience  goes  to 
prove  that  the  position  of  an  executor  is 
not  an  enviable  one.  Of  course,  I  regard 
it  as  an  honour  that  the  late  Mr.  Biggar 
should  have  shown  his  confidence  in  me 
by  appointing  me  as  one  of  his  executors,, 
but  even  in  the  case  of  his  estate,  which 
was  fairly  well  managed,  the  trouble  is. 
considerable.  I  hope  my  hon  and  learned 
Friend  will  press  this  matter  to  a 
Division. 

*(7.50.)     Mr.  WEBB:  I  am  very  glad 

this  matter  has  been  brought  up  again 

by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend.     There 

are  few  men  of  my  age  who  have  had  to 
do  with  more  small  executorships  than 
myself,  and,  therefore}  I  am  in  a  position 
to  urge  that  the  trouble  and  annoyance 
is  very  great.  Executors  are  not  paid, 
and  1  consider  it  rather  too  bad  of  the 
Government  to  throw  additional  trouble 
upon  them.  I  can  imagine  that  endless 
litigation  will  result  from  the  adoption 
of  this  clause,  and  I  must  earnestly  point 
out  that  the  remedy  is  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government.  Income 
assessments  are  sent  out  in  the  early 
part  of  theyear.  1  always  feel  bound  to 
make  my  return  within  the  time  specified, 
but  the  Government  are  very  apt  to 
allow  people  to  dally  in  making  their 
returns.  It  is  hardly  fair  that  they 
should  throw  additional  work  on  ex- 
ecutors in  order  to  make  up  for  their 
own  laches.  Legislation  ought  rather  to 
proceed  in  the  way  of  lightening  the  duties 
of  executors  than  of  adding  to  them. 
It  is  because  I  believe  this  clause  will 
add  to  their  trouble  that  I  mean  to 
oppose  it. 

(7.53.)     The    House    divided: — Ayes 
96 ;  Noes  52.— (Div.  List,  No.  106.) 
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•    (8.0.)       Amendment     proposed,     in 

Clause  26,  page  11,  lines  1  and  2,  leave 

out    all    after   "shall   certify  the  same  J 

accordingly,"  and  insert —  ' 

'*  Provided  that  the  authority,  if  they  are  of 
opinion  that  the  duties  which  would  devolve  on 
the  medical  officer  of  health  under  this  section 
•could  not  he  performed  by  him  without  inter- 
ference with  the  due  performance  of  his 
ordinary  duties  may  appoint  some  other  legally 
qualified  medical  practitioner  having  the 
qualification  required  for  office  of  medical 
officer  of  health  of  the  district  to  make  such 
examinations  and  give  such  certificates  as  afore- 
said, and  may  p*y  him  reasonable  remunera- 
tion for  his  services.  An  respects  Scotland  the 
expression  '  Medical  Officer  of  Health  '  means 
a  medical  officer  within  the  meaning  of  '  The 
Public  Health  (Scotland)  Act,  1J67.'  "—{Mr. 
Jackson.) 

(8.0.)  Mb.  E3SLEMONT  (Aberdeen, 
E ) :  This  Amendment  is  entirely  in 
accordance  with  the  wishes  we  expressed, 
and  I  desire  to  acknowledge  onr  indebt- 
ness  to  those  who  assisted  us  in  obtain- 
ing this,  concession. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

(8.1.)  Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.)  : 
In  Committee  on  Clause  32  I  draw 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  clause 
enabled  the  Customs  Authorities  to 
render  illegal  the  use  of  any  substances 
in  methylating  spirits  used  under  the 
Spirit  Act  of  1880,  and  I  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  this 
was  the  intention,  and  I  understood  his 
reply  to  be  that  it  was  not ;  but  as  there 
appeared  to  be  some  doubt  about 
the  effect  of  the  words,  he  undertook 
to  look  into  the  matter.  I  am 
sure  he  does  not  wish  to  do 
anything  unfair,  but  it  would 
be  unfair  for  the  authorities  to 
frivolously,  or  without  sufficient  cause, 
take  from  a  trade  the  right  to  use  sub- 
stances they  have  legally  used  since 
1880.  It  is  to  meet'  this  that  I  propose 
to  substitute  the  words  " addition  to" 
for  the  words  "  lieu  of." 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  32,  line 
13,  to  omit  the  words  "in  lieu  of," 
and  insert  the  words  "  in  addition  to." 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
1  in  lieu  of '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

(8.2).  Mb.  JACKSON :  I  have  considered 
this  question  with  the  officers  of  Inland 
Revenue.  The  hon.  Member  is  correct 
in  saying  that  the  intention  is  not  to 
limit  what  has  hitherto  been  done  ;  it  is 
intended    to    take    further     powers    in 


reference  to  making  more  nasty,  if 
I  may  say  so,  this  spirit,  and 
so  to  prevent,  as  far  as  possible,  the 
spirit  being  consumed  as  drink.  The 
Inland  Revenue  Commissioners  are 
given  the  power  of  approving  of  the 
mixing  of  more  nauseous  materials  in 
certain  cases.  I  understand  there  is  a 
difficulty  about  the  use  of  certain 
materials  in  certain  trades,  and  this 
is  to  give  the  Commissioners  more 
power  to  authorise  the  use  of  other 
substances  in  addition  to  those  now 
used.  As  the  result  of  my  discussion 
with  the  Commissioners,  it  appears  that 
the  present  words  fit  the  meaning  and 
intention  of  the  clause  and  that  the 
Amendment  is  not  necessary. 

(8.3.)  Mb.  CHANCE:  I  am  ready 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment,  though  I 
confess  I  am  not  convinced  that  it  is  not 
desirable. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  to-morrow 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 

SUPPLY-CIVIL  SERVICES  AND 
REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 

FURTHER  VOTE   ON    ACCOUNT. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding 
£3,929,600,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  ac- 
count, for  or  towards  defraying  the  Charge  for 
the  following  Civil  Services  and  Revenue  De- 
partments for  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1  at  day 
of  March  1891,  viz. : — 

CIVIL  SERVICES. 

Class  1. 

£ 
Public  Works  and  Buildings,  Ireland      30,000 

Class  II. 

United  Kingdom  and  England : — 

House  of  Lords,  Offices        . .             . .  10,000 

House  of  Commons,  Offices. .             . .  10,000 

Treasury    and    Subordinate    Depart- 

'  ments  ..             ..             ..             ..  16,000 

Home  Office  and  Subordinate  Depart- 
ments ..             ..             ..             ..  15,000 

Foreign  Office        ..             ..             ..  15,000 

Colonial  Office       ..             ..            ..  8,000 

Privy  Council  Office  and  Subordinate 

Departments      ..             ..             ••  3,000 

Board  of  Trade  and  Subordinate  De- 
partments ..  ..25,000 

Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board 

of  Trade             . .            . .            .  •  —    — 

Board  of  Agriculture           • .             . .  14,000 

Charity  Commission            . .             • .  7,000 

Civil  Service  Commitsion    • .             •  •  7,000 
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Exchequer  and  Audit  Department    . . 

Friendly  Societies,  Registry 

Local  Government  Board 

Lunacy  Commission 

Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  Grant  in  Aid 

Mint  (including  Coinage) 

National  Debt  Office 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission 

Record  Office 

Registrar  General's  Office 

Stationery  Office  and  Printing 

Woods,  Forests,  &c,  Office  of 

Works  and  Public  Buildings,  Office  of 

Secrec  Service 
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Scotland : — 
Secretary  for  Scotland 
Fishery  Board 
Lunacy  Commission 
Registrar  General's  Office 
Board  of  Supervision 

Ireland  : — 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  Chief  Secretary 
Charitable    Donations  .and   Bequests 
Office  . .  . .  . .  . . 

Local  Government  Board 

Public  Works  Office 

Record  Office 

Registrar  General's  Office 

Valuation  and  Boundary  Survey 


10,000 
1,500 

28,000 
3,000 

15,000 
5,000 
2,000 
1,500 
3,000 
7,000 
130,000 
2,000 
8,000 
9,000 

2,000 
4,000 
800 
1.000 
1,500 

7,000 

300 

15,000 

3,000 

700 
3,000 
5,500 


Class  ILL 

United  Kingdom  and  England : 
Law  Charges 

Miscellaneous  Legal  Expenses 
Supreme    Court    of  Judicature    and 

Land  Registry 
County  Courts 

Police  Courts  (London  and  Sheerness) 
Police,  England  and  Wales 
Prison?,  England  and  the  Colonies  . . 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools, 

Great  Britain 
Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum 

Scotland : — 
Lord  Advocate,  and  Law  Charges  and 

Courts  of  Law    .. 
Register  House 
Crofters'  Commission 
Prisons,  Scotland 

Ireland : — 

Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecu- 
tions    .  •  .  • 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  and  other 
Legal  Departments 

Land  Commission 

County  Court  Officers,  &c.  . . 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  &c. 

Constabulary 

Prisons,  Ireland 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools  . . 

Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum.. 

Class  IV. 

United  Kingdom  and  England  :  — 

Public  Education,  England  and  Wales  800,000 
Science  and  Art  Department,  United 

Kingdom  ..  ..  ..      75,000 

British  Museum     . .  . .  .  •     35,000 

National  Gallery  ..  ..  ..       3,000 

National  Portrait  Gallery  ..  ..  400 


12,000 
8,000 

65,000 

20,000 

3,000 

8,000 

90,000 

80,000 
4,000 


25,000 
6,000 
1,500 

15,000 


15,000 

16,0^0 
15,000 
17,000 
12,000 
250,000 
15,000 
25,000 
1,000 


Learned  Societies,  United  Kingdom.. 

Universities     and     College*,     Great 

Britain . .  •  •  •  •  •  • 

London  University  .  • 

Scotland : — 
Public  Education  . .  .  •  •  • 

National  Gallery 

Ireland: — 
Public  Education..  ..  •• 

Endowed  Schools  Commissioners  '  . . 
National  Gallerv  . . 
Queen's  Colleges 

Class  V. 

Colonial  Services,  including  South 
Africa..  ...^  ••  •• 

Cyprus,  Grant  in  Aid 

Subsidies  to  Telegraph  Companies, 
&c.      . .  . .  •  •  •  • 

Class  VI. 

Superannuation  and  Retired.  Allow- 
ances      . .         • .  ■•"." 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Pensions, 

&c.         ••         •••  •  •  •  • 

Friendly  Societies  Deficiency 
Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other 

Allowances,  Great  Britain 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland 
Hospitals  and  Charities,  Ireland.     . . 

Class  VII. 
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5,000 

20,000 
2,000 


150,000 
400 


200,000 

100 

500 

3,000 


14,000 
11,000 

100,000 
5,000 


800 

40,000 

5,000 


Temporary  Commissions 
Miscellaneous  Expenses 

Total  for  Civil  Services 


..       5,000 
..       2,000 

£2,609,500 


REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 

Customs  ..  ••  ••  « 

Inland  Revenue.     .. 

Post  Office 

Post  Office  Packet  Service  . . 

Post  Office  Telegraphs 


100,000 
100,000 
600.000 
160.000 
360,000 


Total  for  Revenue  Departments  £1,320,000 

Grand  Total        £3,929,500 

(8.8.)  Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.): 
.Before  the  general  discussion  proceeds, 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  state  of 
business  of  Supply.  We  have  almost 
reached  the  month  of  June,  the  end  of 
the  Session  cannot  be  considered  as  very 
distant,  and  yet  at  the  present  moment 
not  one  penny  of  Irish  Supply  has  been 
taken  except  by  the  summary  and  com- 
paratively un-Constitutional  method  of 
a  Vote  on  Account.  If  we  look  back  at 
Supply  taken  in  the  Session  we  find  the 
Government  have  only  obtained  British 
Votes  in  Class  1,  and  a  few  casual  Votes 
in  addition ;  while  the  whole  business  of 
Irish  Supply  remains  undischarged.  Two 
years  ago  the  scandal  in  regard  to  the 
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business  of  Supply  reached  such,  a  height 
that  we  were  obliged  to  protest  with 
considerable  energy.  We  then  received 
from  the  Government  the  most  emphatic 
pledges  that  in  future  the  business  of 
Supply  would  proceed  with  regularity 
from  beginning  to  end  of  the  Session, 
and  should  be  taken  at  least  one  day 
every  week.  Last  year,  however,  there 
was  no  attempt  to  keep  those  pledges, 
and  the  slovenly  and  most  objectionable 
method  of  discharging  business  by  Votes 
on  Account  was  resorted  to  again  and 
again.  Five  Votes  on  Account  were 
taken  before  the  regular  business  of 
Supply  came  to  be  discharged.  At  the 
opening  of  this  Session  the  pledges  were 
repeated  that  Supply  should  be  taken 
every  week,  and  that  thus  Members  should 
have  the  opportunity  of  discussing 
grievances,  and  this  is  the  more  necessary 
since  the  Government  have  appropriated 
so  much  of  the  time  of  the  House.  I 
have  to  repeat,  in  the  strongest  possible 
form,  on  behalf  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  and  my 
Colleagues  our  protest  against  the 
evasion  and  postponement  of  the  busi- 
ness of  Supply  by  repeated  Votes  on 
Account.  Before  we  proceed  further,  I 
have  to  ask  for  an  assurance  that  after  the 
conclusion  of  the  holidays  the  business  of 
Supply  shall  be  taken  up,  and  shall  go 
forward  from  week  to  week  until  the 
end  of  the  Session,  and  that  Irish  Votes 
shall  be  taken  in  their  proper  order. 
With  regard  to  Irish  Votes,  sometimes, 
no  doubt,  at  the  request  of  individual 
Members,  but  more  generally  for  the 
convenience  of  the  Government,  they 
have  been  put  back  until  the  end  of  the 
Session,  until  the  month  of  July,  and  as 
the  result  we  have  had  a  congested 
mass  of  Irish  Votes  heaped  together,  and 
taken  at  late  hours  of  the  night,  when 
an  attempt  to  bring  forward  grievances 
in  a  reasonable  and  systematic  manner  in 
which  they  can  be  subjected  to  public 
scrutiny  becomes  impossible.  I  am 
sure  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
financial  purist  as  he  is,  and  predisposed, 
from  the  disposition  of  his  mind,  to 
orderly  and  Constitutional  methods,  will 
appreciate  the  force  of  my  protest.  I 
again  ask  for  an  assurance  that,  after  the 
holidays,  Supply  shall  be  taken  at  least 
one  day  in  each  week,  if  not  oftener,  and 
that  Irish  Votes  shall  be  taken  in  their 
order  as  they  arise. 
Mr.  Sexton 


*(8.15.)  The  CHANCELLOR  op  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square)  :  I  am  under 
the  impression  that  frequently,  and  not 
on  one  or  two  occasions  only,  Irish  Votes 
have  bean  postponed  at  the  wish  of  Irish 
Members,  and  in  order  to  suit  their  con- 
venience. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  have  said  so.  Votes 
have  been  thus  deferred,  but  that  was  in 
consequence  of  the  irregularity  with 
which  Supply  has  been  taken,  and  Irish 
Members  never  knew  when  it  might  be 
necessary  they  should  be  present. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  No  doubt  it  would 
be  more  agreeable  to  myself,  as  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  to  the  House 
generally,  if  Supply  could  be  taken  io  a 
greater  extent  and  more  regularly  early 
in  the  Session  ;  but  what  can  the  Govern- 
ment or  the  House  do  when  the  discus- 
sion of  matters  other  than  Supply  is 
conducted  by  a  few  hon.  Members  at  such 
length?  It  has  been  impossible  to  get 
Supply  taken  with  due  regularity, 
because  upon  other  questions  it  has  been 
necessary  sometimes  to  allow  four  nights 
and  sometimes  five  nights  for  discussion, 
and  naturally  when  Debate  is  prolonged 
to  such  an  extent  it  is  impossible  to  pro- 
ceed with  Supply,  as  otherwise  we  would 
desire.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  Government  are  perfectly  alive 
to  the  inconvenience  of  taking  Snpply 
irregularly  ;  but  I  fear  it  will  be  found 
utterly  impossible  to  give  such  a  pledge 
as  the  hon.  Member  desires.  We  shall 
do  our  best  in  the  matter,  and  we  shall 
be  only  too  glad  if  the  hon.  Member  and 
his  friends  will  assist  us  by  keeping  dis- 
cussion within  reasonable  length. 

(8.17.)  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  do  not  wish  to  interpose  be- 
tween my  hon.  Friend  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer ;  but  in  reference  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  remarks  upon  the 
length  of  discussion,  I  would  say  they 
are  not  borne  out  by  what  happened  up 
to  Easter.  We  have  it  on  the  highest 
authority  that  up  to  that  time  the 
Government  and  the  House  had  nothing 
to  complain  of.  I  regret  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  again  have  made 
this  accusation. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  was  obliged,  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member,  to  show  how 
it  was  we  were  unable  to  fulfil  our 
pledges  to  proceed  regularly  with 
Supply. 
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Me.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  wish  to 
enter  into  mutual  recrimination.  I 
would  suggest  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  a  possible  course  of  meeting 
the  difficulty.  If  the  Government  re- 
solve to  continue  the  Morning  Sittings  on 
Tuesdays  and  Fridays  after  Whitsuntide, 
it  would  be  worth  their  while  to  consider 
whether  they  could  not  take  Bills  in  the 
Morning  and  Supply  at  the  Evening 
Sittings.  The  Government  might  well 
consider  the  point  between  this  time  and 
to-morrow,  and  then  inform  the  House  of 
the  conclusion  they  come  to.  My  own 
experience  is  that  when  we  get  into  heavy 
Bills  and  proceed  with  them  from  day  to 
day  in  Committee,  the  Committee  gets 
stupefied  with  the  continuance,  and  that 
it  would  be  a  relief  to  Members  to 
alternate  the  work.  It  is  merely  my 
own  suggestion ;  I  do  not  know  how  it 
may  be  consonant  with  the  view  of  my 
hon.  Friend  or  others. 

(8.20.)  Mb.  SEXTON  :  I  only  wish 
to  say  that  it  was  in  consequence  of  the 
irregularity  with  which  Irish  Supply  has 
been  taken  that  the  Irish  Members,  not 
knowing  when  it  would  come  on,  have 
sometimes  asked  for  postponement.  I 
approve  of  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle,  and  think 
it  might  be  carried  out.  I  have  to 
repeat  in  the  plainest  possible  terms  that 
we  cannot  suffer  the  business  of  Supply 
to  fall  into  the  condition  it  has  been  in  at 
the  end  of  recent  Sessions. 

*(8.20.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  will 
consult  with  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  and  trust  that  it  may 
be  possible  to  make  some  reasonable 
arrangement  in  the  matter  to  suit 
general  convenience. 

*(8.21.)  Mb.  E.  BECKETT  (York, 
N.R.,  Whitby) :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
calling  attention  to  the  position  of  affairs 
in  South  and  East  and  Central  Africa, 
which  is  undoubtedly  a  somewhat  serious 
one,  and  though  the  pressure  of  business 
is  considerable,  I  think  I  am  justified  in 
raising  a  discussion  on  matters  of  great 
public  interest  and  importance.  The  Com- 
mittee is  aware  that  Sir  Percy  Anderson 
was  recently  sent  to  Berlin  to  enter  into 
negotiations— happily,  for  the  moment, 
suspended — with  the  German  Govern- 
ment respecting  the  delimitation  of  the 
frontiers  between  the  English  and  Ger- 
man spheres  of  influence  and  the  English 
and  German  territorial  possessions.     It 


was  obvious  that  some  clearly-defined 
and  generally-recognised  delimitation 
had  become  necessary  if  the  cordial 
relations  between  the  two  countries  were 
to  remain  undisturbed.  I  do  not,  there- 
fore, wish  to  say  a  word  in  censure  of 
the  Government  for  opening  negotia- 
tions, and  I  hope  that  they  may  be  able 
to  show  that  the  spirit  in  which  they 
are  negotiating  is  equally  unworthy 
of  censure.  But  their  conduct  is  not 
free  from  suspicion,  and  they  are  them- 
selves responsible  for  this  Debate.  Ques- 
tions have  been  asked  by  many  hon. 
Members  as  well  as  myself,  to  which 
no  satisfactory  answer  has  been  re- 
ceived. None  of  us  have  desired  to 
press  the  Government  unduly ;  we 
have  only  been  anxious  to  receive  an 
assurance  that  we  shall  remain  in  posses- 
sion of  an  uninterrupted  right  of  way  from 
north  to  south,  and  territory,  either  British 
or  which  had  been  declared  to  be  within 
the  sphere  of  British  influence,  is 
not  to  be  surrendered  to  Germany. 
But  the  Government  will  give  us  no 
such  assurance  ;  therefore  it  is  reasonable 
to  conclude  that  they  cannot  give  it,  as 
they  would  surely  give  \t  if  they  could  to 
save  themselves  from  further  question- 
ing and  to  set  the  mind  of  the  country 
at  rest.  The  territories  about  which 
most  anxiety  is  felt  are  the  territories 
extending  northwards  from  the  Zambesi 
along  Lake  Nyassa,  Lake  Tanganyika, 
the  Victoria  Nyanza,  to  the  Albert 
Nyanza — Uganda — and  in  South  Africa 
the  territory  lying  between  Bechuana- 
land  the  20th  deg.  of  longitude  and  the 
Zambesi.  Is  it  correct  to  say  that  these 
territories  "have  not  yet  been  geographi- 
cally defined,  and  the  understanding  was 
general  in  its  terms  ?"  It  is  true  that  no 
hard  and  fast  line  was  drawn  upon  the 
map  as  regards  the  territory  that  sur- 
rounds the  German  sphere  of  influence 
in  East  Africa,  though  it  was  understood 
what  that  sphere  was  to  be  ;  but  in  South- 
West  Africa  the  British  sphere  of  in- 
fluence was  precisely  and  geographically 
defined  as  far  as  it  was  possible  to  define 
it,  and  the  expression  of  any  doubt 
or  uncertainty  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  as  to  the  extent  and 
limits  of  our  spheres  of  influence 
can  only  proceed  from  a  desire  to 
have  them  doubtful  and  uncertain,  so 
that  if  any  concessions  are  made  to 
Germany  they  may  be  able  to  tell  the 


1639        Supply— Civil 


{COMMONS} 


Services,  <&c. 


1640 


country  that  there  has  been  no  surrender. 
That  device  is  a  little  too  transparent 
Let  me  ask  them   this  question.     Did 
they,    on     opening     negotiations     with 
Germany,  state  exactly  what    territory 
they  considered    inalienable  and   what 
territory  they  were  prepared  to  throw 
into  the  melting  pot  ?     Now,  I  maintain 
that  we  have  a  right  to  hold  that  by  far 
the    larger  part  of  the    territories    in 
question    are    inalienably     ours.       The 
Under  Secretary  of  State   for   Foreign 
Affairs    acknowledges    that   an    under- 
standing was  arrived  at  with  Germany, 
and  this  understanding  was  embodied  in 
the  Agreement  of  1887,  quoted  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Leith.    That 
understanding,  though  in  general  terms 
is  quite  precise  enough  for  our  purpose, 
and  on   their  own    initiative    excludes 
the  Germans  from  the  territory  in  the 
centre  of   Africa,  which  was  expressly 
reserved  for  British  influence,  but  which 
they  now  wish  to  occupy  so  as  to  place 
themselves  across  our  high  way  to  the  Great 
Lakes  to  the  North,  which  is  absolutely 
indispensable    to     the     successful     and 
profitable    issue    of    our    undertakings. 
Though  the  Germans  are  full  of  friendly 
expressions    their  aim  and  object  seems 
to  be  the  limitation  of   our  expansion, 
and  the  expansion  of  their  limitations. 
Starting  from  the  East  Coast  and  the 
West,  they  want  to  join  hands  in  the 
centre  of  Africa,  and  thus  cut  us  off  for 
ever  from  realising  our  ambition  to  own 
a  continuous  and  unbroken  strip  of  terri- 
tory stretching  from  Cape  Colony  to  the 
sources  of  the  Nile.     I  do  not  blame  the 
Germans  from  entertaining  this  design ; 
but    any    English    Government    would 
be  greatly  to  blame  which  allowed  them 
to  accomplish  it.     This  design  is  still 
more  apparent  if  we  examine  the  demand 
we    have   reason   to    believe    they  are 
making  in   South-West  Africa.     There 
was  something  more    than    an   under- 
standing arrived  at  as  to  our  sphere  of 
influence  in  this  region.     It  was  pro- 
claimed generally  in  December,   1884, 
and  clearly  defined  by  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  in  1888. 
Writing    in    December,    1888,   Sir    H. 
Robinson  says — 

"  Looking  to  the  interval  that  has  elapsed , 
as  well  as  to  the  fact  that  the  Protectorate  has 
been  explained  to  the  Chiefs  concerned,  the 
question  can  no  longer  be  considered  as  open 
to  discussion  " — 
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and  was  authorised  to  declare  on  4th 
February,  1889,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  responsible  for  the 
peace  and  prosperity  of  the  vast  and 
important  country  peopled  by  Bechuana 
tribes,  and  extending  from  Cape  Colony 
to  the  Zambesi.  One  would  think  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  as  well  as 
Sir  H.  Robinson,  considered  the  question 
as  no  longer  open  to  discussion,  but  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
told  me  on  16th  Ifi&y  that  the  "boun- 
daries still  remained  undefined."  You 
can  hardly  call  the  course  of  a  river 
or  a  degree  of  longitude  an  undefined 
boundary,  .but  it  seems  that  even  the 
laws  of  geography  must  give  way  to  the 
exigencies  of  Secretaries  of  State.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  Foreign  Affairs  tried 
to  escape  on  the  ground  that  the  Zam- 
besi and  the  20th  degree  of  longitude  do 
not  intersect  each  other.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  two  tributaries  of  the  Zam- 
besi do  intersect  the  20th  longitude, 
and  if  no  surrender  were  contemplated 
we  should  never  have  been  put  off  with 
an  answer  of  this  kind.  Fortunately,  1 
have  been  informed,  not  by  rumours  in 
the  newspapers,  which  those  who  re- 
member the  disclosures  of  the  Globe  will 
not  be  always  disposed  to  discredit 
entirely,  but  from  a  private  source  of 
unimpeachable  accuracy,  exactly  what  it 
is  that  the  Germans  are  asking  for. 
Taking  advantage  of  the  admission, 
equally  unnecessary  and  incorrect,  that 
the  North- West  corner  of  the  British 
sphere  of  influence  has  not  been  geo- 
graphically defined,  they  wish  to  draw 
a  line  in  a  North-Easterly  direction  from 
the  intersection  of  the  20°  of  longitude 
and  the  22°  of  latitude  to  the  Victoria 
Falls  on  the  Zambesi.  A  glance  at  the 
map  will  show  the  House  that  the  impor- 
tance of  the  concession  thus  demanded 
can  hardly  be  exaggerated.  It  would 
plant  the  Germans  on  the  banks  of  the 
Zambesi,  make  them  a  Zambesi  Power, 
bring  them  a  great  stride  nearer  to  their 
Eastern  possessions,  and  give  all  the 
country  surrounding,  and  fertilised  by, 
the  Upper  Zambesi  into  their  hands. 
The  Zambesi  overflows  every  year  like 
the  Nile,  and  "  scatters  plenty  o'er 
smiling  land."  The  products  of  this  rich 
and  fertile  country  could  be  transported 
by  the  Zambesi'  to  the  East  Coast)  or, 
more  probably,  the  Germans  would 
prefer  to  tap  it  by  a  railway  through 
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Damaraland  from  the  West  Coast.  I  am 
speaking  now  of  the  country  that  the 
Germans  would  acquire  to  the  North 
of  our  sphere  of  influence,  but  the 
proposed  line  runs  through  the  centre 
of  a  country  that  has  been  declared  to  be 
within  our  sphere  of  influence,  and  is  ack- 
nowledged to  be  so  by  natives,  explorers, 
hunters,  concession  seekers,  in  fact,  by 
everyone  except  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. Now  I  am  informed  that  the  opinion 
of  all  who  know  the  country  of  the 
Western  Bamangwatos  is  that  in 
securing  it  we  have  secured  the  pride  of 
Central  Africa.  There  is  abundance 
of  water,  there  is  a  river  navigable  for 
400  miles,  there  is  grazing  laud  that  will 
carry  innumerable  flocks  and  herds,  and 
there  is  reason  to  believe  that  the  soil 
is  rich  in  minerals.  When  Sir  Sydney 
Shippard  was  informed  that  a  concession 
had  been  granted  to  an  Englishman, 
he  is  reported  to  have  said — 

**  I  am  delighted  to  hear  it.  for  in  getting  that 
concession  he  has  secured  for  England  a  footing 
in  a  country  of  the  highest  value  to  her." 

But  there  is  another  point  of  great  im- 
portance. We  have  promised  all  the 
tribes  of  the  Bechuana  people  our  protec- 
tion. Now,  the  Western  Bamangwatos 
are  a  tribe  of  the  Bechuana  people. 
Four  generations  ago  the  .entire  Bamang- 
wato  nation  resided  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Shoshong.  Owing  to  internal  dis- 
sensions the  nation  split  into  two  parts, 
•  the  one  part  staying  where  they  were,  and 
where  they  still  remain,  and  where  they 
live  and  thrive  under  the  firm  and 
wise  rule  of  Khama,  the  most  intelligent 
and  civilised  Chief  in  Africa,  and  our 
very  good  friend ;  the  other  part,  following 
the  banks  of  the  Botletle  River  finally 
settled  down  in  the  Lake  N'Gami 
country,  where  they  are  ruled  by 
their  Chief,  Moremi.  The  best  rela- 
tions now  prevail  between  the  two 
branches  of  the  Bamangwato  nations. 
The  chiefs  and  head  men  on  either  side 
intermarry  with  the  women  on  the  other, 
and  these  tender  ties  bind  them  so  close 
together  that,  when  the  Matabeles  in- 
vaded N'Gamiland,  Khama  dispatched  a 
force  to  Moremi's  assistance,  which 
largely  contributed  to  the  total  rout  of 
the  Matabele  warriors.  If  we  give  the 
Germans  what  they  are  now  asking  for 
we  shall  divide  a  nation  that  is  practically 
one,  by  placing  one  half  under  one  rule 
and  one  half  under  another,  they  being 


perfectly  contented  with  our  rule,  and 
regarding  the   Germans  with    aversion 
and    dread.     By    so    doing  we    should 
excite  the  indignation  of  Khama  and  the 
whole  Bechuana  nation,  whose  faith  in 
our  promises  and  protective  power  will 
be  rudely  shaken,  and  who  will  change 
the  attitude  of  loyalty  and  fidelity  they 
have    hitherto    preserved     for     one    of 
suspicion  and  distrust.     The  presence  of 
the  Germans  in  Bechuanaland  will  expose 
us  to  a  new  danger,  which,  by  shutting 
them  out,  we  can  easily  avoid.     A  few 
years  ago  a  very  remarkable  article  was 
published  in  Berlin,  which  attracted  a 
great  deal  of  attention.     The  purport  of 
the  article  was  that  the  Dutch  and  the 
Germans  were  practically  of   the  same 
race,  language,  and  religion,  and  that  the 
difference  between  them  in  these  respects 
was  so  small  and  superficial,  that,  virtually 
they   might  be   considered  as  brothers. 
Now  why,  it  was  asked,  should  not  they 
combine   to  drive   the    English   out   of 
Africa?    Of  course,  a  few  years  ago  such 
a    project  ••  was    absurd ;    would    it    be 
equally  absurd  if    the    Germans    weie 
established    in     Bechuanaland?      They 
would  still  be  a  long  way  away  from  the 
Transvaal,  but  they  would  be  divided 
from  it  only  by  Bechuanaland,  and   if 
the   Bechuanas   grew   dissatisfied  with 
our    rule,    and     came    to     regard    the 
Germans  as  the  conquering  race,  they 
might  place  themselves  under  German 
protection,    and   one  day  we  might  be 
confronted     with     a     German     Dutch 
Alliance,  which  would  threaten  not  only 
our    dominion   but  our  very  existence 
in     South     Africa.       Such     a    danger 
is      remote,      but     why     should     we 
not    keep    it    remote  ?      Why     should 
we  invite  it  to  come  nearer  ?    My   last 
and  strongest  objection  to  the  proposed 
extension   of  German  territory  in  this 
part  of  Africa  is  that  it  would  completely 
bar  our  expansion  to  the  North-West. 
There  is  a  vast  piece  of  territory  running 
from  Bechuanaland  to  the  Congo  Free- 
State,  at  present  left  white  on  the  map — 
I  do  not  want  it  all  to  be  painted  red  or 
painted  blue.     Let  Germany   have  her 
share,  by  all  means,  but  let  us  also  have 
ours.  We  do  not  wish  to  exclude  Germany, 
but  still  less  do  we  wish  to  be  excluded 
ourselves  ;  and  to  set  a  bound  and  limit 
to  our  own  expansion  northwards,  while, 
at  the  same  time,  we  hand  over  to  Ger- 
many a  large  slice  of  our  own  possessions 
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would  put  a  coping  stone  to  the  vast  pile  of 
blunders  we  have  so  assiduously  laboured 
to  rear  in  South  Africa.     If   I  did  not 
know  for  a  fact  that  Germany  had  made 
this  demand,  and  if  I  did  not  gather  from 
Ministerial  answers  that   it   was  being 
seriously  entertained,  I  would  not  have 
believed  that  any  English  Government, 
certainly  that  no  Conservative  Govern- 
ment, could  contemplate  such  a  surren- 
der.    It  is  said  that  the  Germans  know 
how  to  ask.     I  hope  Lord  Salisbury  will 
know  how  to  refuse.     We  have  allowed 
the  spheres  of  German  influence  to  grow 
at   a    prodigious    rate.       In    1883    the 
Germans    had  but    Angra  Pequena,  a 
territory  comprising  150  square  miles; 
now  their  sphere  of  influence  extends 
over  territories  larger  than  India,   and 
it  must    be   remembered    that    nearly 
every  mile  over  which  they  rule  was 
discovered,  explored,  given  to  the  world, 
and  opened  for  civilisation  by  English- 
men.   Truly  it  may  be  said  of  them  they 
reap  where  they  have   not   sown,  and 
gather   where    they  have   not  planted. 
There  are  those  who  view  the  expansion 
of     Germany     almost     with     gratifica- 
tion, and    who  believe   that    she    will 
not  be  able  to  maintain  her  position,  and 
that,    if    we    find     ourselves     cribbed, 
cabined,  and  confined,  we  have  only  to 
step  in  and  take  what  we  want.     That 
is    a  very    comfortable    theory,   but  it 
might  not  work  very  well  in  practice, 
and  certainly  no  statesman  ought  to  act 
upon  it.  We  should  like  to  have  Delagoa 
Bay,  but  what  chance 'is  there  of  our 
getting  it?     Our  Colonial   Empire  has 
lost  some   of  its  brightest  jewels  by  this 
heedless  abandonment  of  lands  that  were 
once  ours,  and  might  have  been  so  still. 
Mr.  Stanley,  in  his  speech  at  the  Guild- 
hall, and  again  last  night,  drew  a  vivid 
picture  of  the  value  of  the  lands  we  had 
allowed  to  pass  away  from  us,  and  in 
burning  words  rebuked  our  apathy  and 
indifference.     Depend  upon  it  that  now, 
as  in  1878,  and  in  1884,  his  words  are 
being  carefully  weighed  in    Germany, 
where   they    are  fully  alive  to  the  ad- 
vantages to  which  we  so  foolishly  and 
obstinately  shut  our  eyes.  Their  Govern- 
ment though,  from  time  to  time,  it  has 
expressed    its    disapproval    of    colonial 
enterprise,  has  invariably  backed  up  the 
German  African  Companies,  and  in  con- 
sequence of  this    backing  Mr.  Stanley 
pointed  out  that  our  English  Companies 
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cannot  compete  with  the  German  on 
equal  terms.  He  adds,  ominously  enough, 
that  if  there  is  to  be  any  more  surrender 
he  should  "advise  the  British  East 
African  Company  to  retire  altogether 
and  give  it  tfp  as  a  bad  job."  He 
has  told  us  that  he  has  come  back 
with  his  pocket  full  of  Treaties.  We 
have  now  a  new  opportunity,  and  per- 
haps the  last.  Shall  we  throw  it  away  ? 
Shall  we  back  up  Mr.  Stanley,  shall  we 
firmly  resist  German  encroachments,  or 
shall  we  throw  up  the  sponge,  declare 
that  the  mission  of  England  as  a 
colonising  power  is  ended,  and  sit  idly 
looking  on,  while  the  Germans  ab- 
sorb territory  that  might,  in  the 
future,  sustain  and  nourish  millions 
of  our  race?  Lord  Salisbury  said 
lately — 

"  Dominion  is  not  an  unmitigated  luxury ;  it 
carries  with  it  duties,  burdens,  obligations,  and 
dangers.  I  hope  we  shall  not  be  reduced  into 
undertaking  obligations  which  are  beyond  oar 
strength  to  perform." 

These  words  savour  of  surrender.    They 

have  a  weary  ring  about  them.     They 

are  the  words  of  Hercules  after  he  has 

performed  his   labours,  and   wishes  to 

repose  in  the  lap  of  Omphale.  They  do 
not  breathe  the  spirit  in  which  Clive 
and  Hastings  won  India,  in  which  Wolfe 
drove  the  French  out  of  America,  in 
which  Chatham  laid  the  foundations  of 
our  Colonial  Empire.  General  Caprivi 
recently  pointed  out  that  the  Germans 
had  neither  the  men  of  experience  nor 
the  command  of  money  that  we  have, 
and  yet  he  said  that  "  Nothing  is  left  for 
them  to  do  but  advance."  If  those  words 
are  true  of  Germany,  still  more  are  they 
true  of  England.  Yet  we  do  not  ask  the 
Government  to  send  out  expeditions  ;  we 
only  ask  them  not  to  give  up  what 
individuals  have  won,  and  to  let  the 
pioneers  of  English  civilisation  feel  that 
they  have  the  strong  arm  of  the  English 
Government  behind  them.  And,  as  a 
set  off  to  Lord  Salisbury's  words,  I  will 
conclude  with  a  quotation  from  the  same 
remarkable  article  I  referred  to  before, 
which  has  exercised  so  much  influence 
over  the  German  mind — 

"  A  now  Empire,  possibly  more  valuable  and 
more  brilliant  than  even  the  Indian  Empire, 
awaits — in  the  newly-discovered  Central  Africa 
— that  Power  which  shall  possess  sufficient 
courage,  strength,  and  intelligence  to  acquire 
it." 
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The  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  move  ? 

(8.45.)  Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co., 
Mid)  :  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order? 

Dr.  TANNER :  On  a  point  of  order, 
Sir,  should  I  not  be  precluded  from 
speaking  on  publio  works  if  the  hon. 
Member  moved  this  Amendment  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Yes;  the  hon. 
Member  should  have  risen  before. 

Dr.  TANNER :  I  had  no  Opportunity, 
Sir. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
might  have  intervened  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Whitby  Division. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  item  of  £15,000  (Foreign 
Office)  be  reduced  by  £500."— {Mr. 
Ernest  Beckett.) 

(9.13.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
were  not  present;  House  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

(9.16.)  Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edin- 
burgh, W.)  :  Sir,  I  desire  to  make  a  few 
observations  on  the  subject  on  which  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  spoken 
addressed  the  House,  namely,  South 
Africa.  I  cannot  entirely  agree  with  all 
he  said.  It  seems  to  me  a  great  mis- 
fortune that  we  have  had  so  few 
opportunities  of  discussing  foreign  affairs, 
and  obtaining  information  from  Minis- 
ters with  regard  to  them.  I  do  not 
myself  believe  very  much  in  the  system 
of  secrecy  in  regard  to  foreign  affairs 
which  obtains  in  certain  quarters.  I  can 
quite  understand  that  it  is  not  desirable 
to  discuss  the  details  of  pending  negotia- 
tions, still  there  are  occasions  when 
discussions  would  enable  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  understand  the  opinion  of 
the  country,  and  thus  strengthen  their 
hands  in  negotiating  with  foreign  Powers. 
I  think  we  have  suffered  in  the  past 
owing  to  the  absence  of  discussion — 
particularly  with  regard  to  our  interests 
in  Africa.  1  think  if  the  public  had 
been  fully  aware  of  what  was  happening, 
we  would  not  have  had  the  scramble  for 
South  Africa  which  has  been  spoken  of. 
I  think  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
Laingshan,  five  or  six  years  ago, 
that  our  action  there  would  not 
have  been  taken  had  the  country 
possessed  full  information  on  the  subject. 
Again,  I  think  we  would  have  avoided 
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many  of    the    difficulties   we    have  ex- 
perienced with  Portugal  had  we  possessed 
full    details     of     the     view    taken   by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.       We  find 
now     that     all     along     Her     Majesty's 
Government     have      taken     a      much 
clearer   and    more    decided    view    with 
regard  to    our  interests   in  Nyassaland 
than  has  ever  been  stated  in  the  House 
of  Commons.   And  I  think  the  discussion 
we  are  having  to-night  in  regard  to  our 
negotiations  with  Germany  and  England 
will   be  of     service    to    Her    Majesty's 
Government  and  to  this  country.      I  am 
not  going  to   make   an  attack  on  Her 
Majesty's     Government,   such   as     was 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  who  introduced 
the  Motion.      I  think  that  Lord  Salisbury, 
in  dealing  with  African  affairs,  has  looked 
far    too  much   to    our  connection  with 
Germany  as  a  European  Power.     He  has 
appeared  too  ready  to  sacrifice  our  interests 
in  Africa  to  our  interests  in  Europe.     I 
think  that  to   be  a  great  fault  in  his 
conduct,  and  worthy  of  attention.      I  do 
not  adopt  the  strong  language  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  moved  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote,  nor  could  I  agree  with  the  line 
which  he  wishes  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to   adopt   in   Africa.      There   are 
three  questions  brought  forward  in  thi» 
Motion — our    relations    with    Germany 
with    regard    to    Nyassaland  territory, 
with  regard  to  Nyanza   territory,   and 
with     regard    to  Lake   Nyanza.      The 
discussion  with  regard  to  Lake  Nyanza 
is,  undoubtedly,  caused  by  the  rivalries 
of  the  two  trading  companies,  and  the 
German    Company    is    backed    up    by 
the  German  Government.  What  I  would 
impress  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government 
is  this,  to  take  care  that  no  limitation 
should  be    placed    on    the    commercial 
development  of  our  subjects  within  the 
control  of  the  African  Company.     We 
should  see  that  they  have  a  free  hand 
under   their    charter,  though  I  do  not 
think  it  is  incumbent  upon  us  to  go 
farther  than  that.     We  should  see  that 
they  get  the  full  benefit  of  the  conces- 
sions they  obtain,  and  that  they  are  per- 
fectly free  to  open  up  trade,  if  they  can, 
right  from  Central  Africa  to  the  Coast. 
I  should  like,  if  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  could  find  it,  some  in- 
formation  with  regard   to   Nyassaland. 
On  a  former  occasion  he  told  us  that  it 
was  impossible  to  make  a  definite  state- 
ment on  the  subject,  but  I  think  now 
he   may  be  able   to  tell  us  something 
3  N 
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with  regard  to  Nyassaland  and  the 
Shire*  River.  There  are  impediments 
placed  in  the  way  of  our  subjects  haying 
connection  between  the  outside  world 
and  their  settlement,  and  I  think  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  tell  us 
whether  they  are  endeavouring  to  arrive 
at  a  settlement  of  our  position  in  that 
country  on  a  certain  and  permanent 
footing.  Lake  Nyanza  covers  the  water 
basin  of  the  Zambesi  and  the  Congo,  and 
freedom  of  connection  would,  undoubt- 
edly, be  of  importance  to  the  inhabitants 
of  the  regions  around  the  Lake.  The 
Zambesi  should  be  a  free  water- 
way to  the  interior  of  Africa  from 
all  parts  of  the  world.  I  maintain 
the  same,  also,  with  regard  to  the 
Shire\  It  does  seem  to  me  very 
advisable  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  look  towards  the  future 
development  of  Africa,  and  that,  in  the 
interests  of  our  commerce,  they  should 
endeavour  to  make  a  clear  and  free 
route  for  the  outside  world  to  the 
interior  of  Africa.  Not  only  the  Zambesi, 
but  the  Shire*  River  should  be  free. 
In  1887  there  was  a  correspondence 
between  Lord  Salisbury  and  the  Au- 
thorities at  Berlin  with  regard  to  certain 
encroachments  made  by  the  Germans 
upon  the  British  sphere  of  influence. 
Negotiations  took  place,  and  the  result 
was  that  the  22nd  degree  of  east  latitude 
was  taken  as  the  line  batween  the  British 
Protectorate  and  the  Protectorate  of  the 
German  Government.  Therefore,  in  our 
negotiations  with  the  German  Govern- 
ment for  the  maintenance  of  our  boun 
dary,  we  have  this  precedent  to  go  on. 
That,  however,  is  a  matter  of  detail 
which  I  do  not  wish  to  enlarge  upon. 
What  I  would  urge  on  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  that,  as  to  the  question 
of  South  Africa,  we  ought  to  have  regard 
primarily  to  the  opinions  and  wishes  and 
desires  of  our  fellow  subjects  of  the 
Cape  Colony  and  other  colonists  in  South 
Africa.  Our  interests  in  this  part  of 
the  world  are  comparatively  slight  and 
distant.  They  are  also  interests  more  or 
less  individual,  but  to  the  people  living 
in  South  Africa  itself — to  our  colonists  at 
the  Cape  and  elsewhere  in  British  South 
Africa — these  matters  are  very  much 
more  vital.  South  Africa  is  their 
country  and  their  home,  and  to  its  free 
expansion  and  development  in  the  future 
they  are  bound  to  look  with  natural 
ambition  and  very  sincere  interest.  I 
Mr.  Buchanan 


think  we  should  look  to  carrying  out 
what  are  beyond  dispute  the  views  and 
opinions  and  aspirations  of  our  colonists 
in  South  Africa.  We  should  take  care 
that  their  commercial  freedom  is  in  no 
way  retarded  or  impaired  by  our  political 
arrangements  with  Germany  ;  that  there 
should  be  what  we  should  all  like  to  see, 
namely,  a  waterway,  free  to  all  the 
world,  up  the  Zambesi  to  Tanganyika 
and  Nyassa;  that,  as  regards  what  is 
called  South-East  Africa,  we  should  re- 
member that  our  interests  are  small  as 
compared  with  those  of  the  colonists,  and 
that  it  should  be  a  sine  qud  nan  in  any 
negotiations  with  Germany  that  we 
should  make  certain  that  Cape  Colony  is 
with  us. 

*(9.36.)  The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E.):  It  is 
always  an  uncomfortable  task  to  urge  on 
the  House  abstinence  from  discussion  of 
matters  of  public  interest,  and  it  has 
lieen  my  lot  more  than  once  to  be  re- 
proved for  exhortations  of  this  kind.  I 
think,  however,  I  may  be  excused  if  I 
offer  to  the  Committee  some  considera- 
tions to  show  why  a  prolonged  discussion 
on  this  subject  at  the  present  time  is 
undesirable  and  will  serve  no  useful 
purpose.  I  do  not  undervalue  or  depre- 
cate the  legitimate  aspirations  of  my 
fellow  countrymen,  and  I  am  not  want- 
ing in  admiration  for  the  sacrifices  of  those 
who  have  made  the  discoveries  which  have 
opened  a  Continent  to  civilisation  and 
paved  the  way  for  the  colonising  efforts 
of  our  own  and  other  nations.  I  hope 
that  the  mission  of  our  countrymen 
is  not  yet  fulfilled,  but  that  further 
regions  will  be  opened  by  them  to  civili- 
sation and  Christianity.  What  I  say  may 
give  offence  to  some,  but  I  am  quite 
sure  that  the  feeling  I  have  expressed 
is  deeply  seated  in  this  country,  and 
that  there  are  many  who  are  ready  to 
sacrifice  themselves  in  those  great  efforts 
which  in  times  past  have  conferred  such 
honour  on  our  nation.  I  cannot  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down  that  the  object  of  negotiations 
conducted  by  the  Government  of  this 
country  is  best  promoted  by  public  dis- 
cussion while  such  negotiations  are  in 
progress.  It  places  the  Government  in 
this  position  —  either  they  must  sub- 
scribe to  or  deny  propositions.  If  they 
commit  themselves  to  those  propositions 
it  is  evident  that  they  must  stand  by 
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them,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  if  they 
deny  them  they  may  be  supposed  to  be 
indifferent  to  objects  which  many  are  in 
favour  of.  Therefore  it  is  manifest  that 
we  must  be  silent,  because  it  is  impos- 
sible we  can  reveal  our  position  or  defeat 
our  own  efforts  by  premature  declara- 
tions. I  presume  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  moved  the  reduction  of  the 
1  Vote  does  not  blame  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment for  having  entered  into  nego- 
tiations for  the  delimitation  of  our 
sphere  of  influence  in  South  Africa.  It 
is  evident  that  were  the  nations  of 
Europe  are  competing  for  influence  in  the 
comparatively  untrodden  regions  which 
offer  markets  for  our  commerce  and 
colonisation  there  must  be  rivalries  and 
jealousies,  and  it  is  to  the  highest  degree 
important  that  nations  which  have  much 
in  common  and  which  wish  to  act  fairly 
in  regard  to  their  respective  claims  should 
desire  as  far  as  possible  to  avoid  friction 
and  jealousy  by  timely  settlement  of 
their  interests,  so  that  they  can  move 
forward  on  their  new  missions  on  parallel 
lines.  It  is  said  that  no  satisfactory 
answer  has  been  given  as  to  the  progress 
of  the  negotiations,  but  it  is  impossible 
to  enter  into  the  questions  involved  while 
the  matters  are  under  discussion.  This 
country  has  interests  to  maintain,  and  I 
trust  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  not 
be  slow  to  maintain  them,  and  when  the 
negotiations  are  completed  every  ex- 
planation will  be  given  to  the  House. 
Reference  has  been  made  to  rumours 
which  are  current  as  to  sacrifices  which 
have  been  consented  to  after  discussion 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Some 
of  those  mentioned  have  not  reached  me, 
and  I  am  quite  sure  that  they  derive 
no  authority  from  those  who  are 
engaged  in  confidential  negotiations  on 
behalf  of  the  English  and  German 
Governments.  As  the  Prime  Minister 
said  the  other  day,  it  would  be  very  con- 
venient, no  doubt,  if  Parliament  sat  in 
secret  Session,  for  then  Her  Majesty's 
Government  could  communicate  to  hon. 
Members,  who  have  the  interests  of 
the  country  as  much  at  heart  as  our- 
selves, the  details  of  pending  nego- 
tiations, but  that  cannot  be  done. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  talked  about  land 
passing  out  of  our  possession.  Some 
people  talk  and  write  about  parts  of 
Africa  through  which  some  of  our  enter- 
prising fellow-countrymen  have  travelled 
as  if  it  was  our  inheritance.     While   I 


hope  the  Government  will  not  be  behind- 
hand in  Africa  any  more  than  elsewhere, 
people  really  must  not  talk  as  if  we  have 
an  indefeasible  right  to  the  country. 
We  must  allow  other  nations  to  have 
similar  aspirations  to  our  own.  What 
the  Government  and  the  House  of  Com- 
mons have  to  see  to  is  that  our  interests 
are  not  neglected.  Where  we  have 
acquired  rights  and  asserted  them  we 
should  not  lightly  give  them  up ;  but  the 
Government  are  dealing  with  a  friendly 
Power,  and  negotiations  are  going  on  on 
terms  of  mutual  respect  and  confidence, 
which  are  engendered  by  past  experience 
and  by  the  remarkable  unanimity  which 
has  attended  the  proceedings  of  Great 
Britain  and  Germany  in  the  recent 
operations  on  the  West  Coast  of  Africa. 
The  Government  has  a  full  sense  of  the 
claims  which'  our  fellow-countrymen 
possess  on  account  of  their  past  enter- 
prise. They  are  not  unmindful  of  the 
claims  which  our  commerce  has  to  legiti- 
mate expansion,  and  these  objects  are  en- 
tirely consistent  with  a  due  respect  to 
similar  objects  on  the  part  of  neigh- 
bouring States.  The  Government  are  en- 
deavouring by  the  delimitation  of  spheres 
of  influence  to  obviate  causes  of  jealousy 
and  friction  in  the  time  to  come.  The 
security  that  the  country  and  the  House 
has  as  against  the  Government  is  that 
the  result  of  those  negotiations  cannot 
long  be  concealed,  and  if  in  any  way  the 
interests  of  the  country  are  neglected  a 
speedy  retribution  will  attend  those  who 
have  so  neglected  those  interests.  Having 
that  speedy  review  and  verdict  before  our 
eyes,  the  Government,  hon.  Members 
may  feel  sure,  will  not  be  likely  to  neg- 
lect the  great  interests  which  they,  in 
common  with  all  their  fellow-countrymen, 
have  at  heart.  The  hon.  Member  for 
West  Edinburgh  has  also  referred  to  the 
interests  of  the  region  further  south  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Lake  Nyassa,  where 
the  hon.  Member's  countrymen  and  my 
own  have  done  good  work  in  the  cause 
of  civilisation  and  Christianity.  The 
Government,  I  think,  have  shown  of  late 
that  they  are  fully  alive  to  the  rights 
which  our  fellow-countymen  have  ob- 
tained there  by  being  first  in  the  field. 
They  have  maintained  their  right  to  the 
free  navigation  of  the  Zambesi  River. 
They  have  refused  to  allow  it 
to  be  closed  against  us.  '  They 
have  claimed  that  our  fellow-country- 
men in  the  Shirs'  Highlands  and 
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on  the  shores  of  Lake  Nyassa  shall  not 
be  endangered  by  the  invasion  of  any- 
other  Power,  and  necessarily  it  will  be 
their  object  to  obtain  and  secure  and 
retain  access  to  other  regions  where  we 
have  interests.  I  would  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  show  the  same  reticence  and 
forbearance  the  Government  are  so  sen- 
sible of  in  past  years,  which  I  hope  they 
have  not  been  unworthy  of,  and  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  the  confidence  I 
now  ask  from  the  Committee  will  not  be 
misplaced.  In  that  sense  I  deprecate 
prolonging  the  discussion. 

(9.48.)  Mb.  MUNRO  FERGUSON 
(Leith,  N.) :  I  am  sure  we  all  trust  that 
nothing  will  be  said  in  these  discussions 
which  will  have  the  effect  of  hampering 
the  Government  in  these  discussions.  I 
am  sure  the  delicacy  of  the  situation 
will  be  so  appreciated  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  as  to  prevent  any  pro- 
longed discussion  of  the  subject  from 
that  quarter  of  the  House.  But  there 
are  some  of  us  who  think  that  an  oppor- 
tunity for  the  expression  of  individual 
opinions  would  by  no  means  hamper  the 
hands  of  the  Government.  I  can  quite 
understand  that  the  Foreign  Office  is  not 
able  to  throw  any  light  on  the  subject 
at  present ;  still,  the  German  Foreign 
Office  is  not  so  reticent  as  our  own.  The 
present  Chancellor  in  Germany  and  his 
illustrious  predecessor  have  never  found 
any  difficulty  in  expressing  their  views 
as  to  the  conduct  of  Foreign  Affairs  by 
Germany,  and  I  believe,  from  what  I  have 
seen,  discussions  in  the  Reichstag  and  in 
the  French  Chamber,  whether  upon 
Africa  or  upon  Newfoundland,  are  more 
frequent  and  prolonged  than  the  dis- 
cussion of  foreign  affairs  have  been  in 
this  House  during  the  last  few  years.  In 
my  opinion,  the  language  used  on  this 
subject  by  certain  organs  and  by  the 
great  explorer  who  has  recently  returned 
to  this  country  has  done  more  to  revive 
the  doctrines  of  the  old  Manchester  school 
than  to  forward  the  objects  which  they 
themselves  have  at  heart.  The  question 
before  us  seems  to  be  how  far  unoccupied 
land  shall  pass  into  the  absolute  posses- 
sion of  Foreign  Powers  and  out  of  the 
sphere  of  the  legitimate  commerce  and 
enterprise  of  Great  Britain,  and  of  the 
world  in  general.  We  desire  to  have 
some  reassurance  that  our  actual  in- 
terests in  Africa  are  not  in  peril.  There 
has  been  a  good  deal  of  anxiety  as  to  the 
expedition  which  has  recently  started, 
S  ir  J.  Feryusson 


and  which  includes  in  its  ranks  Emin 
Pasha.  We  have  also  to  consider  the 
future  of  our  great  African  possessions 
which,  when  they  are  one  day  formed 
into  a  dominion,  will  be  disposed  to  ask 
how  far  the  course  now  adopted  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  affected  their 
prospects.  The  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  watched  at  the  Cape  with  no 
less  interest  than  in  England.  I  do  not 
share  the  fears  of  my  hon.  Friend  who 
moved  this  Motion  with  regard  to  the 
Cape.  The  Cape  will  hold  its  own  by 
its  own  enterprise,  and  if  it  stood 
by  itself  it  would  have  little  to 
fear  either  from  the  Dutch  or  the 
Germans.  We  wish  also  to  know 
what  lines  are  being  drawn  to  further 
confine  enormous  areas  to  the  exclusive 
enjoyment  of  Foreign  Powers.  Those 
areas  have,  to  a  large  extent,  been  ex- 
plored and  partially  developed  by  British 
and  especially  Scottish  enterprise.  The 
other  day  some  interesting  correspon- 
dence between  Lord  Salisbury  and  the 
Ambassador  at  Berlin  was  published 
regarding  the  delimitation  between  the 
German  and  the  British  sphere  of 
influence  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Lake  Nyanza. .  There  is  a  line  leading 
from  Lake  Nyassa  to  the  south  end  of 
Lake  Tanganyika,  and'  known  as  the 
Stephenson  Road.  The  large  region  of 
which  that  road  forms  the  centre  has 
been  developed  and,  to  some  extent, 
civilised  by  missionaries.  Our  position 
in  that  district  was  preserved  by  the 
action  taken  by  Lord  Salisbury  last 
spring ;  but  if  it  has  been  preserved  from 
Portugal  in  order  to  be  handed  over  to 
Germany,  I  think  it  will  be  hard  to 
justify  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  because  in  that  case  the 
deduction  would  certainly  be  that  what 
has  been  got  from  bullying  the  weaker 
Power  has  been  given  up  by  knuckling 
down  to  the  stronger  Power.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  question  of  maintaining' 
the  line  of  the  Stephenson  Road  is  one 
of  the  very  greatest  importance  to  our 
interests  in  that  portion  of  Africa.  Then 
I  would  ask,  what  is  the  use  of  a  sphere 
of  influence  if  that  sphere  is  not 
to  be  maintained  ?  The  result  of 
the  spirited  foreign  policy  of  which  we 
have  heard  so  much  seems  likely  to  be 
the  sacrifice  of  our  commerce  in  those 
regions.  We  have  a  right  to  know 
whether  the  Government,  in  the  course 
of  their  negotiations,   intend  to  permit 
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the  exclusion  of  British  interests  from 
the  areas  I  have  mentioned.  In  any 
event,  by  making  this  protest  we  lay  upon 
the  Government  the  responsibility  of 
the  negotiations,  and  there  is  no  doubt 
that  the  country  will  require  from  them 
a  strict  account. 

(10.2.)  Captain  BBTHELL  (York, 
E.R.,  Holderness)  :  I  have  been 
a  good  deal  disturbed  by  the  remarks 
which  have  been  going  about  as  to  the 
possibility  of  the  delimitation  of  the 
great  region  south  of  the  Zambesi 
being  re-opened  in  the  course  of  the 
present  negotiations.  There  is  south 
of  the  Zambesi  a  noble  Empire  which 
will  some  day  be,  and  which  ought  to 
be,  an  Anglo  -  Saxon  Empire,  as 
it  is  ours  by  right  of  conquest 
and  by  right  of  the  work  we  have  done 
there.  It  was  a  stupid  blunder  when 
Damaraland  and  Namaqualand  were 
given  up,  but  stupid  as  was  that  blunder, 
we  have  hitherto  kept  the  trump  card  in 
our  hands,  and  it  will  not  do  to  commit 
another  stupid  blunder  by  re-opening 
the  question  of  the  German  boundaries 
south  of  the  Zambesi.  I  think  we  may 
reasonably  expect  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend  an  assurance  that  there  is  no 
intention  of  re-opening  that  question. 
Such  an  assurance  will  remove  a  great 
deal  of  misapprehension  on  both  sides  of 
the  House. 

(10.6.)  Mr.  A.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  I  hope,  for  totally  different  reasons 
from  those  which  have  been  put  forward, 
that  the  Government  will  afford  the 
House  and  the  country  some  more 
information  than  they  have  vouchsafed 
up  to  the  present.  I  have  listened  to  the 
discussion,  and  during  its  progress  I 
have  been  forced  to  realise  the  feelings 
of  Gil  Bias  when  he  found  himself  in 
the  cave  of  the  robbers.  When  they 
conducted  him  to  his  first  exploit  they 
exhorted  him  to  go  in  for  a  spirited 
foreign  policy,  and  when  he  picked  up 
the  wallet  of  the  padre  he  had  robbed  no 
doubt  he  considered  it  was  his  by  right 
of  conquest.  If  the  speeches  which  have 
been  delivered  this  evening  are  to  be 
taken  as  an  indication  of  tho  views  of 
hon.  Members  respecting  the  morality  of 
the  present  position,  it  seems  to  me  that 
this  House  is  adopting  a  code  of  morality 
very  different  from  that  which  is  found 
in  the  Bible,  and  in  the  mouths  of 
Christian  Missionaries,  whose  work  hon. 
Members  are  so  anxious  to  help  forward. 


In  that  old  Book,  which  is  much  more 
frequently  referred  to  than  read,  there  is 
a  precept  that  you  shall  not  covet  your 
neighbour's  goods.  Now,  1  should  like 
to  know  whose  goods  these  are  which 
you  propose  to  divide  with  Germany  and 
Portugal,  and  other  de spoilers  in  Africa. 
We  were  assured  by  .the  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  some  nights  ago  that 
all  these  matters  were  being  discussed  in 
a  friendly  spirit  at  Berlin,  and  that  the 
important  interests  involved  would  not 
be  prejudiced  by  abstention  from  discus- 
sion at  the  present  time.  Whose  are  the 
important  interests  involved  ?  They  are 
not  the  interests  of  Great  Britain,  or 
Germany,  or  Portugal.  They  are  the 
interests  of  the  innocent  inhabitants  of 
Africa,  and  I  say  that  Germany,  and 
Great  Britain,  and  the  other  European 
Powers  are  acting  the  part  of  the  bully 
and  robber.  You  may  talk  about  your 
"diplomatic  relations;"  this  is  only  a 
large  phrase  to  cover  what  is  essentially 
immoral,  unjust,  cruel,  and  cowardly. 
This  House  proposes  to  deliver  up 
Africa  to  the  interests  of  Chartered 
Companies  of  adventurers — men  who 
pretend  to  be  promoting  the  interests  of 
civilisation  and  the  Bible,  but  who  are 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  pack  of 
robbers.  I  am  very  much  afraid  that 
there  are  Members  of  this  House  who 
are  not  altogether  personally  disinter- 
ested in  some  of  these  schemes.  It 
would  certainly  be  well  if  we 
could  obtain  some  further  information 
as  to  the  intentions  of  the  Government. 
I  suspect,  if  Germany  stands  firm,  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  instead,  of  sending 
an  armed  expedition  or  a  temporary 
message,  will  discover  some  modus 
vivendi,  and  if  the  robbers  should  fall  out 
the  Africans  would  get  a  good  many 
goods  restored  to  them.  But  I  want  to 
know,  for  my  own  satisfaction,  and,  as  I 
believe,  for  the  satisfaction  of  a  large 
portion  of  the  population  of  this  country 
who  have  no  interest  and  no  sympathy 
with  your  robbing  expeditions,  what  it 
is  the  Government  propose  to  do  in 
Africa,  and  what  is  to  be  the  position 
of  these  unfortunate  people,  with  regard 
to  whom  you  say  you  have  extended 
your  sphere  of  influence.  Suppose  the 
inhabitants  of  Africa  held  a  palaver  and 
decided  to  divide  this  country  into  two 
portions,  one  tribe  having  the  land 
from  the  English  Channel  to  the 
Thames,     and    another     tribe    having 
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the  land  from  the  Thames  to  the 
Humber?  What  would  be  your  view 
of  the  matter?  You  would  ridicule 
them,  and  say  they  had  no  possible  right. 
Perhaps  they  would  want  to  spread  Ma- 
homedanism.  I  have  been  rather  proud 
to  consider  myself  a  Christian,  but  I  am 
rather  doubtful  as  to  the  sort  of 
Christianity  you  are  likely  to  spread  in 
Africa.  It  is  all  very  well  for  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  urge  the  Government  to 
maintain  the  prestige  of  the  Empire,  and 
to  secure  their  sphere  of  influence.  It 
would  be  more  worthy  of  a  great  Govern- 
ment to  show  some  ground  for  the 
aggressive  policy  which  has  been  adopted 
with  regard  to  Africa,  to  show  that  they 
have  some  right  to  go  and  claim  a  sphere 
of  influence  and  territorial  possession  in 
a  country  with  which  they  have  naturally 
nothing  to  do,  than  to  come  down  and 
talk  about  civilising  influences,  when  we 
all  know  that  it  is  nothing  more  than 
empty  hypocrisy. 

(10.12.)  Sir  GEORGE  BADEN- 
POWELL(Liverpool,  Kirkdale):  I  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words  about  the  bullies 
and  robbers  who,  the  hon.  Member  seems 
to  think,  are  likely  to  get  hold  of  Africa. 
I  am  in  no  way  interest  3d,  financially  or 
otherwise,  in  the  matter,  but  I  wish  to 
deprecate  both  jealousy  of  Germany  and 
fear  of  Portugal.  I  have  been  in  Africa, 
and  I  always  hope  we  shall  work  hand  in 
hand  with  all  civilised  Powers,  who  may 
set  about  the  task  of  reducing  Africa  to 
civilisation.  [Laughter.]  Hon.  Members 
laugh,  but  I  think  before  I  sit  down  they 
will  agree  with  me  that  we  ought  to  go 
hand  in  hand  with  others  in  the  work 
we  have  yet  to  perform  in  Africa.  I 
have  no  wish  to  detain  the  Committee  at 
any  length,  but  I  would  merely  allude  to 
the  great  works  in  which  I  am  convinced 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
will  support  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  those  works  are  the  suppression  of 
the '  liquor  traffic  amongst  the  native 
population  and  the  abolition  of  slavery. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  may 
talk  of  bullies  and  robbers,  but  these  are 
the  main  objects  the  Chartered  Com- 
panies have  in  view  in  Africa.  I  hope  I 
may  make  the  same  remark  as  to  the 
Portuguese.  Certainly  the  Belgians  are 
doing  good  work  in  the  same  direction 
on  the  West  Coast  of  Africa.  Still,  I 
do  not  think  we  need  in  any  way 
endanger  the  negotiations  at  present 
proceeding  at  Berlin.  I  understand  our 
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technical  negotiator  is  at  present  in 
England,  but  is  soon  to  return  to  Berlin. 
I  hope  he  will  go  back  fully  assured 
that,  as  far  as  this  House  is  concerned, 
we  are  determined  to  support  the  British 
race  in  co-operation  with  all  other  States 
in  doing  what  is  not  only  to  our  interest, 
but  also  our  duty  and  obligation. 

(10.16.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL    (Kirk- 
caldy, Ac.)  :  I  have  very  often  admitted, 
and  I  am  ready  to  admit  on  this  occasion, 
that  in  matters  of  foreign  policy  I  have 
great    confidence    in   the  head   of   the 
Foreign  Office.     So  long  as  he  does  not 
yield  to  pressure,  as  I  am  afraid  he  is 
apt  to  do,  from  Members  opposite  and  & 
few  so-called  Liberals  on  this  side  who 
adopt  a  quasi- jingo  policy,  I  have  every 
confidence  in  Lord  Salisbury.     I  entirely 
agree  with  the  words  of  wisdom  which 
recently  fell  from  him  on  this  subject — 
that,  after  all,  Europe  is  more  important 
to  us  than  Africa.     I  think  it  is  more 
important  that  we  should  be  safe  at  home 
than  that  we  should  be  safe  in  Africa.  At 
the  same  time,  I  quite  agree  with  my 
hon.   Friends  that  we   should  work  in 
concert  and  good    feeling    with    other 
Powers  in  Africa.     I  cannot,  however, 
agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  George  Baden-Powell)  that  the  sole 
and  main  object  of  the  Chartered  Com- 
panies is  to  stop  the  liquor  traffic  and  to 
abolish      slavery.     That     distinguished 
traveller,  Mr.  Stanley,  has  told  us  that 
the  people  who  bring  noxious  liquors  into 
Africa  are  Europeans.  As  to  the  abolition 
of  slavery,  I  know  it  is  a  proper  thing  to 
say   we   are  going  to  abolish    slavery. 
Whenever  people  want  to  get  up  a  com- 
pany in  the  City,  and  to  make  a  good 
deal  of  money,  they  always  say  they  are 
going    to    abolish    slavery.     I    do   not 
think,  however,  that  we  ought  to  con- 
demn the  Government  because  they  are 
not  inclined  to  go  so  fast  as  Mr.  Stanley 
wishes  them  to  go.     I  think  the  con- 
cessionaires who  ask  to  enter  Africa  with 
the  Bible  and  the  bullet  are  people  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ought  not  only  not 
to  encourage,  but  ought  to  be  very  careful 
about.     Of  course,  we  ought  to  do  every- 
thing to  spread  Christianity,  but  I  think 
we  ought  to  have  at  heart  first  of  all  the 
interest  of  our  own  country.     We  have 
to  pay  the  piper  in  all  these  matters,  and 
I  think  we  ought  to   look  to   our  own 
interests  first. 

•^10.25.)  Sir  WALTER  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,    N.W.):     All    classes    of    the 
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•  community  are  waiting  to  see  the  action 
which    the   Government    will   take   in 
regard   to  Africa.     It  is  very  well  for 
hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  to  make  remarks  as  to  our  posi- 
tion there,  but  each  of  them  knows  how, 
with    an    increasing    population,    it  is 
necessary  to  have  a  growing  trade,   and 
therefore  we  must  be  anxious,  and  deli- 
berately anxious,  to  extend   that  trade 
as  well  as  the  outlets  for  the  population. 
We   have  to  meet  the    competition    of 
nations  who  are  protectionists    in    the 
highest  degree,  and  whose  only  anxiety 
is  to  get  for  themselves  colonies  which 
they  may  keep  entirely  to  themselves, 
and  in  the  markets  of  which  they  may 
shut  out  Great  Britain.      Therefore,  I 
maintain  that  the  question  of  our  posi- 
tion in  Africa   is  one   of  the   greatest 
importance,  espacially  since  if  we  lost  in 
that  country  the  prestige  and  power  we 
have  asserted  elsewhere,  we  shall  have 
descended  from  the  position  which  we 
boast    we   hold  among  the   nations    of 
the  world,  and  those  who  come  after  us 
will  say  that  we  have  failed  in  this  day 
to  do  our  duty.     My  right  hon.  Friend 
was  quite  right  in   deprecating  discus- 
sion   when   negotiations  are   going  on. 
But  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  kept  us 
in  suspense  on  many  questions.     Twice 
last  year  I  asked  questions  about  our 
British  Indian  subjects,  and   I  should 
like  to  know,  even  now,  what  reparation 
our  British  Indian  subjects  have  received 
from  Germany.     I  certainly  believe  that 
if  Germany  had  been  in  a  similar  posi- 
tion to  that  which  we  occupy  she  would 
have  demanded  and  obt  lined  reparation. 
My  contention  is,  that  we  should  show 
that  we  are  a  great  nation  by  demanding 
reparation  in  cases  where  injury  is  done 
to  people  whom  we  are  bound  to  protect. 
I  wish  also  to  touch  on  the  subject  of 
Swaziland,  as  to  which  the  Government 
had  some  months  ago  a  Report  from  Sir 
Francis  de  Winton,  and  as  to  which  we  are 
still  waiting  with   patience  for  further 
information.     The  natives  of  Swaziland 
are  all  in  favour  of  having  the   protec- 
tion of  this  country,  and  do  not  desire  to 
have   anything  to    do  with    the    Boer 
population,     or    the    so-called    African 
Republic.     Therefore,  I  think  we  should 
only  be  doing  our  duty  by  maintaining 
what  we  have  a  right  to  maintain,  the 
sphere    of    influence    over    Swaziland, 
which  I  hope  we  shall  never  give  up. 
Thera   is    another    question.     We    had 


some  islands  that  were  conceded  by  the 
Sultan  of  Zanzibar  to  the  British  East 
African  Company.     Those  islands  have 
been  taken  possession  of  by  Germany, 
and  I  should  like  to  know  what  action 
the  Government  are  going  to  take  in  the 
matter  ? 
•Sir  J  FERGUSSON :  What  islands  t 
•Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT :  Tae 
islands  of  Lamu,  Mauda,  and  Patta.      If 
I  am  wrong  in  my  statement,  then  '  I 
shall  be   very  glad  to  hear  that  the  Ger- 
mans have  not  been  there,  that  they  have 
not  hauled  down  our  flag,  and  are  not  in 
occupation.      I  am  sure  it  will  be  a  great 
relief  to  learn  that  such  is  not  the   case. 
I  presume  the  Under  Secretary  is  aware 
of  the  actual  state  of  things,  whether  the 
Germans  have  been  there,  or  whether  the 
place  has  been  visited  by  a  filibustering 
expedition.     It  was  understood  that  the 
Germans  were  not  to  interfere  to  the 
north  of  a  certain  line.      This    country 
has     rigorously    kept    to    the    position 
allotted  to  it  by  the    agreement  with 
Germany,   and  it  is  only  fair  to  ask  that 
the  Germans  should  keep  to  the  same 
position  as  we  have  undertaken  to  main- 
tain towards  them. 

•(10.32.)  Sir  J,  FERGUSSON  :  I  am 
glad  to  be  able  to  give  some  satisfac- 
tion to  my  hon.  Friend  on  one  point. 
With  regard  to  one  of  the  islands  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Member — Lamu — 
the  Government  entered  into  arbi- 
tration, and  the  award  was  in  favour  of 
this  country.  As  to  the  other  two 
islands — Mauda  and  Patta — the  policy  at 
present  is  one  of  mutual  abstinence. 

(10.33.)  The  UNDER  SECRETARY 
of  STATE  for  the  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  : 
May  I  correct  my  hon.  Friend's  error 
as  to  Swaziland?  My  hon.  Friend  is 
wrong  in  supposing  that  Swaziland  is 
within  the  sphere  of  British  influence. 
It  is  a  native  State  that  has  been  ad 
ministered  by  a  joint  European  Com- 
mittee, but  negotiations  are  going  on, 
and  it  is  impossible  while  the  negotiations 
are  pending  to  say  anything.  [Several 
hon.  Members  :  The  negotiations  are 
finished.] 

•(10.34.)  Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Old- 
ham) :  I  think  the  observations  we  have 
just  heard  show  that  the  House  is  not  in 
possession  of  that  correct  information  we 
ought  to  have.  The  Under  Secretary 
deprecates  discussion  at  the  present 
time,  and  now  and  always  we  are  anxious 
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to  yield  to  the  wishes  of  the  Government. 
But  may  I  remind  the  Government  that 
they  have  been  four  years  in  office,  and 
there  has   not    yet  been   a  full  discus- 
sion of  their  African  policy  ?     Not  long 
ago  Lord  Salisbury  said  that  the  African 
question  was  probably  the  most  important 
political  question  of  the  day.     It  is  a 
little    remarkable,    therefore,    that  the 
House  of  Commons   has  not  yet  been 
taken  into  the  confidence  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  what  their  African  policy  is, 
and  that  there  has  not  been  any  full  dis- 
cussion of  what  is  going  on  there.     I 
think  it  is  of  great  importance  to  the 
Government  itself  that  there  should  be 
a  discussion  of  these  questions  in  the 
House,    because    what    could   be  more 
advantageous  for  the  Government,  which 
is  really  a  Committee  of  the  Representa- 
tive House  of  this  country,  than  to  know 
-what  the  national  feeling  is  on  a  policy 
of  this  kind  ?     Besides,  the  question  is 
discussed  everywhere  in  the  Press,  and 
Mr.  Stanley  is  going  about  the  country 
lecturing  people  and  telling  them  what 
they  ought  to  do,   and  attempting  to 
dictate     the    Imperial    policy    of    this 
country,  and  he  is  listened  to  by  large 
masses  of  our  countrymen,  who  are  under 
the  influence  of  the  glamour  of  Stanley's 
name.       I    have    been    astonished    by 
some  of  the  speeches  which  have  been 
made  on  the  other  side,  and  which  seem 
to  indicate  a  return  to  the  old  principles 
of    the    Liberal    Party,    because    from 
articles  in  the  Radical  Press  and  speeches 
by  Radical  leaders  I  had  been  led  to  think 
that  what  used  to  be  called  the  bastard 
Imperialism   of   Lord   Beaconsfield   had 
become  the  accepted  gospel  of  the  Radical 
Party.     In  fact,  we  are  rather  in  danger 
of  forgetting  that  there  are  other  por- 
tions of  the   habitable  globe   of    some 
importance  to  the  Empire  besides  the 
Dark  Continent  of  Africa.     I  do  not  my- 
self believe  that  the  value  of  the  trade 
and   the    colonisation    which    may    be 
developed  in  Africa  is  so  overwhelming 
as  is  sometimes  represented ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that 
England  ought  to  have  her  fair  share  of 
all  the  expansion  that  is  going  on  there. 
There  are  a  good  many  critics  who  blame 
the  too  great  caution  of  Lord  Salisbury  in 
the  view  of  what  the  Government  of  this 
country  ought  to  do  in  Africa,  but  a 
Conservative  Government  is  bound  to  be 
cautious.     But  when  it  is  said  that  Lord 
Salisbury  is  to  blame  for  giving  in  so 
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much  to  Germany,  we  ought  to  remember 
that  it  was  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  who,  in  the  first  instance, 
invited  Germany  to  pursue  her  glorious 
work  of  colonisation  in  that  region.     In 
a  speech  made  in   1885,  after  that  little 
quarrel    between  Lord    Granville    and 
Prince  Bismarck  had  been  brought  to  a 
close   by  Lord   Granville    making    his 
apology  in  the  House  of  Lords  to  Prince 
Bismarck  for  having  said  anything  to 
offend  him — in    1885    the    right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  glowing    sentences    said 
that    if    Germany    was    to    become    a 
colonising    power — and   the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  wished  her  God  speed — she 
became   the  ally  of    this  country  and 
partner  in  the  execution  of  the  purposes 
of  Providence  in  carrying  the  light  of 
civilisation  to  the  backward  regions  of 
the  earth.     But  the  House  is  told  by 
the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
that  very  important  and  delicate  negotia- 
tions are  going  on,  and  that  we  ought 
not  to  interfere  with  them.      It  seems 
to  me  that  while  those  negotiations  are 
going  on  Germany  is  advancing  all  along 
the  line.     This  country  does  nothing  to 
attack  German   interests,  although  we 
read  of  the  way  in  which  the  Germans 
are  storming  one  position  after  another 
along  the  East  Coast  of  Africa,  and  are 
equipping  new  expeditions  to  start  into 
the  interior  of  the  country.     Now ,  if  the 
Government  of  this  country  instead  of 
promoting  new    colonising  expeditions 
— which    I    firmly   believe    are   bound 
to    fail;  for    I    do    not  see,   although 
a    great    deal   is     talked    by    Stanley 
of    the    advantage    of    settling     there, 
that    there  is   any  part    of   the    coast, 
except  the  south,  where  it  is  possible  to 
settle  colonies  of  white  men — if  the  Go- 
vernment would  remember  the  interests 
of  this  country  we  have  an  important 
trade  there  which  the  Government  is 
bound  in  honour  and  interest  to  look 
after.     The  whole  trade  of  the  Bast  Coast 
of  Africa  has  been  in  the  hands  of  Indian 
subjects  of  Her  Majesty.     Those  traders 
have    been    settled    there    for    several 
generations,  and  have  carried  on  a  very 
important  and  flourishing  trade.     From 
time  immemorial  the  Indian  merchants 
and  the  daring  sailors  from  the  West  of 
India  have  had  control  of  all  the  traffic 
round  the  coasts  of  the  Indian  Ocean. 
But  the  Germans  have  regularly  harried 
all    the    settlements  of   British  Indian 
subjects ;   men    have  had  their   homes 
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destroyed  and  have  been  despoiled  of 
their  property ;  and  scores  of  families 
have  been  carried  by  English  men-of-war 
to  Zanzibar  in  consequence  of  German 
interference.  Is  it  to  the  credit  of  Great 
Britain  that  such  interference  by  a 
foreign  Power  should  be  permitted? 
With  some  knowledge  of  the  East,  I  say 
that  no  more  serious  blow  could  be  struck 
at  the  political  honour  and  authority  of 
England  in  the  East  than  has  been  struck 
by  the  subordination  of  English  power 
to  Germany  in  East  Africa.  Will  the 
Under  Secretary  give  the  House  some 
information  as  to  the  decay  of  trade  in 
that  part  of  Africa  as  the  result  of 
German  interference  there?  It  would 
have  been  far  better  for  this  country  if 
its  Governments  had  stood  up  for  the 
interests  and  the  honour  of  British 
Indian  subjects  there,  and  had  said  that, 
whatever  Germany  might  choose  to  do, 
we  would  suffer  no  interference  with  the 
interests  of  the  British  Empire.  What 
have  we  to  gain  from  the  concessions  to 
Germany  in  Africa?  Why  should  we 
bind  ourselves  to  one  nation  in  parti- 
cular? We  have  interests  in  Europe, 
Egypt,  and  in  the  far  East,  and  it  is 
necessary  that  we  should  cultivate 
friendly  feeling  with  all  European 
Powers ;  but  why  give  any  particular 
preference  to  Germany?  What  has 
Germany  done  for  us  ?  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  spoke  of 
civilisation  as  if  German  civilisation  and 
English  civilisation  were  the  same  thing. 
The  civilisation  of  Germany  is  a  much 
inferior  article  to  the  civilisation  of 
England,  and  is  very  often  quite 
antagonistic  to  it.  The  Germans  are 
energetic  and  enterprising,  and  if  they 
had  some  touch  of  magnanimity  in  them 
they  might  become  the  foremost  nation 
in  the  world.  But  I  believe  that 
England,  in  the  long  run,  will  beat  the 
Germans  out  of  the  field ;  and  I  main- 
tain that  the  Government  of  this  country 
is  bound,  in  considering  what  they  are 
doing  in  East  Africa,  to  pay,  first  of  all, 
some  regard  for  national  interests,  and 
afterwards  to .  keep  on  terms  of  a  good 
understanding  with  other  Powers.  Ger- 
many will  respect  this  country  more  if 
we  stand  up  for  our  interests  instead  of 
conceding  everything  she  demands.  Now 
a  word  upon  these  Chartered  Companies 
so  often  alluded  to.  Of  course,  these 
companies  do  not  carry  on  their  work  for 
the  sake  of  putting  down  the  Slave  Trade 


or  stopping  the  drink  traffic.  Quite 
lately  we  had  a  Debate  upon  a 
subsidy  to  be  granted  to  a  line  of  steamers 
trading  to  the  East  African  ports, 
and  I  find  I  have  been  upbraided 
in  the  newspapers  for  saying 
England  is  incurring  responsibility  by 
having  those  Chartered  .  Companies.  I 
am  not  at  all  afraid  of  responsibility, 
which  England  is  now  better  able  to 
undertake  than  she  ever  was  before. 
But  whether  England  should  work  with 
Chartered  Companies  is  quite  another 
question.  I  think  that  Chartered 
Companies  are  an  anachronism.  The 
Chartered  Company  which  was  estab- 
lished in  India  raised  armies,  collected 
revenues,  established  States,  and  reigned 
over  vast  provinces.  But  it  would  not 
have  been  able  to  do  that  under 
the  direct  and  immediate  control 
of  the  British  House  of  Commons. 
As  it  was,  it  took  200  years  and  constant 
wars  to  establish  itself  in  India.  That 
is  completely  out  of  the  question  for 
the  African  Companies,  which  cannot 
move  a  stop  without  having  their  actions 
reviewed  and  questioned  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  Mr.  Stanley  said  that  if 
the  House  of  Commons  did  not  give 
the  East  Africa  Company  its  •  help  and 
support  against  the  Germans,  that 
company  would  have  to  give  up  its 
civilising  and  beneficent  work.  If  that 
is  the  case,  it  becomes  a  question  whether 
we  ought  to  give  the  companies  all  the 
profits,  while  the  taxpayers  of  England 
have  the  cost  of  protecting  them.  Surely 
it  would  be  better  for  the  State  to  under- 
take the  business  itself  rather  than  trust 
to  those  Chartered  Companies. 

(10.47.)  Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  I 
do  not  think  we  are  quite  prepared  to 
take  the  view  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
Of  course,  we  all  agree  we  are  a  great 
nation  with  a  noble  mission;  the  only 
question  is  to  the  manner  in  which  we 
should  extend  British  dominion  and 
carry  out  our  noble  mission.  Much  has 
been  said  of  the  East  Coast  of  Africa. 
I  have  something  to  say  of  the  West, 
and  wish  to  refer  to  a  matter  which 
occurred  near  Sierra  Leone,  and  is 
referred  to  in  the  Blue  Book  C5740. 
Probably  some  hon.  Member  may  re- 
member that  a  little  while  ago  I  called 
attention  to  the  manslaughter  of  a  native 
by  a  British  subject. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  An  Amendment 
has  been  moved  to  reduce  the  Vote  on 
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Account  of  Foreign  Office  policy,  and  this 
is  now  under  Debate. 

Mb,  PICTON :  I  was  not  in  the  House, 
and  was  unaware  that  an  Amendment 
had  been  moved. 

(10.50.)  ColonelNOLAN  (Galway, NO: 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Old- 
ham has  a  false  idea  when  he  blames  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  for  encouraging 
the  Germans  to  go  to  East  Africa.  Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  my  opinion, 
pursued  a  very  strong  African  policy,  and 
left  our  position  in  Africa  much  better 
than  he  found  it. 

An  hon.  Member  :  The  Transvaal  1 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  But  the  Transvaal 
was  annexed  by  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  ! 

Colonel  NOLAN :  Well,  I  do  not  want 
to  talk  about  that,  though  I  am  quite 
ready  to  do  so.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  spoke  in  a  deprecatory  way  of 
Mr.  Stanley,  who  is  certainly  the  greatest 
traveller  who  has  lived  in  our  time. 
[Cries  of  "No,"  "Livingstone."]  Well, 
it  is  matter  of  opinion ;  I  think  him  the 
greatest  traveller  since  Marco  Polo.  He 
certainly  can  speak  with  knowledge  and 
experience,  and  he  has  told  us  that  there 
are  vast  tracts  of  Africa  fit  for  the 
settlement  of  white  men.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  speaks  of  the 
unhealthiness  of  the  East  Coast,  and 
there  he  is  right;  but  what  Mr. 
Stanley  means  is  inland  territory, 
600  or  700  miles  above  sea  level,  and  he 
declares  that  he  has  seen  immense  tracts 
well  adapted  for  white  settlement.  1 
am  afraid  there  is  a  good  deal  of  what  is 
very  much  like  cant  talked  about  our 
noble  motives  and  civilising  influences. 
The  Slave  Trade,  of  course,  we  can  take 
credit  for  endeavouring  to  suppress,  and, 
naturally,  we  do  not  wish  to  have  those 
under  our  authority  debauched  with 
bad  liquor,  nor  would  we  here,  if  we 
could  help  it ;  but  I  do  not  believe  that 
in  Africa  or  here  you  can  keep  liquor 
out.  Since  exploration  opened  up  the 
interior  of  Africa  to  European  enter- 
prise, there  has  been  a  scramble  among 
Continental  nations  for  a  portion  of  it ; 
and  it  has,  therefore,  become  an  absolute 
necessity  for  England  to  see  that 
it  gets  its  fair  share.  Unless  the 
country  is  annexed  in  a  formal  manner, 
it  must  become  a  prey  to  filibustering 
expeditions.  It  is  perfectly  legitimate 
to  extend  British  influence  and 
The  Cliairman 


dominion,  though,  of  course,  it  is  a 
matter  that  must  be  carefully  watched. 
But  a  quarrel  with  Germany,  leading  to 
a  war,  would,  whatever  else  might  be  the 
result,  mean  an  expenditure  that  half  a 
century's  occupation  of  Africa  would  not 
balance.  It  is  well  to  note  that  the 
spread  of  Christianity  in  Africa  is  but 
slight  compared  with  the  spread  of 
Mohammedanism.  This  last  is  spreading 
among  the  African  tribes  at  a  tremen- 
dous rate.  For  my  part,  I  have  some 
respect  for  the  Mohammedan  religion ;  it 
is  certainly  better  than  Paganism,  and 
there  are  points  in  it  not  unlike  our 
own. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  But  this  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  policy  of  the 
Foreign  Office. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  On  that  point,  Sir, 
I  bow  :  to  your  ruling.  Knowing 
that  half  the  world's  wars  have  arisen 
out  of  religious  causes  or  pretexts,  1 
very  much  doubt  that  this  has  nothing 
to  do  with  Foreign  Office  policy.  But 
though  I  am  not  convinced  I  shape  my 
conduct  by  your  ruling.  I  would  only 
remark  that  I  do  not  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  has  any  cause  to 
reproach  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
who  has  left  this  country  in  a  splendid 
position  in  Africa,  a  position  which 
Lord  Salisbury  seems  in  danger  of 
frittering  away. 

Db.  TANNER :  I  sincerely  hope  that 
hon.  Members  opposite,  having  spoken  at 
such  length  and  with  such  vehemence 
and  caustic  assertion,  will  now  act  up  to 
the  opinions  they  have  advocated  by 
going  to  a  Division,  and  I  shall  support 
them  with  the  very  greatest  pleasure. 

(11.1.)  The  Committee  proceeded  to 
a  Division : — 

Dr.  Tanner  was  appointed  one  of  the 
Tellers  for  the  Ayes,  but  no  Member 
being  willing  to  act  as  the  second  Teller 
for  the  Aves,  the  Chairman  declared  that 
the  Noes  had  it. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

(11.4.)  Dr.  TANNER;  Several  admir- 
able works  have  been  supplied  to  Members 
of  this  House,  and  this  is  a  Report  which  I 
hold  in  my  hand  by  one  of  the  accredited 
Agents  of  Her  Majesty's  Colonial  Office. 
It  records  a  very  sad  state  of  affairs, 
indeed,  in  the  Caicos  Islands.  We  have 
had  an  extremely  interesting  discussion 
on  land  grabbing  in  Africa,  and  as  to 
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whether  Germany  or  Great  Britain  is  to 
become  possessed  of  certain  vast  terri- 
tories. Hon.  Members  opposite  have 
spoken  of  a  bastard  Imperialism,  and  I 
thought  of  the  Government  policy  at 
Tipperary.  While  all  these  discus- 
sions occur,  here  we  have  a  Report 
of  the  condition  of  these  islands,  in 
which  the  state  of  affairs  is  most  deplor- 
able. The  Report  is  signed  H.  M. 
Jackson,  who  says  that  experience  shows 
that  once  in  three  years  the  rainfall  is 
insufficient  to  nourish  the  crops  to  feed 
the  people  who  grow  them.  One  of 
three  results,  Mr.  Jackson  says,  is 
certain.  Either  the  lands  must  be 
abandoned,  or  the  people  must  starve,  or 
the  Government  must  provide  for  the 
wants  of  the  increasing  population. 
This  Report  has  been  in  the  hands  of 
Members  since  last  October,  yet  it  seems 
to  me  an  extraordinary  fact  that  we  have 
heard  not  one  word'  about  the  condition 
of  these  people.  I  know  that  there  are 
hon.  Members  who  are .  anxious  to  deal 
with  certain  other  matters — to  deal 
with  a  pauper  population  nearer  home, 
pauperised  by  the  savage  action  of 
certain  individuals,  aided  and  abetted  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  I  am  not, 
therefore,  going  to  pursue  the  ob- 
structive tactics  of  hon.  Members 
opposite,  who,  after  talking  2£  hours,  have 
not  the  courage  to  go  to  a  Division. 
This  Report  shows  thatathe  wells  in  the 
Caicos  Islands  are  at  least  four  miles 
walk  from  the  town,  and  that  a  very 
small  quantity  of  water  can  be  obtained 
for  drinking  purposes.  Means  are  re- 
quired to  enable  these  unfortunate 
people  to  exist ;  and  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  might  have  been  here  to 
subdue  the  intolerable  ardour  of  his 
followers,  who  talked  for  hours  without 
coming  to  a  result,  so  that  some  atten- 
tion could  have  been  given  to  this  subject. 
If  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  so  very 
anxious  to  conciliate  the  German  Em- 
peror, let  them  give  up  Heligoland,  our 
possession  of  which  is  a  menace  to  the 
German  Empire.  Heligoland  is  nothing 
better  than  a  bathing  place  in  the  North 
Sea,  patronised  by  the  Germans.  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  instead  of  allow- 
ing the  German  Emperor  to  say  in 
Africa  "  Thus  far  shalt  thou  go  and  no 
farther,"  might  do  more  to  conciliate  the 
German  people  by  giving  up  Heligoland 
than  could  be  accomplished  in  any  other 
way.     The     island    is    useless   to    us, 


either  for  commerce  or  as  a  shelter 
for  our  vessels  of  war.  I  think 
a  great  deal  might  be  done  if  this  little 
island  were  given  up  to  the  German 
Emperor  in  establishing  a  modus  vivendi 
between  the  two  countries.  I  sincerely 
hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Colonial  Secre- 
tary will  give  some  answer  to  these 
observations,  notably  as  to  the  state  of 
affairs  in  the  Caicos  Islands. 

Babon  H.  de  WORMS:  I  shall  be 
very  happy  to  give  the  hon.  Member  the 
information  he  desires  when  the  Colonial 
Vote  is  reached. 

Dr.  TANNER :  I  was  not  aware  the 
Colonial  Vote  was  coming  on.  I  learnt 
these  facts  when  I  was  enjoying  the 
hospitality  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land— having  got  this  Report  in  prison. 
Other  Blue  Books  were  sent  to  me  there 
which  I  shall  take  opportunity  to  refer  to. 
I  had  time  to  study  them. 

(11.17.)  Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks, 
N.) :  I  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  of 
the  Charity  Commissioners  by  £500. 
The  first  duty  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners is  to  inquire  into  the  ad- 
ministration of  Charitable  Trusts.  The 
second  duty  is  to  compel  the  production 
of  accounts  of  expenditure  and  to  audit 
such  accounts  when  produced.  My 
charge  against  the  Commissioners  is  that 
they  are  appointed  by  the  country  to  be 
custodians  of  money  left  for  the  poor.  I 
maintain  that  they  habitually  neglect 
that  duty ;  that  the  money  left  for  the 
poor  is  stolen  by  the  rich,  is  used  for  the 
purposes  of  the  rich,  is  often  lost,  and  in 
many  causes  misappropriated.  By  this, 
pamphlet  I  find  that  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners have  sent  in  no  Report  since 
1887,  and  previous  to  that  since  1861 
and  1856.  The  pamphlet  was  drawn  up 
on  information  got  from  the  Charity 
Commissioners.  I  went  myself  to  the 
Charity  Commissioners  on  many  occasions, 
and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  each  time  I 
was  met  with  the  utmost  courtesy,  and 
every  desire  was  shown  to  afford  me  in- 
formation. I  do  not  believe  the  fault 
rests  with  the  Charity  Commissioners  in- 
dividually. I  believe  it  only  rests  with 
the  office  of  the  Charity  Commission, 
which  does  not  attempt  to  perform  the 
most  elementary  duty  of  protecting  the 
property  of  the  poor.  I  do  not  know  why 
they  do  not  do  it.  Probably  because 
they  have  not  a  sufficient  staff.  Now,  in 
the  case  of  one  charity  they  have  not 
sent  in  accounts  since  1879 — something 
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like  11  years — and  I  find  the  Trustees 
are  a  Duke,  a  Baron,  a  Baronet,  two 
squires,  and  two  parsons.  Yet  these 
men,  who  ought  to  know  their  duty, 
have  not  sent  in  accounts  for  11  years. 
It  is  the  duty  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners to  make  these  people  send  in 
their  accounts,  and  the  Act  of  Parliament 
gives  them  full  power  to  do  so.  The 
money,  no  doubt,  was  wisely  expended ; 
but  the  poor  of  the  parish  knew  nothing 
about  it.  As  a  rule,  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners do  not  make  the  persons 
having  charge  of  these  small  village 
charities  send  in  their  accounts,  and  1 
ask  what  remedy  have  the  poor  under 
such  circumstances  ?  What  opportunity 
have  those  whose  life  is  spent  at  the 
plough  to  protect  their  own  interests  if 
their  richer  neighbours  fail  to  do  so? 
The  Trustees  of  these  charities  are 
usually  the  churchwardens  and  overseers. 
We  have  a  special  Department  whose 
business  it  is  to  protect  the  poor  in  these 
small  places,  and  the  charge  brought 
against  those  who  compose  that  body  is 
that  in  a  large  number  of  cases  the 
Charity  Commissioners  fail  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  first  and  elementary 
duty.  I  assert  that  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners psrmit  the  poor  to  be 
robbed  of  the  money  which  is  left  for 
their  use,  and  allow  that  money  to 
be  appropriated  to  some  other  use.  What 
is  this  but  theft  ?  Take  the  case  of  the 
money  left  for  Spiers'  Charity  as  lately 
as  in  1856.  The  amount  was  £8  a  year, 
and  I  have  the  names  and  addresses  of 
the  churchwardens  and  overseers  re- 
sponsible for  the  distribution  of  that 
sum.  I  will  not  give  the  names,  because 
I  know  that  good  work  is  not  promoted 
by  personal  attacks  on  individuals.  I 
may,  however,  say  that  that  money  is 
gone;  it  has  been  stolen  by  the  men  whose 
duty  it  was  to  distribute  it  amongst  the 
poor.  In  another  case,  £3  8s.  was  left 
for  the  benefit  of  the  poor,  and  of  that 
sum  £3  3s.  was  given  to  the  Oxford  In- 
firmary. In  another  parish  £50  was 
left  for  the  poor,  and  the  executors 
refused  to  pay  the  money  because  of 
some  difference  as  to  whether  it  was 
left  to  the  poor  of  one  parish  or  of  those 
of  another  parish,  the  result  being  that 
the  executors  have  pocketed  the  money, 
and  the  poor  have  derived  no  benefit 
from  it  to  this  day.  In  another  case, 
£35  a  year  was  left  for  apprenticing  the 
children  of  the  poor.  Of  that  sum  £19 
Captain  Verney 


goes  to  a  school  account,  which  certainly 
is  not  apprenticing  poor  children.  I 
have  many  more  cases  of  the  same  kind 
in  which  money  left  for  the  poor  has 
been  appropriated  to  other  purposes ; 
but  I  will  not  go  into  them  now.  My 
third  charge  is  that  money  left  for 
educational  purposes  has  been  expended 
for  other  purposes.  In  one  case  the 
amount  was  from  XI 20  to  £130  a  year. 
Then  there  is  the  case  of  Lady  Saye 
and  Sele's  Charity  in  which  £320  was 
left  for  apprenticing  poor  boys.  How 
was  that  money  expended?  £30  went 
to  the  Brandon  School,  £40  to  the  school- 
master, £150  for  the  repair  of  the  parish 
church,  and  10  guineas  towards  the 
salary  of  the  parish  clerk.  Are  we  to 
pass  these  things  over  year  after  year  1 
Who  is  to  protect  the  poor  if  the 
Charity  Commissioners  do  not  ?  I  hope 
I  shall  leceive  some  assurance  from  the 
Treasury  Bench  that  this  duty  imposed 
on  the  Charity  Commissioners  will  be 
insisted  on.  I  .am  sure  that  hon.  Mem 
bers  opposite  are  as  much  interested  in 
this  subject  as  I  am,  and  I  trust  they 
will  support  me  in  the  action  I  am  now 
taking,  especially  when  they  know,  as 
many  of  them  must  know,  that  money 
left  to  educate  poor  children  is  really 
expended  in  saving  the  pockets  of  the 
rich,  the  poor  deriving  no  benefit 
whatever  from  it.  In  many  cases  this 
is  done  deliberately,  because  in  a  large 
number  of  rural  villages  there  is  a 
strong  objection  to  the  education  of  the 
poor,  those  of  the  better  class  saying, 
"  What  are  we  to  do  for  servants  if  the 
poor  are  educated?"  My  remarks  are 
not  meant  in  any  way  as  an  attack  upon 
the  Government ;  but  I  assure  them  that 
this  is  a  matter  of  burning  importance 
in  the  rural  districts,  where,  in  most 
cases,  a  small  sum — say  of  £10  or 
£12— devoted  to  a  scholarship  would  act 
as  great  a  stimulus  to  a  village  school  as 
an  exhibition  of  £50  or  £100  in  a  large 
public  school.  I  hope  the  Government 
will  see  their  way  to  press  this  im- 
portant duty  on   the    Charity  Commis- 


sioners. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  item  of  £7,000 (Charity  Com- 
mission), be  reduced  by  £500." — (Captain 
Verney. ) 

•(11.27.)  The  VICE  PRESIDENT  or 
the  COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :    I  certainly  agree  with   the 
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hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that  the 
matter  is  one  of  great  importance,  and 
although  it  does  not  come  within  my 
special  province,  nevertheless  as  the 
appeal  has  been  made  to  me  in  the 
absence  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W. 
Lowther),  I  will  ask  leave  to  say  a  few 
words  npon  the  subject.  The  cases 
quoted  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber are  cases  coming  under  Endowed 
Schools  schemes,  and  it  is  clear,  therefore, 
that  the  Charity  Commissioners  are  in 
no  way  responsible. 

Captain  VERNEY  :  They  are  respon- 
sible to  this  extent,  that  all  Charity 
Trustees  are  bound  to  send  in  their 
accounts  to  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
and  if  they  do  not  insist  on  this  being 
done  they  are  in  fault  themselves. 
•Sir  W.  HART  DYKE  :  At  any  rate, 
the  matter  is  one  which  I  regard  as  im- 
portant, and  I  shall  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  it  under  the  notice 
of  the  Commissioners.  The  complaint 
that  the  money  of  the  poor  is  taken 
away  and  devoted  to  other  purposes  is  a 
very  old  one ;  but  if  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  will  furnish  information  as  to 
specific  cases,  I  will  see  that  they  are 
inquired  into.  With  regard  to  the 
general  scope  of  the  speech  on  matters 
of  administration  I  only  wish  the  hon. 
Member  will  give  me  concrete  evidence  in 
regard  to  two  or  three  cases,  and  I  can 
assure  him  they  will  receive  the  utmost 
attention  from  myself,  and  I  will  bring 
them  under  notice  in  the  proper  quarter. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

(11.31.)  Mb.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  amawarethat  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  anxious  to  dispose  of  this 
Vote  on  Account  to-night,  and  therefore 
I  will  only  detain  the  Committee  two  or 
three  minutes.  There  is  a  rumour  that 
a  certain  vacancy  in  the  High  Court  in 
Ireland  is  about  to  be  filled  up,  and  I 
submit  that,  if  that  is  so,  the  filling  of 
the  vacancy  will  be  a  breach  of  an 
undertaking  given  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary on  fche  14th  of  April,  1887,  a  few 
weeks  after  he  assumed  office.  I  am 
not  going  into  the  question  generally 
of  the  condition  of  the  Irish  Bench  ;  it  is 
admitted  substantially  on  all  hands  that 
that  Bench  is  immensely  overmanned, 
immensely  overpaid,  and  immensely 
underworked.  In  his  speech,  in  April, 
1887,    the  right    hon.    Gentleman    re- 


ferred to  the  excess  of  strength  in  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  as  a  re- 
cognised evil  in  Ireland,  and  promised 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  reduce  the  number 
of  Judges,  stating  that,  without  pledging 
himself  to  the  number,  the  reduction 
would  be  three  or  four.  I  am  unwilling  to 
believe,  in  the  face  of  that  declaration, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  about  to  do* 
as  rumour  says.  He  has  not  fulfilled 
his  promise  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the 
reduction  of  the  Bench,  the  strength  of 
which  he  admits  to  be  in  excess  of  the 
public  requirements.  I  find  that  the 
Irish  lawyers  have  distributed  among: 
them,  in  the  shape  of  official  salaries, 
a  sum  of  £230,000  a  year.  The  Irish 
bar  is,  I  am  told,  about  1,000  strong, 
although  there  are  only  300  in  actual 
practice ;  therefore,  the  State  pays  at  the 
rate  of  J&750  a  year  for  each  practising 
barrister.  I  raise  the  subject  briefly  nowr 
instead  of  on  the  Vote  for  the  Irish 
Judicature,  in  order  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  may  know  that  we  protest  in 
advance  against  the  filling  up  of  the 
present  vacancy  in  the  Queen's  Bench 
Division. 

*(11.37.)  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY 
for  IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Manchester,  E.)  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has,  with  great  brevity 
and  clearness,  described  the  case 
which  he  has  to  make  against  our 
exercise  of  legal  patronage  in  Ireland. 
Now,  confining  myself  strictly  to  the 
question  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, it  is  the  case  that  I  gave  the  pledge 
in  question  in  1887.  Legislation  was 
brought  in  accordingly,  but  it  did  not 
meet  with  any  favour  from  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  sit  below  the  Gangway,  and 
it  was  found  impossible,  in  the  then 
state  of  Parliamentary  business,  to 
attempt  to  carry  it  that  Session.  I  do 
not  think  any  opportunity  has  occurred 
since  in  which  the  Government  could 
possibly  have  brought  in  the  Bill  with 
any  possibility  of  passing  it.  If  that  is 
true,  the  question  is  what  course  the 
Government  should  have  pursued.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  almost  lead 
the  Committee  to  suppose  that  it  rests 
with  the  Government  to  determine 
whether  the  vacancy  is  or  is  not  to  be 
filled  up.  That  is  not  the  fact.  In  the 
absence  of  legislation  it  is  obligatory  on 
the  Government  to  fill  up  the  vacancy. 
No  blame  can  attach  to  the  Govern- 
ment   if    they    fulfil   a   duty    imposed 
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upon  them  by  Act  of  Parliament 
by  filling  up  vacancies  in  the  Judi- 
cial Bench.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  probably  aware  that  the  present 
Government  have  never  proposed  to 
reduce  the  number  of  Common  Law 
Judges.  They  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  that  would  be  inexpedient, 
and  that  the  reduction  should  not  be  in 
that  branch  of  the  Judicial  Service. 
But  without  further  discussing  what 
form  legislation  should  take  in  the  future, 
it  is  clear  that  if  the  rumour  alluded 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
correct,  and  I  do  not  suggest  the  con- 
trary, no  other  course  is  open  to  the 
Government  than  to  fill  up  the  vacancy, 
and  so  to  bring  up  the  strength  of  the 
Judicial  Bench  to  the  limit  fixed  by  Act 
of  Parliament. 

(11.41.)  Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Nor- 
thampton) :  As  we  are  on  the  subject  of 
judicial  appointments,  I  wish  to  draw 
attention  to  a  recent  legal  appointment 
•  in  Ireland.  Mr.  Atkinson,  Q.C.,  has 
recently  been  appointed  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  and  this  gentleman  was  one 
of  the  counsel  for  the  Times  before  the 
Royal  Commission.  I  am  given  to 
understand  that  the  Times  has  not  paid 
its  oounsel  their  fees,  and  it  appears  to 
me  possible  that  this  appointment  has 
been  conferred  upon  Mr.  Atkinson  as  a 
kind  of  quid  pro  quo.  I  should  like  to 
have  an  assurance  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  obliga- 
tion of  the  Times  to  pay  its  counsel  re- 
mains as  it  stood  before  this  gentle  man  was 
appointed  Solicitor  General,  and  is  in  no 
way  wiped  away  by  the  appointment. 
Otherwise  we  find  ourselves  in  the  po- 
sition of  being  called  upon  to  vote  money 
as  a  quid  pro  quo  because  this  gentleman 
represented  the  Times  gratuitously. 

•(11.42.)  Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The 
Government  know  nothing  about  the 
relations  between  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  and  his  private  clients.  Mr. 
Atkinson  has  been  appointed  to  the  post 
because  there  is  no  more  eminent  mem- 
ber of  the  Irish  Bar. 

(11.43.)  Dr.  TANNER:  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
made  any  inquiry  into  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  Gardiner,  Resident  Magistrate 
at  Cork,  and  into  the  conduct  of 
the  Resident  Magistrate  at  Macroom? 
Against  the  former  gentleman  a  grave 
and  serious  charge  has  been  made.  We 
know  well  the  character  of  the  main 
Mr.  A.  J.  Baljour 


portion  of  the  scoundrels  who  are  sent 
as  officials  to  Ireland.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wishes  to  maintain  a  body  of 
extremely  immoral  and  bad  men  in  Ire- 
land, he  cannot  do  better  than  promote 
these  two  men.  I  challenge  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  make  an  inquiry  into 
the  grave  and  horrible  scandal  attaching 
to  Mr.  Gardiner.  Unless  some  investi- 
gation is  made  it  will  become  my  painful 
duty  to  follow  the  line  of  action  which 
I  adopted  in  regard  to  Captain  O'Neill 
Segrave,  whom  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
ultimately  to  dismiss.  I  call  on  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  do  his  duty  in  the 
interests  of  justice. 

•(11.48.)  Mr.  F.  S.  WYKEHAM 
CORNWALL1S  (Maidstone):  I  will 
only  detain  the  Committee  a  minute, 
but  I  wish  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  he  is 
now  prepared  to  grant  to  the  Urban 
Sanitary  Authority  of  Maidstone  the 
sum  of  £300  to  enable  them  to  con- 
struct a  main  sewer,  which  is  urgently 
needed  in  a  district  named  Fant,  where, 
owing  to  the  present  condition  of  affairs, 
diptheria  is  raging,  and  there  have 
already  been  some  fatal  cases  ?  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  his 
immediate  attention  to  this  matter,  as  1 
feel  sure  the  Local  Government  Board 
do  not  wish  to  be  held  responsible  for 
any  deaths  that  may  occur. 

•(11.50.)  The  PRESIDENT  op  the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
Ritchie,  Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I 
have  given  the  matter  my  personal  atten- 
tion. What  the  borough  of  Maidstone  are 
asking  the  Local  Government  Board  to 
do  is  to  enable  them  to  borrow  £300  for 
the  purpose  of  committing  a  breach  of 
the  law.  The  Corporation  of  Maidstone 
desire  to  borrow  £300  and  to  employ  it 
in  polluting  a  river.  I  have  found  my- 
self quite  unable  to  sanction  the  borrow- 
ing of  this  money  for  such  a  purpose. 
If  the  borough  of  Maidstone  like  to  take 
upon  themselves  the  responsibility  of 
breaking  the  law,  they  have  the  means 
of  doing  so  by  taking  the  money  out  of 

til  A  T&tPQ 

(11.52.)  Mb.  SEXTON :  Do  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  suspend  Mr.  John 
Mackay,  the  County  Solicitor  of  Tyrone! 
The  facts  of  this  case  are  that  two  men 
quarrelled  outside  that  gentleman's 
house,  and  one  having  struck  the  other, 
he  fell  and  broke  a  window  in  the  house. 
Mr.  Mackay  came  out  of  the  house  with 
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a  drawn  sword,  pursued  the  man,  and 
struck  him  on  the  forehead,  arm,  and 
leg  with  the  sword,  and  stated  that  if 
the  man  had  refused  to  accompany  him 
to  the  police  barracks  he  would  have 
murdered  him.  I  wish  to  know  what 
the  Government  intend  to.  do  with  this 
man? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  tob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Univer- 
sity) :  Although  the  criminal  proceedings 
in  connection  with  this  matter  before  the 
Magistrates  have  terminated,  there  is 
still  a  civil  action  pending,  and  I  am 
sore  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  it 
is  premature  to  go  into  the  case  until 
that  action  has  been  heard. 

Mb.  SBXTON:  Of  course;  but  I  do 
contend  that  the  offending  official  ought 
to  be  suspended  from  his  office  in  the 
administration  of  the  law.  I  am  sure 
that  no  English  official  who  had  done 
such  a  thing  as  this  man  admitted  before 
a  Court  of  Justice .  he  had  done,  would 
be  allowed  to  retain  his  office. 

Db.  TANNER :  I  wish  to  know  why 
Mr.  John  Slattery,  now  in  Cork  Gaol,  is 
treated  differently  to  myself?  When  I 
was  in  Clonmel  Gaol  I  was  allowed  to 
see  my  wife  in  the  Governor's  room,  and 
I  ask  that  Mr.  Slattery  should  be  allowed 
to  see  his  wife  also.  I  asked  for  no  favour 
for  myself.  We  want  no  favour  at  the 
hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whom 
we  are  always  prepared  to  fight.  With 
all  his  bravado  and  swagger  in  connection 
with  his  Irish  administration,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  although  he  draws  a 
large  salary,  seldom  ventures  to  enter 
the  country.  He  gave  us  an  assurance 
that  this  class  of  prisoners  should  be 
treated  better  than  first-class  misdemean- 
ants, but  he  has  broken  his  promise  so 
far  as  Mr.  Slattery  is  concerned. 

Mr..  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  every  prisoner 
in  Ireland  is  treated  strictly  according  to 
the  rules  prevailing  with  regard  to  the 
particular  class  to  which  he  belongs. 
The  rules  that  applied  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  be  applied  to  Mr.  Slattery  if 
Mr.  Slattery  belongs  to  the  same  class. 

Dr.  TANNER  :  Very  well,  that]  is  all 
I  ask  for. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  to-morrow 
at  Two  of  the  clock;  Committee  to  sit 
again  to-morrow. 


DEEDS  OF  ARRANGEMENT  BILL. 
(No.  264.) 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Amendments  made ;  Bill  to  be  read 
the  third  time  to-morrow,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

SLANDER  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(No.  278.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  2nd  June. 

WORKING  CLASSES  DWELLINGS  BILL. 

(No.  279.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(12.10.)  Db.  TANNER:  I  beg  to 
move  that  you,  Sir,  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (Dr.  Tanner.) 

(12.10.)  Me.  LEES  KNOWLES 
(Salford,  W.) :  The  object  of  this 
Bill  is  merely  to  enable  gifts  of 
land  to  be  made  for  the  erection 
of  houses  in  populous  places.  According 
to  the  present  law  this  cannot  always  be 
done,  and  it  is  in  view  of  the  munificent 
gift  of  a  countryman  of  the  hon.  Member, 
made  to  the  Metropolis  recently,  and  to 
the  gifts  made  by  Earl  Cadogan  and 
others,  that  this  Bill  is  introduced.  I 
trust  the  hon.  Member  will  not  oppose 
the  passage  of  this  Bill,  which  is  so 
obviously  for  the  good  of  the  community 
in  Ireland  as  well  as  in  England. 

(12.11.)  Dr.  TANNER:  I  would 
sooner  be  guided  by  the  advice  of  my 
friends  in  this  matter,  and  if  the  Bill  is 
likely  to  be  beneficial  to  Ireland  I  would 
rather  take  an  assurance  to  that  effect 
from  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  than  from  an  hon.  Member 
opposite.  As  my  hon.  Friends  have 
given  me  that  assurance  I  shall  not 
oppose  the  Bill.  I  moved  to  report 
progress,  but,  understanding  that  the 
money  which  the  measure  has  reference 
to  is  for  the  benefit  of  the  working 
classes,  I  do  not  think  I  should  be 
justified  in  offering  further  opposition  to 
the  Bill. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  report  the  Bill 
without  Amendment  to  the  House." 
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(11.13.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  should 
like  to  ask  whether  on  the  Report  stage 
the  Bill  could  be  made  general  in  its 
object  ?  It  may  be  general  now,  but  we 
do  not  think  so.  Will  it  be  so  framed 
as  to  have  regard  to  the  working  classes 
generally,  and  not  merely  the  Guinness' 
Trust  1 

Mb.  LEES  KNOWLES :  The  Bill  is 
general  in  its  terms.  It  has  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Grown, 
who  approve  of  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment; 
to  be  read  a  third  time  to-morrow  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 

CUSTOMS  CONSOLIDATION  ACT  (1876) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.-(No.  247.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  to-morrow  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

PAUPER  LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRE- 
LAND)  (OFFICERS*  SUPERANNUA- 
TION) BILL.— (No.  140.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Comjnittee.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  Clause  3,  page  1,  line  22,  leave  out  from 
"  payable  "  to  "  of,"  inclusive,  in  line  23,  and 
insert  "  advanced,  paid,  presented  fox  and 
raised  in  like  manner  as  any  other  moneys 
advanced  or  raised  for  supporting  and  main- 
taining."— {The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

(12.17.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Will 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  give 
us  an  assurance  that  between  now  and 
the  end  of  the  Whitsuntide  holidays  our 
representations  in  regard  to  this  Bill  will 
be  considered? 

(12.19.)  Mb.  MADDEN:  I  considered 
the  matter  carefully  when  I  put  the 
Amendment  down  on  the  Paper,  and  the 
view  I  take  is  this,  that  it  would  be 
extremely  inconvenient  to  extend  this 
Superannuation  Bill  to  a  different  class 
of  officers  than  those  provided  for  by  the 
existing  law.  If  the  hon.  Member  will 
put  down  on  the  Paper  what  Amend- 
ments he  thinks  right  I  will  give  them 
the  best  consideration  in  my  power. 

(12.20.)  Mr.  MACARTNEY  (An- 
trim, S.):  This  is  not  a  new 
measure  in  the  House,  and  though 
it    has      been     put    forward     by    my 


hon.  Friend  to-night,  it  really  comes 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
Whatever  course  may  be  taken  by  the 
Government,  I  shall  certainly  not  be 
able  to  assent  to  any  proposal  for 
enlarging  the  scope  of  the  Bill. 

•Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  I  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Member  opposite  not  to 
oppose  the  Bill. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  do  not  wish  to 
disoblige  the  hon.  Member,  and  I  will 
not  oppose  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.) :  In  the 
absence  of  any  assurance  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  I  must  move  to 
report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Mr.  Crilly,) 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday  12th  June. 


EAST  INDIA   (CIVIL  SERVANTS). 

Sib  J.  GORST  :  I  hope  the  House  will 
allow  a  Select  Committee  to  be  ap- 
pointed on  the  alleged  grievances  of  the 
Uncovenanted  Civil  servants  of  India. 
It  will  be'  impossible  for  the  Government 
to  consent  to  the  Amendment  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G. 
Campbell)  has  given  notice.  I  hope, 
however,  he  will  not  oppose  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  cannot  consent 
to  it. 

Sib  R.  LETHBRIDGE  (Kensington, 
N.) :  I  would  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member 
to  forego  his  opposition. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Member  to  accept  my  Amendment. 

OPEN  SPACES  BILL  [LORDS]. 
Bill  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  9th  June,  and 
to  be  printed.     [Bill  303.] 

ALDERSHOT  BOADS  BILL.— (No.  298.) 
Ordered,  That  the  Examiners  of  Peti- 
tions for  Private  Bills  do  examine  the 
Aldershot  Roads  Bill,  with  respect  to 
compliance  with  the  Standing  Orders 
relative  to  Private  Bills. 

Houae  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes 

after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OP      COMMONS, 
Friday,  23rd  May,  1890. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
QUESTIONS. 


»o< 


IRELAND— TITHE  RENT-CHARGE. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  he  will 
state  the  amount  of  tithe  rent-charge 
redeemed  in  Ireland  since  the  Disendow- 
ment  of  the  Church,  and  the  average 
number  of  years'  purchase  at  which  the 
tithe  rent-charges  have  been  redeemed  ; 
and  whether  the  Government  have  ever 
considered  that  any  abatement  in  the 
tithe  rent-charge  ought  to  be  made  in 
consequence  of  agricultural  depression  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  amount  of  tithe  rent- 
charge  in  Ireland  redeemed  since  1869 
is  £230,579,  the  purchase-money  for 
which  has  been  £4,914,231,  being  22£ 
years'  purchase  of  the  net  rent-charge, 
poor  rate  being  deducted,  or  about 
21 J  years'  purchase  of  the  gross  rent- 
charge.  The  existing  tithe  rent-charges 
in  Ireland  are  fixed  by  statute,  and  it 
would  not  be  possible  for  any  abatement 
on  account  of  agricultural  depression  to 
be  made  without  legislation. 

RURAL  POSTMEN. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan, 
N.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  a  Post  Office  Cir- 
cular was  issued  on  4th  June,  1889, 
giving  rural  postmen  in  Ireland 
the  option  of  starting  on  their  re- 
turn journeys  one  hour  after  their 
arrival  at  their  respective  destinations 
on  bank  holidays,  and  thus  reducing 
their  hours  on  duty ;  and  whether  this 
Circular  has  been  acted  upon  ;  and,  if 
not,  would  he  explain  on  what  grounds  ? 

*The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University) :  Yes, 
Sir,  such  a  Circular  was  issued,  and  has 
been  acted  upon  throughout  England 
and     Wales ;    but   I   understand   bank 
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holidays  are  not  generally  observed  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland ;  and  it  has  not, 
therefore,  become  necessary  to  apply  it 
to  either  of  those  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

MR.  HUGH  GRAHAM,   J.P. 

Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  Mr.  Hugh  Graham,  J.P.,  of 
Dromore,  County  Tyrone,  recently  sus- 
pended by  the  Lord  Chancellor  on 
charges  of  drunkenness  and  threatened 
assault,  has  yet  been  dismissed  from  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace  ;  and,  if  not, 
can  he  explain  which  of  his  magisterial 
functions  Mr.  Graham  is  forbidden  to 
discharge  by  his  suspension,  and  what  is 
the  distinction  drawn  between  his  case 
and  that  of  Mr.  George  Sandes,  J.P., 
recently  dismissed  from  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  on 
the  grounds  that  his  retention  in  that 
capacity  would  not  be  in  the  interest  of 
the  Public  Service  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN :  Mr.  Hugh  Graham, 
J.P.,  of  Dromore,  County  Tyrone,  has 
not  been  dismissed  from  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace,  as  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland,  after  full  consideration  of  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  was  of 
opinion  that  the  facts  did  not  call  for 
such  a  course.  There  was  no  charge  of 
threatened  assault,  but  of  two  cases  of 
alleged  intoxication.  His  suspension 
precludes  him  from  sitting  on  the  Magis- 
terial Bench  until  further  orders,  mean- 
while his  conduct  being  under  the  Lord 
Chancellor's  observation.  The  different 
decisions  arrived  at  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor in  the  two  cases  referred  to  were 
arrived  at  after  a  full  review  of  the  facts 
disclosed  in  each  case. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  Is  this 
gentleman,  in  the  meantime,  discharging 
magisterial  functions  which  do  not  relate 
to  the  administration  of  justice  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  He  has  been  sus- 
pended from  the  discharge  of  all  his 
magisterial  functions. 

COUNTY  COURT  JUDGE  HICKSON. 

Mr.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  action  of  County  Court  Judge 
Hickson  in  the  case  of  the  "  Guardians 
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of  the  Mullingar  Union  v.  Murray." 
beard  at  the  recent  Quarter  Sessions  for 
Westmeath,  and  to  the  resolution  adopted 
by  the  Guardians  on  the  same  subject, 
published  in  the  Westmeath  Examiner  of 
the  17th  instant ;  if  it  is  a  fact  that 
Judge  Hickson  first  dismissed  the  case 
on  its  merits,  and  in  two  days  afterwards 
stated  to  Mr.  Downes,  the  solicitor  to 
the  Guardians,  that  he  was  anxious  to 
have  the  case  re-opened;  whether  the 
Guardians,  having  agreed  to  the  pro- 
posal, the  Judge,  without  re-hearing  the 
case,  again  changed  his  mind  and 
directed  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  to  inform 
the .  solicitor  that  he  would  allow  the 
dismissal  to  stand ;  and  whether  he  will 
ask  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  request 
Judge  Hickson  to  furnish  an  explanation 
of  his  reasons  in  acting  thus  with  regard 
to  this  case  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN :  The  matters  referred 
to  in  the  question  are  matters  which 
occurred  before  the  Judge  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty  as  a  County  Court 
Judge.  It  would  be  improper  for  me  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  to  communi- 
cate with  him  as  to  the  discharge  of  his 
•duty  in  the  capacity  he  fills. 

POSTAGE    TO    INDIA    AND 
AUSTRALIA. 

• 

Colonel  HILL  (Bristol,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  what  will  be 
the  effect  upon  the  Imperial  Revenue 
if,  consequent  upon  the  reduction  of  the 
colonial  postage  to  2Jd.  (estimated  by 
him  to  involve  a  loss  of  £88,400),  the 
number  of  letters  to  India  and  Australia 
be  doubled ;  and, what  will  be  the  financial 
effect  of  the  same  increase  of  correspon- 
dence if  the  postage  on  letters  to  India 
and  Australia  be  reduced  to  one  penny  ? 

Mb.   RAIKES  :  As  every  letter   for 

India  or  Australia  carried  for  a  postage 

of  2Jd.  would  involve  a  loss,  to  double 

the  amount  of  correspondence  sent  would 
but  be  to  increase  the  loss ;  and,  if  the 
same  increase  took  place  in  conjunction 
with  a  Id.  postage,  the  loss  would,  of 
course,  be  very  largely  augmented.  With 
reference  to  the  answer  which  I  gave  in 
this  House  on  the  15th  of  May  as  to  the 
estimated  additional  loss  which  the 
revenue  would  sustain  by  the  establish- 
ment of  universal  penny  postage,  I  may 
Mr.  Tuite 


say  that  the  sum  of  £400,000  then  men- 
tioned would  be  largely  increased  by 
any  considerable  addition  to  the  corres- 
pondence. 

THE  INDIAN  SALT  TAX. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  Indian  Salt  Tax  was  mainly  if  not 
entirely  imposed  in  consequence  of  the 
loss  which  the  Indian  Government  sus- 
tained by  the  fall  in  the  gold  value  of  the 
rupee ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  will,  in  view  of  the 
rise  in  the  gold  price  of  silver  which  has 
now  taken  place,  bring  the  matter  under 
the  notice  of  the  Governor  General  in 
Council,  with  the  object  of  securing 
that  at  least  a  corresponding  reduction 
shall  be  made  in  the  Salt  Tax  ? 

The  UNDERSECRETARY  of  STATE 
fob  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham): 
The  Secretary  of  State  cannot  admit 
that  the  increase  of  the  Salt  Tax  in 
India  was  caused  mainly,  if  not  entirely, 
by  the  loss  in  exchange.  That  was  one, 
but  not  the  only  one,  of  the  causes  which 
made  the  increase  necessary.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  and  the  Government  of  India 
are  both  anxious  to  reduce  the  Salt  Tax 
to  its  former  amount,  so  soon  as  it  is 
possible  to  do  so,  but  any  statement  at 
present  would  be  premature. 

THE  LAND  TAX. 

Mr.  BOWEN  ROWLANDS  (Cardigan- 
shire) :  T  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  on  the  17th  January,  1889,  and 
27  th  February,  1890,  the  Land  Tax 
Commissioners  for  Banbury,  Oxfordshire, 
obtained  from  Major  H.  C.  Maul,  of 
Horley  House,  Horley,  two  several  sums 
of  J&5  12s.  each,  on  the  representation 
that  the  same  were  due  from  him  to  the 
Commissioners  for  Land  Tax  in  respect 
of  his  tenancy  of  Horley  House  and 
premises,  the  last  of  the  two  sums 
having  been  obtained  by  the  Commis- 
sioners under  a  threat  of  distress, 
although  the  Land  Tax  for  the  said 
premises  had  been  for  many  years 
redeemed,  and  nothing  was  due  to  the 
Commissioners  from  Major  Maul  in 
respect  thereof ;  if  he  will  explain  why 
it  is  that,  although  the  Commissioners 
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have  admitted  thin  to  ba  the  case,  they 
refuse  to  refund  the  two  sums  of  «£5  1 2s. 
each  to  Major  Maul ;  and  whether  he  will 
institute  inquiries,  and  direct  that  the 
two  sums  of  £5  12s.  each  be  returned  to 
Major  Maul? 

•The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  must  .ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  be  good  enough  to  ask  the 
question  after  the  recess. 

MAINTENANCE  OP  URBAN  ROADS. 

Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  has  con- 
sidered the  effect  of  the  recent  decision 

in  the  Warminster  case  (with  respect  to 
the  maintenance  of  urban  streets  and 
footpaths) ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  during  the  passage  of  the  Local 
Government  Bill,  he  more  than  once 
•assured  the  House  (see  Hansard,  vol.  327, 
pp.  1667, 1752),  that  it  was  not  intended 
"by  the  Act  to  throw  upon  the  County 
Councils  the  whole  cost  of  maintaining 
urban  streets  and  footpaths,  he  will  now 
consider  the  advisability  of  legislating  to 
define  the  law  and  carry  out  the  intention 
of  the  Local  Government  Act  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  have  as 
yet  only  seen  a  newspaper  report  of  the 
judgment  in  the  case  referred  to.  From 
that  report  it  would  appear  that  the 
Court  placed  an  interpretation  on  Sections 
13  and  15  of  the  Highways  and  Locomo- 
tives Amendment  Act,  1878,  entirely 
different  from  that  which  was  usually 
adopted  by  the  Local  Authorities  prior  to 
the  passing  of  the  Local  Government  Act. 
The  judgment,  as  I  understand  it  from 
that  report,  is  that  the  liability  to  main- 
tain footways  devolved  on  the  County 
Authority  under  the  Act  of  1878,  and 
that  as  the  powers  of  the  County  Authority 
under  that  Act  have  been  transferred  to 
the  County  Council,  the  like  liability 
now  attaches  to  them.  I  am  not  aware 
whether  it  is  the  intention  to  bring  the 
question  before  the  Court  of  Appeal.  At 
present*  I  can  only  state  that  the  question 
will  be  further  considered  by  the  Govern- 
ment when  they  have  seen  a  full  report 
of  the  judgment  in  the  case. 


MEETINGS    OF    POST    OFFICE 
EMPLOYES. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  he  is  now 
aware  that  the  police  have,  in  certain 
towns  in  the  Home  Counties, '  made 
inquiries  as  to  intended  meetings  of 
Post  Office  employe's ;  whether  the  result 
of  such  police  inquire's  have  been  com- 
municated to  him  ;  and  if  he  will  state 
through  whom  any  correspondence  or 
communication  from  the  Post  Office  as  to 
such  inquiries  has  been  made  1 

•Mb.  RAIKES:  No,  Sir,  I  am  not. 
No  such  inquiries  have  been  made  with 
my  knowledge,  and  I  should  certainly 
be  aware  of  them  if  they  had  been  made 
from  the  Post  Office. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  he  is  aware  that 
instructions  have  in  any  and  what  case 
been  forwarded  from  Scotland  Yard  to 
local  police  to  inquire  and  report  as  to 
meetings  of  Post  Office  employes  likely 
to  be  held  in  the  Home  Counties ; 
whether  these  instructions  have  been 
sent  to  the  local  police  at  the  request  of  the 
Postmaster  General,  or  at  whose  request ; 
and  whether *  he  will  state  the  precise 
nature  of  the  instructions  to  the  police 
sent  from  Scotland  Yard,  and  to  what 
towns  such  instructions  have  been  sent  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  fob  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  am  informed  by  the 
Commissioner  of  Police  that  no  such  in- 
structions have  in  any  case  been  sent  to 
the  local  police  from  Scotland  Yard. 

*Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  In  consequence 
of  the  reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
I  beg  to  give  notice  that  on  the  Estimates 
I  will  give  details  of  cases  in  which  the 
police  have  acted  as  I  have  stated,  either 
with  or  without  instructions. 
•Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.R., 
Holmfirth)  :  Have  there  been  any  in- 
quiries by  the  police  ?  May  there  have 
been  communications  which  would  not 
be  called  instructions  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  not  aware 
that  there  have  been  any.  The  informa- 
tion I  have  received  is  an  absoluta 
negative  of  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh).  If  a  different  question  is  put 
on  the  Paper  I  will  answer  it. 
3  0  2 
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•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Would  the 
words  "no  instructions"  used  by  the 
Commissioner  of  Police  include  tele- 
graphic directions  from  Scotland  Yard  to 
the  local  police  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Undoubtedly,  Sir. 
If  any  such  telegraphic  communications 
have  been  sent  I  ought  to  have  been 
informed  of  it,  and  I  should  not  have 
given  a  negative  as  an  answer. 

BOW  CEMETERY. 

Me.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
if  he  intends  to  take  any  action  on  the 
Petition  of  the  Mile  End  Vestry  about 
Bow  Cemetery  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  resolution  of 
the  Mile  End  Vestry,  which  was  in 
favour  of  closing  Bow  Cemetery,  was 
referred  by  me  to  the  Inspector  of 
Burial  Grounds,  and  he  reports  that, 
though  the  cemetery  is  gradually  filling 
up,  there  is  still  room  for  common  graves 
to  be  made.  The  cemetery  has  been 
placed  under  regulations  sufficient  to 
prevent  any  injury  to  the  public  health, 
and  the  Inspector  has  instructions  to 
satisfy  himself,  by  occasional  visits,  that 
these  regulations  are  duly  and  fully 
observed. 

MALTESE  MARRIAGES. 

Mb.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  many  mixed 
marriages,  that  is  to  say,  marriages  be- 
tween Protestants  and  Catholics,  have 
been  celebrated  in  Malta  during  the 
present  century,  especially  by  the  Eng- 
lish chaplains  resident  there ;  and 
whether  the  project  of  law  which  the 
British  Government  has  announced  is  to 
be  introduced  in  the  Council  of  Malta 
will  have  the  effect  of  invalidating  such 
marriages,  and  of  rendering  their  issue 
illegitimate  ? 

•The  UNDERSECRETARY  op  STATE 
fob  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
gusson,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  It  is  believed 
that  marriages  between  Protestants  and 
Catholics  have  been  celebrated  by  Eng- 
lish chaplains  in  Malta,  but  that  the  same 
marriages  have  also  been  celebrated  by 
the  Roman  Catholic  priests.  Care  will 
be  taken  that  the  project  of  law  to  be 


introduced  in  the  Council  of  Malta  shall 
not  have  the  effect  of  invalidating  any 
past  marriage. 

THE  RIDLEY  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  ROYDEN  (Liverpool,  W.,  Tox- 
teth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  if  it  is  intended  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Treasury  Order,  dated 
10th  August,  1889,  which  gave  effect  to* 
the  recommendations  of  the  Ridley 
Commission,  and  which  are  now  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Treasury,  on 
their  application  to  the  clerks  of  the 
Customs  in  London,  will  also  be  applied 
to  the  clerical  staff  of  the  Customs  at 
Liverpool ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
Treasury  will  apply  the  same  treatment 
to  clerks  of  the  present  staff  at  both 
places  whose  positions  are  analogous  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  defer  this  question 
until  the  House  meets  on  the  Monday 
after  the  holidays. 

THE  CORPORATION  "DESTRUCTOR." 
Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  nuisance  (to  which  his 
attention  was  drawn  in  June  last)  arising 
from  noisome  smoke  issuing  from  the 
chimney  of  the  "  destructor  n  belonging 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers  of  the 
City  of  London,  situated  at  Lett's  Wharf, 
still  continues ;  that  it  was  particularly 
offensive  on  the  15th  instant ;  and  that 
complaint  has  been  made  to  the  Lambeth 
Vestry  by  Mr.  Shiel,  Police  Magistrate  : 
and  whether  he  will  take  further,  and 
effectual,  steps  to  abate  the  nuisance  f 

*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  am  informed  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Sewers  of  the  City  of 
London  that  the  inquiries  which  they 
have  made  lead  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  noisome  smoke  nuisance  complained 
of  does  not  proceed  from  the  chimney  of 
the  "  destructor "  belonging  to  them, 
which  is  situated  at  Lett's  Wharf.  The 
Vestry  of  Lambeth,  within  which  parish 
is  the  wharf  referred  to,  state  that  there 
appears  to  be  little  doubt  that  smoke 
issues  from  the  chimney  of  the  "de- 
structor," which  gives  out  a  faint,  sickly 
smell,  but  the  Vestry  have  never  been 
able  to  obtain  from  the  Medical  Officer 
of  Health  a  statement  that  such  smell  is 
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dangerous  to  health.  In  the  absence  of 
this  evidence  the  Vestry  have  been 
unable  to  take  any.  action,  except  to  keep 
a  watch  on  the  wharf  from  time  to  time. 
Looking  at  these  replies,  I  will  direct 
one  of  the  Inspectors  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  inquire  and  report 
to  me  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  STAVELBY  HILL  (Staffordshire, 
Kings  winford) :  As  the  matter  is  one 
which  is  causing  a  good  deal  of  feeling, 
will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  receive 
any  Memorials  upon  it? 

•Mr.  RITCHIE  :  Certainly,  Sir.  I  am 
glad  at  any  time  to  receive  communica- 
tions bearing  on  matters  conaected  with 
my  Department. 

SEA  FISHERY  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  ROWNTREE  (Scarborough)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if,  before  publishing  any  Order  for 
the  formation  of  a  Sea  Fishery  Com- 
mittee for  the  coast  from  the  Tees  to  the 
Donna  Noth  Beacon,  he  will  consider  the 
practicability  of  awarding  at  least  two 
members  to  each  considerable  fishing 
port,  so  that  the  skilled  fishermen  of  the 
ports  may  be  represented  on  the  Com- 
mittee as  well  as  the  owners  and  other 
persons  interested  in  the  trade  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  The  question  of  the  representation 
of  the  fishermen  does  not  form  part  of 
the  Order  creating  the  Sea  Fisheries 
District.  As  soon  as  the  Order  shall 
have  come  into  force,  the  County  and 
Borough  Councils  will  appoint  one-half 
of  the  Committee  out  of  their  own  body. 
The  other  half  of  the  Committee  will 
consist  of  fishery  members ;  and  in 
making  their  selection  I  am  mpst 
-anxious  to  secure  the  services  of  repre- 
sentatives of  all  fishing  interests, 
including,  of  course,  skilled  and  practical 
fishermen. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD—- 
MEDICAL  REPORTS. 

Mr.  ROWNTREE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  if  arrangements  can  be  made  to 
furnish  copies  of  the  Medical  Report  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  the 
Medical  Officers  of  Health  in  the  more 
important  centres  of  population  without 


imposing  upon  them  the  cost  of  procuring 
them  as  private  individuals  ? 
*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  cannot  undertake  to  supply 
generally  to  the  Medical  Officers  of  Health 
of  the  more  important  centres  of  popula- 
tion copies  of  the  Reports  of  the  Medical 
Officer  of  the  Board  as  suggested.  At 
the  same  time,  I  am  fully  aware  that  the 
Reports  referred  to  would  be  of  con- 
siderable assistance  to  the  Medical 
Officers  of  Health  in  connection  with 
their  duties,  and  I  think  that  the 
Sanitary  Authorities  would  be  justified 
in  purchasing  copies  for  the  use  of  the 
authorities  and  their  officers. 

WESTERN  AUSTRALIA  CONSTI- 
TUTION BILL. 
Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  view  of  the  great  interest 
which  is  taken,  not  only  in  Western 
Australia  but  in  all  the  other  Australian 
Colonies,  in  the  passing  of  the  Western 
Australia  Constitution  Bill,  he  can  state 
on  what  day  the  next  stage  of  the  Bill 
will  be  proceeded  with  ? 

•The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  am  not  yet  in  a  position  to 
state  on  what  day  the  next  stage  of  the 
Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill 
will  be  taken. 

SUGAR  CONVENTION  BILL. 

Sir  LYON  PLA  YFAIR  (Leeds,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  the  Government  consider 
that  they  have  the  power,  and  whether 
they  have  the  intention,  to  ratify  the 
Sugar  Convention  Bill  without  the 
previous  consent  of  Parliament  ? 

♦Mb.W.  H.  SMITH:  It  does  not 
appear  to  us  that  the  Sugar  Convention 
can  be  ratified  consistently  with  the 
obvious  intention  of  its  provisions  until 
the  legislation  which  is  necessary  to 
carry  it  into  effect  has  received  the 
sanction  of  Parliament. 

THE  GOVERNMENT  LICENSING 
PROPOSALS. 

Mr.  A.  C.  CORBETT  (Glasgow,  Trade- 
ston)  :  I  beg  to  ask  whether  the  Govern- 
ment have  any  further  information 
regarding     the      public     meeting      in 
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Bridgeton,  which  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  quoted  as  an 
indication  of  public  sympathy  with  the 
Government  proposals  which  conflicts 
with  the  facts  stated  in  the  following 
telegram : — 

"  From  inquiries  made  find  that  it  was 
publicans  not  public  meeting;  in  Bridgeton ; 
about  dozen  present.  Brown,  the  sender  of 
telegram  t)  Ritchie,  is  a  publican.— (Signed) 
Mackay." 

Sib  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) :  Are  the  Government 
prepared  to  make  any  statement  on  the 
subject  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  have  no  informa- 
tion on  the  subject.  It  is  usual  when  an 
hon.  Member  asks  a  question  of  this 
character  to  give  notice  of  it. 

DISTRESS  IN  THE  SOUDAN. 
Mb.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  has  received  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  appalling  condition 
of  the  people  at  Suakin,  Kassala,  Berber, 
and  elsewhere?  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  read  the  following  extracts 
from  letters  I  have  received  : — 

"  You  have  no  idea  of  the  awful  state  the 
country  is  in.  The  population  are  actually 
starving,  and  the  people  are  like  living  skeletons. 
The  greatest  misery  is  amongst  the  widows 
and  children  of  the  men  we  have  killed,  of 
whom  there  are  over  100,000.  Cannibalism 
has  taken  place ;  everything  has  been  eaten ; 
dogs,  cats,  rats,  donkeys,  snakes,  lizards,  old 
bones,  and  leather  are  eagerly  devoured  ;  and 
the  stronger  take  by  force  from  the  weaker.  I 
have  seen  a  big  boy  seize  a  small  one  and  try 
to  strangle  him  for  the  food  that  was  in  his 
mouth.  This  is  at  Suakin.  At  Tokar  things 
are  worse.  From  50  to  100  and  sometimes 
more  die  daily.  Kassala  they  say  is  still  worse, 
whole  families  being  found  dead  in  their 
,  houses.  At  Gallabat  and  Gedair  the  popula- 
tion nearly  cease  to  exist.  At  Berber,  Shendy, 
and  Metemmeh  the  same.  At  Halaib,  Mahamed 
Ghoul,  and  Aghig  the  distress  is  also  intense." 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
whether,  considering  our  national  res- 
ponsibility, we  ought  not  to  be  prepared 
to  take  further  measures  to  alleviate  the 
distress,  or  whether  an  official  communi- 
cation cannot  be  made  to  the  Lord  Mayor 
to  call  a  meeting  to  consider  this  excep- 
tional and  dire  distress  ? 

*Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  showed  me   the   question  as   I 
came  into  the    House.     I    answered  a 
similar  question  a  few  days  ago,  and  I 
Mr,  A.  C.  Corbeit 


then  stated  that  the  Government  have 
every  reason  to  believe  that  distress  in 
the  Soudan  is  extreme,  principally  owing 
to  the  failure  of  the  crops  in  successive 
years — a  failure  that  has  produced  a 
state  of  things  with  which  the  Govern- 
ment are  unhappily  acquainted  in  India 
when  actual  famine  has  occurred.  Some 
of  the  figures  of  the  hon.  Member  are, 
I  think,  exaggerated,  but,  notwith- 
standing, the  Government  are  informed 
that  there  is  extreme  misery,  and  that 
many  widows  of  persons  killed  in  the 
war  are  in  a  state  of  destitution.  The 
places  in  the  interior  are  entirely  beyond 
our  jurisdiction  or  control.  In  the 
neighbourhood  of  Suakin  the  officials  of 
the  Egyptian  Government  are  giving 
liberal  supplies  to  the  necessitous.  The 
last  account  states  that  at  the  least 
2,000  a  day  are  being  fed,  and  that  the 
worst  cases  are  being  treated  in  the 
hospital.  No  doubt  a  great  many  deaths 
have  occurred,  and  there  is  room  for 
benevolence  in  the  shape  of  relief  ;  but*, 
as  regards  the  interior,  it  is  not  in  the 
power  of  the  British  or  of  the  Egyptian 
Government  to  give  any  relief. 

THE  BEHRING  SEA  FISHERIES. 
Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL :  I  wish  to  put 
a  question  to  the  Lnder  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  of  which  I  have  given 
him  private  notice,  namely,  whether  be 
has  seen  in  the  newspapers  a  telegram  to 
the  effect  that  a  United  States  Revenue 
cutter  has  been  ordered  to  cruise  in  the 
Behring  Sea,  and  to  dismantle  any  vessel 
violating  the  Statutes  ?  I  wish  to  know 
whether  the  British  Government  have 
given  instructions  for  the  protection  of 
our  vessels  engaged  in  their  legal  trade  t 
•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  In  answer  to 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  can  only  say  that  as. 
communications  on  this  subject  are  still 
proceeding,  I  am  not  at  present  in  a 
position  to  make  any  further  statement 
with  respect  to  it. 

Mb.  S.  HILL :  In  view  of  the  grave 
public  importance  of  the  matter,  I  beg 
to  give  notice  that  I  will  bring  it  before 
the  House  on  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment. 

THE  WHITSUNTIDE  RECESS. 
Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.)  :  I 
wish    to    ask    the    First   Lord  of    the 
Treasury  whether  he    will  extend   the 
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same  consideration  to  Scotland  as  he  has 
to  Ireland,  and  undertake  that  no  Scotch 
business  should  be  taken  in  the  first 
week  after  the  Recess  ?  I  wish,  at  the 
same  time,  to  express  my  personal 
obligations  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  the  extension  of  the  holidays. 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  If  it  is  the  wish 
of  hon.  Members  from  Scotland  that  no 
Bill  affecting  Scotland  should  be  taken 
during  the  first  week  I  will  endeavour 
to  comply  with  it.  It  is  probable  that 
some  measure  may  be  taken  that  might 
refer  in  a  general  way  to  Scotland,  but 
that  would  hardly  come  under  the  hon. 
Member's  objection. 

Mb.  B.  ROWLANDS :  When  will  the 
Tithes  Bill  be  taken  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Probably  on  the 
first  Thursday  after  the  holidays. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  promised  to  announce  what 
course  would  be  taken  in  regard  to 
Supply  after  Whitsuntide. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  So  little  time  has 
elapsed  since  that  statement  was  made 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  the 
Government  have  been  unable  to  con- 
sider the  question,  and  I  cannot  state 
the  exact  course  that  will  be  taken. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  I  will  renew  the  ques- 
tion on  the  Motion  for  Adjournment. 

MEETING  AT  NEW  TIPPERARY. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  May  I  ask  whether,  in 
view  of  the  extensive  arrangements 
which  have  been  made  for  the  meeting 
at  New  Tipperary  next  Sunday,  when 
many  public  men  will  be  present,  and 
excursion  trains  run,  the  Government 
intend  to  exercise  their  powers  to 
suppress  the  meeting  1  I  think  it  would 
probably  be  inconvenient,  if  not  danger- 
ous, to  allow  the  matter  to  remain  as 
it  is. 

Mb.  MADDEN  :  The  Chief  Secretary, 
in  answering  the  question  yesterday, 
gave  all  possible  information  on  the 
subject,  namely,  that  a  meeting  of  a 
certain  character  could  not  be  allowed. 
I  understand  that  at  the  time  my  right 
hon.  Friend  gave  that  answer  no  formal 
announcement  had  been  made  as  to  the 
character  of  the  meeting.  The  authori- 
ties must  hold  themselves  free  to  act  in 
the  matter  as  they  think  best  for  the 
preservation  of  the  peace  of  the  locality. 


Mb.  SEXTON :  The  House  will  agree 
that  an  intolerable  situation  is  created. 
Everybody  knows  what  has  been 
arranged.  Four  Members  of  Parliament 
intend  to  address  an  open-air  meeting  of 
their  constituents.  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  define  what 
kind  of  meeting  is  to  be  prevented  and 
what  kind  allowed. 

Mb.  MADDEN :  I  would  suggest  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  should  repeat  the 
question  on  the  Adjournment,  when  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  will  be  in  his 
nlace 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Very  well. 
♦Mb.  C.  GRAHAM  :  I  wish  to  ask 
whether,  if  the  people  insist  on  as- 
sembling, force  will  be  used  to  suppress 
the  meeting;  and,  if  so,  whether  that 
pillar  of  our  civilisation,  the  Hotchkiss 
gun,  will  de  employed  ? 
♦Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 


PUBLIC  HOUSE  LICENCES. 

Return  ordered — 

"  Showing  the  number  of  Public  Houses  that 
have  a  certificate  from  Licensing  Justices,  but 
whose  owners,  in  respect  to  whom  the  certifi- 
cates have  been  granted,  have  not  applied  to 
the  Excise  for  an  Exoise  Licence."— (Jfr. 
Labouchere.) 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING    ACTS    AMEND- 
MENT  BILL.- (No.  220.) 

Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  2nd  June,  and  to  be 
printed.  [Bill  317.] 

MOTION.  . 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE   (GOVERN- 
MENT  BUSINESS.) 

*(2.45.)  Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  rise  to 
move  the  Resolution  which  stands  upon 
the  Paper  in  my  name,  namely, — 

"  That  after  Whitsuntide,  unless  the  House 
otherwise  order,  the  House  do  meet  on  Tuesday 
and  Friday  at  Three  of  the  clock,  and  that  Go- 
vernment husiness  have  priority  on  Tuesday ; 
that  Standing  Order  11  be  suspended,  and  the 
provisions  of  Standing  Order  66  be  extended  to 
the  other  days  of  the  week." 

I  can  assure  the  House  that  no  explana- 
tion is  necessary  for  my  making  this 
proposal.  The  circumstances  of  public 
business  require  it,  and  I  hope  it  will  be 
accepted  without  much  discussion.  I 
observe  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Crewe 
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(Mr.  M'Laren)  has  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  to  exclude  from  the  operation 
of  the  Resolution  Tuesday,  June  3,  so 
that  the  Motion  on  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  to  women  may  be  discussed.  I 
would  suggest,  however,  to  the  hon. 
Member  that  instead  of  moving  an 
abstract  Resolution  on  that  subject  he 
should,  early  next  Session,  bring  in  a 
Bill  dealing  with  the  question,  and  so 
test  the  feeling  of  the  House  in  that 
way. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  after  Whitsuntide,  unless  the  House 
otherwise  order,  the  House  do  meet  on  Tuesday 
and  Friday  at  Three  of  the  clock,  and  that 
Government  Business  have  priority  on  Tuesday ; 
that  Standing  Order  11  he  suspended,  and  the 
provisions  of  Standing  Order  56  be  extended 
to  the  other  days  of  the  week.*' — ( Mr.  William 
Senry  Smith.) 

(2.48.)  Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN  (Stirling,  «fcc.)  :  I  am  very  much 
surprised  that  no  reason  has  been  given 
for  a  Motion  which,  at  this  period  of  the 
Session  is  absolutely  unprecedented. 
But,  while  expressing  my  astonishment 
on  that  point,  I  am  bound  to  say  that, 
having  regard  to  the  deplorable  condition 
of  the  public  business,  my  right  hon. 
Friends  on  this  side  of  the  House  have 
already  indicated,  in  what  passed  yester- 
day, that  they  do  not  intend  to  oppose 
the  demand  of  the  Government.  The 
condition  of  business  in  the  House  is 
indeed  deplorable,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  it  has  been  so  bad  for  many  years. 
Up  to  now  only  six  nights  of  the  Session 
have  been  devoted  to  Supply,  whilst  in 
1888,  which  was  supposed  to  have  been 
a  particularly  backward  year,  eight 
nights  were  devoted  to  Supply  before 
the  end  of  May,  so  that  matters  are 
really  worse  now  than  they  were  in 
1888.  But  let  me  point  out  the  great 
difference  between  this  year  and  1888. 
In  1888  the  legislation  of  the  House  was 
sympathised  with  and  generally  approved 
of,  while  this  year,  unfortunately,  the 
Government  have  so  contrived  that  every 
Bill  of  the  first  class  which  has  been 
introduced  is  not  only  objectionable  in 
its  details,  but  objectionable  in  its  main 
objects,  so  that  behind  the  legislative 
business  there  is  no  such  momentum  as 
in  1888.  I  am  very  much  mistaken  if 
even  the  supporters  of  the  Government^ 
to  whose  loyalty  and  constancy  I  am 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


willing  to  pay  a  tribute,  do  not  give  their 
support  with  much  reluctance  and  with 
very  grave  misgivings  as  to  the  wisdom 
of  the  measures  for  which  they  vote.  The 
obvious  remedy  for  the  present  backward 
state  of  business  is  for  the  Government 
to  sacrifice  certain  of  their  measures,  and 
they  will  have  to  do  so  before  the  end  of 
the  Session.  But,  in  the  meantime, 
considering  that  the  necessary  business 
of  Supply  and  the  whole  condition  of 
affairs  are  so  backward,  I  do  not  think 
it  is  altogether  unreasonable  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  make  a  large 
claim  upon  the  indulgence  of  the  House. 
Nor  can  I  forget  that  upon  private  Mem- 
bers' nights  we  have  had  a  number  of 
counts  out,  which  further  strengthens 
the  claim  of  the  Government.  But  while 
I  am  not  prepared  to  resist  the  Motion, 
I  must  protest  against  the  Resolution 
being  looked  upon  as  a  precedent,  inas- 
much as  it  is  only  accepted  in  conse- 
quence of  the  backward  state  of  the 
public  business,  which  is  due  to  the 
mismanagement  of  the  Government.  I 
am  sorry  that  the  Government  have  not 
resolved  to  take  Day  Sittings  on  Tuesdays 
and  on  Fridays,  and  to  devote  the  Evening 
Sittings  on  those  days  to  Supply.  How- 
ever, as  the  Government  have  decided 
otherwise  I  will  not  raise  an  objection 
to  the  Motion  on  that  score.  I  do  not 
think  that  hon.  Members  will  vote 
against  the  Government  proposal,  bow- 
ever  much  they  may  dislike  it,  because 
I  think  that,  in  the  circumstances  of  the 
Session,  the  proposal  is  justifiable. 

(2.55.)  Mr.  SEXTON :  I  wish  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  which  will  come  in 
earlier  than  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Crewe.  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  if  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  is  adopted  there  will  be  no 
opportunity  for  bringing  forward  griev- 
ances. Although  £7,000,000  have 
already  been  voted  in  Supply,  not  a 
single  penny  of  Irish  Supply  has  been 
taken  up  to  the  present  time,  and,  there- 
fore, no  regular  opportunity  has  been 
afforded  for  discussing  Irish  grievances. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
holds  a  strong  view  that  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  should  not  be  assented 
to  unless  an  undertaking  is  given  that 
Supply  shall  be  taken  regularly  once  a 
week  after  Whitsuntide.      As  a  matter 
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of  protest,  1  shall  oppose  the  Motion, 
unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gives 
an  assurance  that  after  Whitsuntide 
Supply  will  be  taken  at  least  once  a  week, 
and  I  beg  to  move  to  amend  the  Reso- 
lution by  inserting  after  the  word  "  Whit- 
suntide "  that  "  Supply  be  taken  at  least 
one  day  in  every  week." 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
"  Whitsuntide,"  to  insert  the  words 
"  Supply  be  taken  at  least  one  day  in 
each  week  and." — (Mr.  Sexton.)    ' 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  sorry  the 
lion.  Member  has  thought  it  necessary  to 
move  a  formal  Amendment.  It  is  one 
to  which  I  cannot  consent,  becauss,  in 
the  making  of  arrangements  for  business, 
it  is  necessary  t  the  Government  should 
have  their  hands  free,  so  that  they  may 
adopt  the  course  that  is  most  convenient 
to  the  House,  as  a  whole,  and  most  con- 
ducive to  the  progress  of  business.  The 
arrangement  for  the  first  week  after  the 
recess  includes  two  days  for  Supply,  at 
least — Monday  and  Tuesday.  I  am  sure 
the  House  will  see  it  is  impossible  for 
the  Government  to  have  their  hands  tied 
by  a  Resolution  of  this  kind.  The 
Government  wish,  as  far  as  they  can,  to 
consider  the  convenience  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers. The  suggestion  that  the  House 
should  meet  at  3  o'clock  meets,  I  under- 
stand, with  the  concurrence  of  a  majority 
of  Members,  for  many  Members  rather 
object  to  coming  down  at  2  o'clock  and 
again  at  9  o'clock.  This  is  a  matter 
about  which  the  Government  have  no 
strong  feeling ;  but  it  is  one  they  are 
bound  to  consider  with  reference  to  the 
conduct  of  business  and  the  convenience 
of  the  House  as  a  whole.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances I  trust  tho  hon.  Gentleman 
will  accept  my  assurance  that  I  will 
endeavour  to  make  progress  in  Supply 
as  rapidly  as  I  can. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  It  is  not  rapidity  I  ask 
for,  but  regularity. 

*Me.  W.  H.  SMITH :  At  all  events,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  whoever  is 
in  charge  of  the  business  could  not  accept 
a  positive  direction  of  this  kind,  under 
which  it  would  be  absolutely  impossible 
to  conduct  the  business.  When  the 
House  gets  into  Committee  on  a  Bill,  I 
believe  the  House  is  in  favour  of  pro- 


ceeding with  it  from  day  to  day  until  the 
Bill  is  through  Committee.  The  Govern- 
ment will  at  all  times  be  glad  to  give  the 
most  careful  consideration  to  suggestions 
from  any  part  of  the  House  with  a  view 
to  making  such  arrangements  as  will,  on 
the  whole,  best  meet  the  convenience  of 
hon.  Members. 
*(3.5.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH (Northamp- 
ton) :  In  making  future  arrangements  for 
the  conduct  of  pu  blic  business  i  n  this  House 
there  are  two  Government  measures  to 
which  I  wish  to  draw  special  attention. 
One  is  a  Bill  which  has  been  sent  down 
from  the  House  of  Lords — the  Indian 
Councils  Bill — in  regard  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  is  under  a  specific  pledge 
to  the  House.  I  will  only  remind  the 
House  that  I  refrained  from  raising  any 
question  on  this  subject  by  Amendment 
to  the  Address  on  the  distinct  under- 
standing that  at  least  a  real  opportunity 
would  be  afforded  for  discussion.  One 
of  the  matters  which  I  should  have  felt 
it  my  duty  to  urge  was  the  question  of 
the  extension  of  the  Legislative  Councils 
of  India  and  the  introduction  of  some 
principle  of  representation  in  reference 
to  members.  Although  that  Bill  came 
down  to  this  HoT.se  from  the  House  of 
Lords  before  Easter  it  has  never  yet 
been  put  down  on  the  Paper  as  the  First 
Order  or  even  as  an  early  Order.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  deny  that  there  is  great 
pressure  upon  the  Government  in  re- 
ference to  public  business,  but  I  would 
venture  to  suggest  that  some  day  soon 
after  the  re-assembling  of  the  House 
after  the  Whitsunside  recess  might  be 
fixed  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
so  that  hon.  Members  may  know  when 
it  will  be  taken,  and  might  be  prevented 
from  coming  down  day  after  day,  simply 
because  the  Bill  is  on  the  Paper,  with 
very  little  prospect  of  its  being  brought 
on.  The  question  is  a  very  grave  one, 
affecting,  as  it  does,  the  interests  of 
more  than  210,000,000  persons  in  India, 
and  as  I  refrained  from  raising  any 
Indian  question  upon  the  Address  I  think 
I  am  entitled  to  make  this  demand.  All 
that  I  ask  is  that  the  Bill  may  be  taken 
on  an  early  day,  and  that  a  couple  of. 
days'  notice  may  be  given,  so  that 
Members  may  not  come  down  fruitlessly. 
The  next  measure  is  the  Employers' 
Liability  Bill.     The  Government  have 
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been  under  a  pledge,  repeated  for  years 
in  succession,  to  amend  the  law,  but  they 
have  made  no  real  effort  to  do  so.  In 
1888  they  did  introduce  a  Bill  which 
went  before  a  Grand  Committee,  but  it 
was  not  introduced  at  all  last  year,  and 
in  its  present  state  it  would  raise  more 
discussion  than  the  earlier  Bill  did.  ,  The 
Bill  has  been  mentioned  three  times  in 
three  Queen's  Speeches,  and  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  let  the  House  know 
whether  it  is  to  be  persevered  with 
now. 

(3.10.)  Mb.  MtJNRO  FERGUSON 
(Leith,  <fec.) :  May  I  ask  what  is  going 
to  be  done  about  Scotch  Private  Bill 
legislation  ? 

*(3.11.)  Mb.  C.  GRAHAM:  T  wish 
to  support,  as  strongly  as  I  can,  the 
claim  for  time  to  discuss  the  Employers' 
Liability  Bill,  and  also  to  urge  that  the 
Miners'  Eight  Hours  Bill  should  receive 
some  attention.  Both  of  these  are 
measures  of  vital  importance  to  the 
working  classes,  and  at  the  earliest 
moment  they  ought  to  be  discussed  by 
.  the  House,  in  order  to  convince  the 
working  classes  that  we  do  sometimes 
occupy  ourselves  with  their  affairs.  The 
Miners'  Eight  Hours  Bill  has  also  been 
introduced  for  three  successive  years, 
and  it  is  a  measure  upon  which  we  have 
had  a  distinct  expression  of  opinion  from 
a  large  majority  of  the  persons  con- 
cerned. A  conference  of  miners,  repre- 
senting 350,000  men,  have  unanimously 
declared  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  Then, 
again,  there  is  an  important  measure 
which  affects  the  extension  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary Franchise  to  Women.  On  this 
side  of  the  House  we  have  received  a 
whip  to-day  asking  us  to  support  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Crewe  to 
secure  a  discussion  of  this  measure  on 
the  3rd  of  June. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order  !  The 
hon.  Member  is  now  discussing  a  Motion 
in  regard  to  which  there  is  a  notice 
already  on  the  Paper. 

(3.13.)  Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  I  am  not  convinced  that  there 
are  a  majority  of  miners  in  favour  of  the 
Eight  Hours  Bill.  In  reference,  how- 
ever, to  the  remarks  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  I  fear  that  he  does  not 
quite  appreciate  the  motive  with  which 
the  Amendment  has  been  moved  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sex- 
Mr.  Bradlaugh 


ton),  which  is  that  Supply  should  be  fairly 
taken  at  a  reasonable  period  of  the' 
Session,  and  not  put  off  to  the  close  of  the 
Session,  to  be  taken  under  pressure  and 
in  a  perfunctory  manner.  What  is 
desired  is  that  Supply  should  not  be  put 
off  until  the  fag  end  of  the  Session,  and 
then  run  through  in  one  day. 

(3.14.)  Mb.  PH1LIPPS  (Lanark, 
Mid) :  I  must  remind  the  Government 
that  hopes  have  been  held  out  that  the 
Eight  Hours  Bill  would  have  been  dis- 
cussed before  this  period  of  the  Session. 
There  are  many  thousands  besides 
miners  who  wish  to  have  this  question 
discussed. 

(3.15.)      Mb.      SHAW     LEFEVRB 

Bradford,    Central) :    I  do  not    believe 

that  business  has  ever    before  been  so 

backward  at  this  period  of  the  year.      In 
the  last  three  Sessions  the  average  num- 
ber of  days  required  for  Supply  has  been 
37 ;  and  last  year  at  this  date  20  had  been 
already  given  to    Supply,    and    in   the 
previous  year  10  had  been  devoted  to  it,  in 
spite  of  which  it  was  necessary  to  have  an 
Autumn  Session,  in  which  22  days  were 
given  to  Supply  in  the  months  of  Novem- 
ber and  December.     In  the  present  year 
only  seven  days  have  been  devoted  to 
Committee  of  Supply,  and  between  the 
present  time  and  August  20  there  are 
only  44  days  which  could  be  devoted  to 
Government  business.      If  30  of  these 
are  given   to  Supply,  to  make  up  the 
customary  37  days,  only  14  will  be  left 
for  other  Government  business.     There 
ought  to  be  an  understanding   that  a 
reasonable  proportion  of  the  remaining 
time  will  be  given  to  Supply.  Personally, 
I  should  have  been  glad  if  the  Morning 
and  Evening  Sittings  werd  continued — 
[Cities  of  "  No,  no ! "] — but  at  least  one 
day  a  week  ought  to  be  given  to  Supply. 
I  hope  the  leader  of  the  House  will  take 
the  figures  I  have  given  into  considera- 
tion.   Our  real  difficulty  has  been  caused 
by  the  ambitious  Budget  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  the  intro- 
duction   into  the  Customs  and   Inland 
Revenue    Bill    of     highly     contentious 
matters,   which    have  already  occupied 
the  attention  of  the  House  for  1 1  days. 

(3.20.)  The  House  divided:— Ayes  53; 
Noes  117.— (Div.  List,  No.  107.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 
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♦(3.32.)  Mb.  M'LAREN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe) :  I  beg  to  move  as  an  Amend- 
ment, after  "  Tuesday,"  to  insert — 

'*  Except  on  Tuesday,  June  3,  when  the 
first  Notice  of  Motioo,  Parliamentary  Fran- 
chise (Extension  to  Women;,  shall  take 
preoedence." 

I  am  obliged  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  for  the  kindly  tone  in  which  he 
referred  to  this  Amendment,  but  I  would 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  advice  which  he  has  given 
to  me  is  advice  which  J  cannot 
possibly  accept.  If  my  Motion  were 
to  be  carried,  the  subject  to  which 
it  refers  would  certainly  be  con- 
siderably advanced  in  Parliamentary 
importance.  It  should  not  ba  forgotten 
that  earlier  in  the  Session — on  March  4th 
— I  obtained  precedence  by  the  Ballot  for 
a  Motion  similar  to  the  one  which  now 
stands  in  the  name  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Leigh  Division  of 
Lancashire  (Mr.  C.  Wright),  but  the 
exigencies  of  the  business  of  the  Govern- 
ment rendered  it  necessary  that  I  should 
give  up  that  day.  On  that  occasion  I 
asked  the  First  Lord  to  promise  that  he 
would  not  again  take  our  day  away,  and 
he  said  he  would  not  do  so  mischievously 
or  wilfully.  He  is  now  breaking  the 
spirit  of  that  promise,  for  there  is  no 
need  to  take  this  evening.  I  will  suggest 
instead  that  the  Government  should  take 
Wednesday,  June  4,  which  is  the  Derby 
Day,  for  their  business  instead  of  taking 
four  hours  on  the  previous  evening, 
which  would  do  them  very  little  good 
indeed.  The  opportunity  is  not  taken 
away  by  the  mere  exigencies  of  public 
business.  There  is  always  what  I  must 
call  an  intrigue  to  prevent  the  subject 
of  Women's  Suffrage  being  discussed, 
and  it  is  a  matter  of  common  notoriety 
that  the  senior  Member  for  Northampton 
has  a  full  share  in  making  these 
arrangements.  I  do  not  say  that  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  knows 
of  it ;  perhaps  these  things  are  purposely 
kept  from  his  knowledge,  in  order  that  he 
may  be  in  a  position  to  deny  them.  But 
they  are  within  the  knowledge  of  his 
Whips.  I  now  press  the  Government 
to  leave  us  one  evening  of  four 
hours.  We  have  had  great  ill-fortune 
with  this  Bill  In  1887,  it  had  the  first 
place  on  the  Paper  on  July  20th,  and  that 
day  was  taken  from  us  by   the  Govern- 


ment, on  the  plea  of  the  exigencies  of 
public  business,  although  they  refrained 
from  giving  us  a  day  later  on  in  the 
Session.  In  1888  we  had  a  very  good 
place  on  June  6th,  and  we  lost  that  day 
owing  to  the  operation  of  the  new  Rule 
under  which  Bills  not  read  a  second  time 
before  Whitsuntide  lost  precedence.  In 
1889,  one  of  my  hon.  Friends  had  first 
place  for  this  Bill  on  the  Wednesday 
before  Good  Friday,  and  a  Memorial, 
signed  by  170  Members,  was  presented 
to  the  First  Lord,  asking  him  to  allow  us 
to  sit  on  that  Wednesday.  I  am  aware 
it  is  not  a  usual  thing  to  sit  on  that  day  ; 
but;  the  Government  have  no  hesitation 
in  appointing  Wednesday  Sittings  when 
they  desire  to  get  a  stage  of  the  Coercion 
Bill,  although  they  seem  to  hold  very 
different  views  when  a  Women's 
Suffrage  Bill  is  under  discussion.  On 
the  25th  April  this  year  this  Resolu- 
tion stood  second  on  the  Paper, 
the  first  Motion  thereon  having 
reference  to  the  duties  on  dried 
fruits.  The  Member  who  had  that 
Motion  on  the  Paper  persisted  in  keeping 
it  down  in  order  to  prevent  the  Women's. 
Suffrage  discussion  taking  place,  though 
his  subject  had  been  dealt  with  in 
the  Budget,  and  as  I  did  not  see 
why  we  should  try  to  keep  the 
House  for  him  under  those  circum- 
stances, I  consequently  took  this. 
Motion  off  the  Paper,  and  immediately 
I  had  done  so  that  hon.  Member  removed 
his  Motion.  I  have  reason  to  believe  a 
similar  arrangement  has  been  made  in 
regard  to  Tuesday,  3rd  June.  Now,  I 
think  we  are  making  a  reasonable 
request  in  asking  the  Government  to 
defer  the  operation  of  the  Motion  they 
are  proposing  now  until  Friday, 
6th  June.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  moving  his  Resolution,  said 
that  four  hours  was,  no  doubt, 
a  very  short  time,  but  a  great  deal  of 
business  could  be  done  in  it  if  the 
House  only  chose.  Now,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  perfectly  well  that  on 
the  4th  June  we  are  going  to  waste  six 
hours  by  not  sitting  on  that  day,  which 
is  Derby  Day ;  and  I  will  make  a  practical 
suggestion  to  him,  that  the  Government 
should  take  their  business  on  Wednes- 
day, the  4th  June,  and  give  us  thia 
Tuesday.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
refuses.     That  only  shows  what  a  sham 
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*s  his  plea  about  the  necessity  of  taking 
our  four  hours.  We  are  now  three  or 
four  months  from  the  end  of  the  Session. 
We  desire  to  get  a  discussion  on  this 
question.  It  has  been  agitated  a  very 
long  time  by  a  large  number  of  women 
throughout  the  country,  and  I  appeal 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  do  us  this 
justice,  and  allow  us  to  debate  the 
matter.  One  of  the  women  who  have 
been  mo6t  actively  engaged  in  this  move- 
ment asked  me  the  other  day  why  we 
were  prevented  having  a  Debate 

•Mb.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  !  The 
kon.  Member  is  not  adhering  to  his 
Amendment. 

•Mr.  M'LAREN:  Well,  then,  Sir,  I 
will  simply  say  I  ask  the  House  to  pass 
my  Amendment  simply  as  an  act  of 
justice.  As  the  subject  has  been  de- 
liberately shelved  by  this  Parliament,  I 
intend  to  divide  the  House. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  after 
ihe  word  "Tuesday,"  to  insart  the 
words — 

"  Except  on  Tuesday,  3rd  June,  when  the 
first  Notice  of  Motion,  Parliamentary  Fran- 
chise (Extension  to  Women),  shall  take  pre- 
cedence."— (Mr.  Walter  JPLat en.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•(3.45.)  Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford,  W.) : 
I  rise  to  second  the  Amendment,  as 
this  is  a  subject  in  which  I  take  great 
interest.  I  desire  to  put  forward  some 
reasons  why  this  question  should  be  dis- 
cussed. There  are  a  large  number  of 
reasons 

•Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order  !  That 
line  of  argument  is  not  in  order. 

•Mr.  WEBB  :  The  question  has  been 
before  the  House  on  many  occasions 
since  1870,  and  on  many  grounds  it  is 
desirable 

•Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 

•(3.47.)  Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch, 
Haggerston):  It  is  not  often  that  I 
indulge  in  the  luxury  of  voting  with  the 
Government,  but  on  this  occasion  I  shall 
^certainly  avail  myself  of  the  opportunity 
of  going  into  the  Lobby  with  them.  I 
do  not  share  the  views  which  have  been 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Crewe. 
There  are  questions  of  far  greater  im- 
portance requiring  debate  than  that  of 
Mr.  McLaren 


female  suffrage.  For  instance,  only 
the  other  night,  by  tactics  which  some 
of  us  took  occasion  to  condemn,  we  were 
prevented  discussing  the  grievances  of  a 
large  number  of  working  men — a  subject 
which  was  to  have  been  brought  forward 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Woolwich. 
Then,  again,  there  is  the  registration 
of  voters  question.  Many  of  us — most  of 
us  1  believe — desire  to  get  rid  of  the  ano- 
malies that  surround  the  present  system ; 
but  we  have  never  yet,  either  by  Bill  or 
by  Resolution,  succeeded  in  getting  a 
day  to  consider  that  question,  which  is 
of  supreme  importance.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is,  therefore,  not  alone  in  the 
difficulty  of  which  he  complains.  Iu 
the  early  part  of  the  Session  I  was 
fortunate  enough  to  get  a  good  place  for 
the  consideration  of  a  Registration  of 
Voters  Bill  which  I  have  brought  in 
for  four  years,  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury deprived  me  of  the  opportunity. 
I  had  just  as  much  right  to  complain  as 
has  the  hon.  Member  for  Crewe,  but  I 
did  not  come  down  to  the  House  with  a 
whine  on  that  occasion,  but  have  ever 
since  been  trying  for  another  chance 
to  bring  it  forward.  Then,  again,  there 
is  the  question  of  the  water  supply  of 
London,  which  vitally  affects  the  millions 
of  people  of  London,  and  which  we  are 
anxious  to  get  discussed.  Many  other 
questions  also  press  for  solution,  all  of 
them  of  far  greater  importance  than 
that  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Crewe  is 
anxious  for  the  House  to  consider. 

(3.50.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I 
intend  to  indulge  in  the  same  luxury 
as  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
spoken  and  to  vote  with  the  Govern- 
ment. My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Crewe  ascribes  to  design 
what  really  was  chance.  It  is  a  mere 
chance  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  no 
opportunity  of  bringing  forward  his 
Resolution.  As  one  of  his  own  fair 
clients,  the  Duchess  of  Gerolstein,  said,  it 
is  fatality.  The  hon.  Member  has 
accused  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  myself  of  intriguing  in  order  to 
prevent  this  Resolution  from  being 
brought  forward.  I  am  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  will 
allow  me  to  protest  in  his  name  that 
there  has  been  no  sort  of  intrigue.  The 
position  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Crewe 
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is,  I  repeat,  due  solely  to  chance.  He 
has  referred  to  the  fact  that  on 
one  occasion  a  Memorial  was  pre- 
sented to  the  First  Lord  asking  him 
to  pursue  the  exceptional  course  of 
making  a  House  on  the  Wednesday 
before  Good  Friday,  and  he  suggests 
that,  owing  to  certain  intrigues,  that 
privilege  was  refused  him.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  forgets  that  there  was 
another  Paper  signed — and  signed  by  a 
large  number  of  Members — against  his 
proposal,  and  that,  possibly,  will  account 
for  the  refusal  of  the  First  Lord  to  adopt 
his  suggestion.  Again,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
complains  that  on  the  occasion  on  which 
he  had  secured  second  place  for  his 
Motion,  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
would  not  yield  to  him  and  withdraw 
his  Resolution  upon  dried  fruits.  He 
also  states  that,  immediately  he  had 
taken  his  Motion  off  the  Paper,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  also  removed  his, 
and  this  he  quotes  as  another  instance  of 
intriguing  against  him.  But  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  had  a  reason  for 
what  he  did.  He  spoke  to  me  on  the 
subject.  He  pointed  out  to  me  that  he  did 
not  want  to  be  interrupted  in  the  middle 
of  his  speech  by  a  count,  and  he  asked 
what  course  he  should  take.  I  told  him 
I  thought  it  was  a  pity  that  he  should 
only  be  able  to  deliver  a  portion  of  his 
speech,  and  that  it  might  possibly  be  as 
well  for  him  to  choose  a  better  moment 
for  bringing  it  forward.  That  is  why  he 
took  it  off  the  Paper.  Now,  I  am  a 
person  of  principle.  I  have  always 
opposed  Ministers  taking  private  Mem- 
bers' nights,  and,  consequently,  I  am 
opposed  to  this  Motion  of  the  Govern- 
ment. But  I  have  another  principle  upon 
which  I  act,  and  that  is,  that,  when  once 
such  a  Motion  is  carried,  it  is  not  wise  to 
make  exceptions  in  favour  of  anyone. 
I  sympathise  greatly  with  my  hon. 
Friend  in  his  disappointment;  but  I 
cannot  consistently  support  his  Amend- 
ment, because  if  it  were  carried  it  would 
be  my  duty  to  move  a  series  of  Amend- 
ments, asking  that  about  20  subjects 
should  be  exempted  from  the  operation  of 
this  rule.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
think  it  is  no  use  further  debating  this 
Amendment,  and  that  we  may  as  well 
take  a  Division  on  the  proposal  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Crewe    has    simply    been 


unlucky,  and  he  will  have  to  grin  and 
bear  it. 

(3.56.)  Sib  R.  KNIGHTLEY  (North- 
ampton, S.) :  I  think  it  is  time  some 
protest  was  made  against  this  fresh  raid 
on  the  rights  of  private  Members.  We 
have  some  right  to  complain  of  the  mode 

in  which  this  Motion  has  been  brought 
forward.  Had  we  J:xd  fair  notice  we 
might  have  secured  an  attendance  of 
Members  sufficient  to  defeat  it ;  but  as  it 
is,  we  are  completely  powerless.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  has  got  us  \>j  the  throat. 
I  do  appeal,  however,  to  that  amiable 
garrotter  to  make  this  one  exception 
to  his  Resolution. 

(4.0.)  The  House  divided  :— Ayes  32  ; 
Noes  145.— (Div.  List,  No.  108.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed.' 

(4.10.)  Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Lan- 
cashire, Darwen)  :  I  desire  to  thank  the* 
First  Lord  of    the  Treasury    and    the 

Government  on  behalf  of  a  great  number 
of  Members  greatly  interested  in  the 
Tithes  Question  for  having  promised  to 
put  down  the  Tithes  Bill  for  the  first 
Thursday  after  the  Recess.  I  hope  I 
may  take  that  promise  to  imply  a 
determination  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  pass  the  measure  with  all  due 
despatch.  I  am  not  disposed  to  blame 
the  Government  for  having  so  long 
delayed  progress  with  the  Bill.  I  know  the 
circumstances  of  the  last  few  days  have 
made  it  impossible  to  redeem  the  promise 
made  that  the  Bill  should  be  taken 
before  Whitsuntide.  At  the  same  time, 
however,  we  cannot,  in  face  of  the 
history  of  the  question,  view  without 
some  anxiety  the  postponement  of  the 
Bill  until  a  later  day  than  was  originally 
promised.  Although  I  have  every 
reason  to  suppose  my  right  hon.  Friend 
intends  to  pass  the  measure  with  all 
due  despatch,  in  consideration  of  the 
fact  that  there  is  considerable  agitation 
in  the  country  on  the  question — and  in 
matters  of  this  kind,  when  agitation  once 
begins,  it  is  better  to  have  the  question 
settled  one  way  or  the  other — I  urge 
upon  the  First  Lord  to  risk  nothing.  I 
hope  we  are  to  understand  that  the  Bill 
will  be  passed  this  Session. 
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Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk,  Eye) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  said 
whether  the  Tithes  Bill  will  be  the  first 
Order  on  that  day. 


•(4.12.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  shall 
not  put  it  down  late. 

Mr.    CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
Is  it  to  be  the  business  P 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Certainly.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  thinks  that  the  state 
of  business  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
Oovernment.have  not  proposed  measures 
•entirely  agreeable  to  the  Opposition. 
It  is  very  singular  that  they  have  not 
done  so.  Right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site have  themselves  done  what  the 
Government  now  propose  for  the  pro- 
motion of  public  business.  I  will  leave  it 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  how  far 
the  prolonged  Debates  upon  the  Budget 
Bill  and  other  measures  of  the  Govern- 
ment will  account  for  the  condition  of 
business.  The  Government  cannot 
propose  measures  to  Parliament  with 
reference  solely  to  the  views  of  the 
Opposition.  They  must  have  regard  to 
what  they  believe  to  be  for  the  public 
interest.  I  recognise  the  claim  of  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  for  the 
early  consideration  of  the  Indian  Councils 
Bill,  and  it  shall  be  brought  forward  so 
as  to  give  him  an  opportunity  of  stating 
his  views  upon  it.  With  regard  to  the 
Employers'  Liability  Bill,  I  desire  that  it 
shall  be  read  a  second  time  and  con- 
sidered again  by  a  Committee,  and  I 
hope  the  result  will  be,  what  the  Govern- 
ment very  much  desire,  to  settle  the 
question  in  the  interest  of  all  parties. 
Supply  will  be  taken  on  the  Monday  and 
the  Education  Estimates  on  the  Tuesday 
after  the  holidays. 

(4.16).  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolved — 

"  That  after  Whitsuntide,  unless  the  House 
otherwise  order,  the  House  do  meet  on  Tuesday 
and  Friday  at  Three  of  the  clock,  and  that 
Oovernment  business  have  priority  on  Tuesday ; 
that  Standing  Order  1 1  be  suspended,  and  the 
provisions  of  Standing  Order  56  he  extended 
to  the  other  days  of  the  week." 


Revenue  Bill. 
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CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE 
BILL.— (No.  231.) 

THIRD  BEADING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

(4.18.)  Sib  W.  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,  Cockermouth)  :  I  do  not  want  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  unduly, 
and  I  do  not  want  to  prevent  hon.  Mem- 
bers getting  away  for  their  holidays,  bat 
some  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  feel  that  on  every  occasion  they 
must  oppose  this  Bill.  They  look  upon 
it  a  8  part  and  parcel  of  the  whole  scheme 
for  the  compensation  of  publicans  and 
the  endowment  of  public  house  property. 
They  can  see  the  evil  which  this  Bill  is 
already  doing.  Accounts  are  arriving 
from  the  country  as  to  the  increase  in 
the  value  of  public  house  property  since 
the  measures  of  the  Government  have 
been  before  the  House ;  and  it  is  clear 
that  if  this  goes  on  there  will  be  a  very 
heavy  burden  placed  on  the  public.  Two 
days  ago  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  said  that  he  had 
received  a  telegram' giving  an  account 
of  a  public  meeting  in  Glasgow  in  sup- 
port of  the  measure.  The  public  meet- 
ing turned  out  to  be  a  meeting  of  12 
publicans  in  a  back  parlour.  That  is 
the  public  opinion  in  support  of  the 
Government  on  this  occasion.  We  would 
consider  ourselves  to  be  absolute  traitors 
to  our  constituents  and  to  the  public 
good  if  we  did  not  on  every  possible 
occasion  offer  every  possible  opposition  to 
the  passing  of  the  most  mischievous  and 
most  abominable  measure- which  even 
this  Government  has  proposed.  I  beg 
to  move  lhat  the  Bill  be  read  a  third 
time  this  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Sir  Wilfrid Latvsoii.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
1  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

(4.21.)  Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Brad- 
ford, Central)  :  I  merely  wish  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  why  it  is 
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a  Return  I  moved  for  10  days  ago 
showing  the  military  expenditure  during 
the  present  year  has  not  been  already 
laid  before  the  House  1  It  is  as  well  we 
should  have  had  the  Return  before  the 
Third  Reading  of  this  Bill,  because  I 
think  it  will  be  found  we  are  spending 
for  military  purposes  £4,000,000  or 
,£5,000,000  over  and  above  the  amount 
provided  for  by  taxation. 

*(4.23.)       Mr.      WINTERBOTHAM 

(Gloucestershire,  Cirencester)  :  I  had  no 

opportunity  on  the  Second  Reading  of 

entering  my  protest  against  the  Bill.     I 

therefore  wish  to  join  with  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cockermouth 
(Sir  W.  Lawson)  in  opposing  the  Bill. 
I  look  upon  the  Bill  as  introducing  a 
principle  most  disastrous  and  most  mis- 
chievous. I  am  informed  by  a  leading 
man  in  the  City  that  the  shares  of  those 
large  Brewery  Companies  interested 
largely  in  tied  public  house  property  are 
going  up  day  by  day  since  the  policy  of 
the  Government  on  this  point  has  been 
initiated.  Whatever  the  good  intentions 
of  the  Government  may  be,  the  actual 
effect  of  their  policy  is  seen  in  the  aug- 
mented value  of  public  house  property 
and  brewery  shares. 

(4.24.)     Mr.   T.   FRY   (Darlington): 

As  I,  too,  had  not  an  opportunity  upon 

the    Second   Reading,    I    wish   at   this 

stage    to    join   in   the    protest    against 

this  Bill.     I  think  the  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  must  now  be  ^satisfied  that 

public  opinion  is  growing  exceedingly 
fast  against  this  measure.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  find  time  on 
Saturday  week  to  attend  the  Hyde  Park 
meeting  and  see  the  large  numbers  who 
will  flock  to  the  Park  to  protest  against 
the  Government  proposals.  Reference 
has  been  made  to  the  character  of  the 
public  meeting  held  in  Glasgow.  To 
some  extent  the  same  remarks  will 
apply  to  the  meeting  of  the  Church 
of  England  Temperance  Society.  Hon. 
Members  have  read  that  Canon  Wilber- 
force  has  said  he  will  never  again  go 
to  a  meeting  of  that  body  until  the 
Council  have  purged  themselves  from 
the  invitation  which  they  have  issued 
to  their  members  to  support  the 
licensing  proposals  of  the  Government. 


(4.25.)  Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  promised 
a  Select  Committee  to  consider  the 
financial  arrangements  as  between  the 
three  countries.  I  suppose  the  Motion 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
will  appear  in  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
immediately  after  Whitsuntide.  As  to 
the  Irish  share  of  the  money,  I  should 
also  like  to  have  a  Return  showing  how 
the  money  is  to  be  distributed  during 
the  first  financial  year,  and  eventually 
between  the  several  counties  and  the 
corporations  as  soon  as  the  principles  of 
Local  Government  are  extended  to 
Ireland. 

(4.27.)  The  SECRETARY  to  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  I 
am  sorry  that  it  has  not  been  possible  to 
present  'the  Return  asked  for  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford.  I  had 
hoped  to  present  the  Return  yesterday, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware 
that  it  refers  to  Navy  expenditure  as 
well,  and  this  involves  dealing  with  two 
Departments  instead  of  one.  It  has  been 
found  that  it  is  not  possible  to  follow 
exactly  the  wording  of  the  Return,  or 
to  give  the  figures  in  the  form  in  which 
they  are  asked  for.  There  is  not  much 
alteration,  however.  It  is  extremely 
important  in  presenting  the  Returns  to 
remember  that  the  Treasury  become 
responsible  for  the  accuracy  of  the 
figures,  and  we,  therefore,  ask  for  a  little 
indulgence,  in  order  that  we  may  have 
time  to  examine  the  figures  carefully. 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  present  the  Return 
on  the  first  day  after  the  recess. 

*(4.28.)  Mr.  S.  GEDGE  (Stockport)  : 
Reference  has  been  made  to  the  action 
of  the  Church  of  England  Temperance 
Society  in  this  matter,  and  to  the  seces- 
sion of  the  Rev.  Canon  Wilberforce.  As 
everybody  knows,  Canon  Wilberforce  is 
a  very  extreme  man.  ifhe  action  of  the 
Society  has  been  dictated  by  sound  com- 
mon sense,  and  by  an  earnest  desire  to 
promote  true  sobriety  and  temperance  in 
every  part  of  the  country.  It  was 
because  they  recognised  that  the  Bill  was 
an  honest  and  well-devised  effort  in  that 
direction  that  they  were  glad  to  support 
it.  If,  as  is  alleged,brewery  shares  have 
gone  up  since  the  introduction  of  this 
Bill,  the  fact  is  solely  due  to  the  tactics 
of  the  Opposition.  It  is  because  of  their 
constant  misrepresentations  of  the  scheme 
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that  people  outside  who  have  not  closely 
studied  the  Bills  believe  their  statements 
to  be  true,  and  that  the  Government 
really  propose  to  compensate  the  pub- 
licans. Believing  these  misrepresenta- 
tions, they  naturally  rush  to  buy  the 
shares.  They  will  find  they  are  mis- 
taken, and  that  the  Bill  does  not  propose 
compensation.  The  scheme  is  voluntary, 
and  need  not  be  put  into  operation  at  all 
by  the  County  Councils  unless  they 
like. 

.  (4.30.)  Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks, 
N.)  :  I  take  the  opportunity  of  expressing 
my  opinion  that  there  is  no  more  hollow, 
unsecure  Society  to  be  found  in  England 
than  the  Church  of  England  Temperance 
Society.  I  do  not  know  of  a  single  in- 
stance in  which  of  two  candidates  before 
a  constituency,  the  one  in  favour  of  tem- 
perance principles  and  the  other  not,  the 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society 
gave  its  support  to  the  temperance  can- 
didate. I  have  never  heard  of  a  single 
instance.  Canon  Farrar  has  referred  to 
the  fact  that  of  the  12  working-class 
Representatives  in  this  House  who  are 
temperance  men  not  one  received  sup- 
port from  the  Church  of  England  Tem- 
perance Society. 

•(4.31.)      Mb.  GOSCHEN:   1   do  not 

know    whether  it  is    expected    that   I 

should  answer  the  questions  that  have 

been  put.      I  cannot  undertake  that  the 

names  of  the  Committee  shall  be  put 
upon  the  Notice  Paper  immediately  after 
Whitsuntide.  The  nominations  and  terms 
of  reference  will  require  a  good  deal  of 
reflection.  The  hon.  Member  will  recall 
to  mind  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Mor- 
ley)  expressed  some  doubt  whether  the 
Committee  could  be  appointed  this  Ses- 
sion. We  shall  do  our  best  for  this 
Session,  and,  if  the  Committee  cannot  be 
appointed  at  pnce,  at  ail  events,  we  will 
proceed  without  delay  to  put  together 
the  information  to  be  laid  before  the 
Committee.  As  to  the  Return  asked 
for,  I  will  communicate  with  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, but,  of  course,  the  points  mentioned 
can  be  raised  on  the  Local  Taxation 
BUI. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  It  will  be  rather  late 
then  to  enter  upon  it 
Mr,  Gedge 


•Mr.  GOSCHEN :  Well,  it  shall  be  pro- 
vided at  the  earliest  possible  date.  I 
will  confer  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
on  the  subject. 

(4.34.)  Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great 
Grimsby)  :  I  only  wish  to  say,  in  regard 
to  the  hollowness  of  the  Church  of 
England  Temperance  Society,  that  I  think 
there  is  something  more  hollow  in  the 
declamations  against  the  Society  by  hon. 
Members  who  support  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Cockermouth  (Sir  W. 
Lawson).  Looking  over  the  Amendment 
Paper  I  find  the  only  Amendments  of 
importance  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine)  are 
those  which  emanate  from  the  Church 
of  England  Temperance  Society. 

(4.35.)  The  House  divided  : — Ayes 
141  ;  Noes  67.— (Div.  List,  No.  109.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CONTAGIOUS     DISEASES      (ANIMALS) 
(PLEUROPNEUMONIA)  BILL.— (No.  168.) 

As  amended,  considered. 

(4.45.)  The  PRESIDENT  of  the 
BOARD  op  AGRICULTURE  (Mr. 
Chaplin,  Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) :  The 
new  clause  I  have  to  propose  has  rela- 
tion to  the  commencement  of  the  Act. 
I  have  named  the  1st  of  September  next, 
on  the  assumption  that  the  Bill  will 
receive  the  Royal  Assent  by  the  end  of 
June,  aud  thus  an  interval  of  two  months 
will  elapse  ^fore  it  comes  into  opera- 
tion. 

New  Clause,  "This  Act  shall  come 
into  operation  on  the  first  day  of  Sep- 
tember one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
ninety,"  read  a  first  and  second  time,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

(4.46.)  Mr.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.)  :  In 
moving  the  new  clause,  of  which  I  have 
given  notice,  I  j  need  not  detain  the 
House  beyond  a  few  minutes.  I  am 
glad  to  say  that  when  the  Bill  was  pass- 
ing through  Committee  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  showed  a  certain  amount  of 
sympathy  with  the  question  which  was 
raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Longford  and  myself,  and  promised  to 
meet  us  as  far  as  he  could  on  the  Report 
stage  of  the  Bill.  This  new  clause  pro- 
poses to  put  some  limitation  upon  the 
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powers  and  duties  of  the  officers  who  us  so  far  as  to  fix  some  definite  limit 
may  be  appointed  under  the  Act.  As  within  which  the  declaration  shall  be 
the  Bill  at  present  stands  those  powers  made, 
are  absolutely  undefined ;  but  we  want 
to  provide  that  those  who  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  shall  take  action 
within  a  certain  time,  and  practically  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  assented  to  the 
first  part  of  the  clause,  for  I  understand 
he  proposes  to  insert  21  days  in  Sub- 
section 6  as  the  period  within  which  the 
powers  of  compulsory  slaughter  shall  be 
carried  into  effect ;  but  what  I  want  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  do  is,  when  the 
slaughter  has  taken  effect,  to  declare  the 
area  free  from  infection  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible. Suppose  the  slaughter  has  taken 
place  within  the  21  days,  and  it  is  found 
that  the  slaughtered  cattle  were  actually 
not  suffering  from  pie uro- pneumonia  at 
all,  but  were  perfectly  free  from  that 
disease,  then  I  say  there  should  be  no 
delay  in  declaring  the  area  free  from  the 
disease.  Without  some  limitation  of 
time,  that  will  happen  which  happens 
under  the  existing  Act,  that  the  officials 
will  allow  a  great  number  of  days  to  pass 
without  taking  action  at  all,  simply  from 
thoughtlessness  or  carelessness,  and  dairy- 
men and  others  will  thus  be  subjected  to 
an  unnecessary  amount  of  expense  and 
annoyance.  I  by  no  means  insist  on 
the  two  days  mentioned  in  the  Amend- 
ment if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
that  a  longer  interval  is  necessary ;  but, 
at  all  events,  there  should  not  be  an  un- 
limited time  left  open.  Then  the  other 
branch  of  my  clause  refers  to  the  other 
contingency,  that  after  slaughter  it 
appears  that  the  cattle  were  infected 
with  the  disease.  Hero  I  propose  that, 
in  the  same  way,  there  shall  be  a  limit 
to  the  ban  which  is  placed  upon  the  area  or 
place.  Upon  the  best  advice  1  can  get,  it 
appears  thai  56  days  is  a  sufficient  interval 
wherein  to  decide  that  infection  has 
disappeared  after  the  diseased  animals 
have  been  slaughtered,  and  1  provide 
that  the  loss  and  annoyance  to  the 
proprietor  shall  not  have  an  indefinite 
continuance.  It  is  too  often  the  case 
that  in  legislation  on  this  subject  the 
interests  of  the  owners  is  lost  sight  of, 
and  the  officials  are  left  too  free  a  hand. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  shown 
sympathy  with  our  object  in  inserting 
the  21  days'  limit  in  the  first  instance, 
and  I  hope  he  will  see  his  way  to  meeting 
VOL.  CCCXL1V.      [third  series.] 


New  Clause — 

"  The  Board  of  Agriculture  shall,  within  five 
days  from  the  putting  in  force  of  the  powers 
given  them  by  Sub -section  6,  Section  16,  of  the 
principal  Act,  cause  all  suspected  cattle  to  be 
slaughtered. 

(1.)  Upon  such  slaughter  being  carried 
into  effect,  should  it  appear  that  such 
suspected  cattle  were  not  affected  with 
pleuro- pneumonia  then  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  shall  within  two  days  de- 
clare by  order  any  field,  shed,  yard,  or 
other  place,  where  such  suspected  cattle 
may  have  been,  free  from  pleuropneu- 
monia ; 

(2.)  Upon  such  slaughter,  should  it  appear 
that  such  suspected  cattle  were  affected 
with  pleuro- pneumonia,  then  at  the  end  of 
56  days  from  the  date  of  such  slaughter 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  shall  declare 
by  order  any  field,  shed,  yard,  or  other 
place,  where  such  suspected  cattle 
may  have  been,  free  from  pleuro -pneu- 
monia," 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

(4.53.)  Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  : 
I  join  with  my  hon.  Friend  in  recogni- 
tion of  the  spirit  with  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  endeavoured  to 
meet  our  wishes  in  providing  that  the 
decision  as  to  exercising  the  powers 
of  slaughter  shall  be  carried  out 
in  a  reasonable  time.  These  powers 
having  been  carried  out,  it  is  reason- 
able that  the  declaration  of  infection 
should  not  be  indefinitely  continued  in 
either  contingency,  whether  the  disease 
is  found  not  to  have  existed  or  whether 
there  is  proof  that  it  did  exist.  At 
present  there  is  a  minimum  period  within 
which  the  area  cannot  be  declared  free, 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
that  under  all  circumstances  it  would  not 
be  safe  to  limit  that  period  we  do  not 
seek  to  alter  it,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  I 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  there  should 
be  some  maximum  period  within  which 
the  declaration  of  freedom  from  infection 
should  be  made. 

(4.55.)  Me.  CHAPLIN :  I  am  glad 
to  find  hon.  Members  approve  of  the 
Amendment  I  have  placed  upon  the 
Paper  proposing  the  limit  of  21  days, 
and  which  I  proposed  with  a  view  to 
3  P 
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meeting  what,  I  think,  were  reasonable 
objections  raised.  Now,  as  to  the  first 
point  raised  in  the  present  Amendment, 
that  if  animals  are  slaughtered,  and  it  is 
subsequently  found  that  they  were  not 
suffering  from  the  disease,  then  the 
locality  shall  be  declared  free  within  two 
days,  that  contemplates  a  contingency 
which  it  is  almost  impossible  can  arise, 
because  no  slaughter  could  take  place 
unless  there  was  reason  to  suppose  the 
disease  existed.  It  is  true  that  a  num- 
ber of  animals  suspected  of  disease 
might  be  slaughtered,  but  I  do  not 
think  that  circumstances  could  arise 
under  which  a  general  slaughter  could 
be  ordered,  unless  it  was  proved  that 
some  animals  were  infected  with  the 
disease,  and  the  disease  can  always  be 
detected.  Then,  as  regards  the  second 
contingency  with  which  the  clause  '  pur- 
poses to  deal,  the  period  of  time  within 
which  it  shall  be  obligatory  upon  the 
authorities  to  declare  the  locality  free. 
This  matter  has  been  arranged,  and  is 
now  carried  out  under  the  Act  of  1878, 
and  I  have  not  found  that  the  arrange- 
ments are  defective,  or  that  serious  com- 
plaints have  arisen  of  the  administration 
under  that  Act.  So  many  contingencies, 
so  many  conditions  may  arise  known 
only  to  experts,  who  have  to  put  into 
operation  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  that 
it  is  important  to  leave  the  officials  the 
widest  discretion.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  am  of  opinion  that  to  accept  this 
second  part  of  the  clause  might  be  to 
place  the  infected  locality  in  a  worse 
position.  One  good  reason  submitted  to 
me  is  this: — A  man  in  buying  stock 
very  often  buys  from  one  herd,  and  the 
stock  when  sent  home  are  perhaps  dis- 
tributed over  two  or  three  farms.  A 
case  of  disease  breaks  out  in  an  animal 
in  one  locality,  and  the  animal  there 
being  slaughtered,  and  within  56  days  the 
place  being  declared  free,  what  is  the 
result?  Immediately  other  stock  are 
imported  from  the  other  two  farms,  with, 
perhaps,  the  consequence  that  there  is 
a  fresh  outbreak  of  disease,  among 
animals  from  the  same  herd  originally. 
There  is  every  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
Board  to  administer  the.  Act  with  the 
greatest  possible  consideration  for  the 
convenience  of  all  concerned,  but  I  am 
strongly  impressed  with  the  importance 
of  leaving  the  widest  discretion  possible 
Mr.  Chaplin 


to  those  who  have  the  responsibility  of 
carrying  out  the  Act,  and  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  think  it  necessary  to 
press  the  Motion. 

(5.0.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT(Aberdeen,E.) : 
What  I  would  point  out  is  that  we  should 
secure  uniformity  of  action  and  the  co- 
operation of  the  different  authorities  in  the 
boroughs  and  counties.  That  is  far  more 
important,  I  think,  than  laying  down  a 
hard  and  fast  line.  It  is  to  be  depre- 
cated that  while  one  Local  Authority  is 
doing  its  duty  another  one  should  be 
acting  carelessly. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Mb.  CHILLY :  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  which  covers 
mine,  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
propose  that  which  I  have  on  the  Paper. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  when  the  Bill 
becomes  law  it  will  be  carried  out  with 
spirit  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
that  local  officers  will  be  subjected  to  a 
supervision  which  will  free  the  owners  of 
cattle  from  unnecessary  delay. 

Me.  SEXTON :  Perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  no  objection  to 
issuing  a  Memorandum  to  the  local 
officials. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  Yes. 
Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  5, 
page  3,  line  23,  to  leave  out  the  word 
"  General,"  and  insert  the  words  "  Cattle 
Pleuro-Pneumonia." — (Mr.  Chaplin.) 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  I  believe  the  effect  of 
this  Amendment  will  be  to  enable  the 
special  losses  incurred  by  certain  Unions 
in  Ireland,  especially  by  the  North  and 
South  Dublin  Unions,  to  be  defrayed 
out  of  the  moneys  provided  by  this  Act. 
I  should  be  glad  to  be  assured  of  that 
fact. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN:  That  is  the  effect, 
for  the  reason  that  much  of  the  work  to 
be  accomplished  has  already  been  done. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  general ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Question,  "That  the  words  '  cattle 
plenro  pneumonia*  be  there  inserted/' 
put,  and  agreed  to. 


1713    Allotments  Act  (1887)       {Mat  23,  1890} 


Amendment  BUI, 


1714 


Mfe.  CHAPLIN :  I  beg  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  third  time. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT:  I  only  wish  to 
make  one  observation.  I  think  there  is 
one  defect,  though  I  thoroughly  approve 
of  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  The  Lord 
Advocate  is  not  in  his  place  to  answer 
for  Scotland.  We  have  three  alternatives 
— the  local  taxes,  the  taxation  of  the 
^Nationalities,  and — which  the  Govern- 
ment have  been  good  enough  to  step  in 
with — the  Imperial  Treasury.  To  that 
•extent  I  take  this  opportunity  of  saying 
that  I  think  the  measure  is  defective. 

Mr.  CRILLY:  I  am  glad  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  consented  to 
.send  out  a  Memorandum  to  insist  that 
the  work  under  the  Act  shall  not  be 
delayed.  I  have  received  a  telegram 
this  morning  which  gives  an  instance  of 
the  vexatious  loss  caused  by  official  delay. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  I  am  very  much 
obliged  to  the  House  for  allowing  me  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time. 
I  readily  undertake  to  issue  the  Memo- 
randum to  local  officials. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ALLOTMENTS  ACT  (1887)  AMENDMENT 
BILL.-(No.  147.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  4. 

(5.7.)  Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.) :  I 
heg  to  move  in  Clause  4,  page  2,  line  27,  at 
end,  to  add  "  whose  deliberations  shall  be 
public."  I  do  not  think  it  likely  that 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  has  the  smallest  idea  how  this 
clause  will  work;  and  I  dare  say  he 
does  not  know  much  of  the  composition 
of  County  Councils.  I  have  got  a  little 
information  about  the  Bucks  County 
Council,  and  who  are  likely  to  be  the 
Committee  to  deal  with  allotments,  one 
piece  of  information  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  be  very  glad  to  have.  The 
Bucks  County  Council  consists  of  three  - 
fourths  of  Conservatives  and  one-fourth 
of  Liberals,  and  I  am  very  proud  to 
know  that  the  Liberals  come  from  the 
constituency  which  I  have  the  honour  to 
represent,  who  are  the  gentlemen  who 
are  going  to  form  the  Committee  and 
whose  deliberations  are  to  be  private.  I 
find  no  less  than  40  Guardians  on  the 


Buckinghamshire  County  Council  out  of 
68  Members.  There  are  13  elected 
Guardians  and  27  ex  officio  Guardians. 
These  men  are  not  likely  to  wish  to 
upset  the  decision  of  the  Rural  Sanitary 
Authority,  who  are  the  Guardians.  What 
check  have  we  got  upon  them  ?  The 
only  check  is  publicity.  If  these  men 
are  going  to  try  to  shirk  the  duty  imposed 
upon  them,  as  I  believe  they  will,  it  will 
only  be  a  natural  result.  They  do  not 
wish  to  come  to  a  decision  against  the 
Guardians,  who  have  already  done  all 
they  can  to  prevent  the  men  getting 
their  allotments.  Therefore,  I  think  we 
want  publicity.  Now,  then,  we  have  gop, 
to  begin  with,  out  of  68  members,  40 
Guardians.  Out  of  the  remaining  28 
members  of  the  Committee  there  are 
10  tradesmen,  eight  gentlemen,  three 
brewers,  two  farmers,  two  soldiers,  two 
parsons,  and  one  labourer.  It  is  a 
singular  thing  that  there  are  only  two 
farmers  out  of  that  rural  constituency 
on  the  County  Council.  Who  are  likely 
to  be  the  gentlemen  appointed  ?  Accord- 
ing to  the  Act  they  must  be,  I  think, 
more  than  one-third  of  the  County 
Council.  That  is  not  more  than  27. 
That  number  would  make  a  cumbrous 
Committee.  Unless  there  is  some- 
thing in  the  Bill,  the  Committee  will 
be  able  to  hold  its  meetings  in  private. 
I  suppose  they  would  only  appoint  a  small 
Committee,  and  the  question  is,  what 
class  of  men  are  they  likely  to  appoint  ? 
I  should  hope  they  would  appoint  some 
labourers  upon  it;  but  they  are  more 
likely  to  appoint  Magistrates  and  gentle- 
men resident  in  the  district,  who,  in  the 
future  as  in  the  past,  -  will  do  their 
utmost  to  prevent  the  labourers  obtaining 
allotments  under  the  compulsory  powers 
of  the  Bill.  ["  No,  no  ! "]  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  say  "  no,"  but  I  can  assure 
them  I  have  been  informed  by  different 
gentlemen  that  they  strongly  disapprove 
of  these  compulsory  powers.  I  do  not 
wonder  at  this.  It  is  quite  natural  that 
they  should  disapprove  of  these  powers, 
and  do  their  best  to  oppose  them.  They 
say:  "If  you  carry  these  compulsory 
provisions  we  will  do  all  we  can  to 
prevent  their  being  carried  into  execu- 
tion.1' This  has  been  said  to  me  in  the 
County  of  Bucks,  which  is  a  typical 
county,  and  I  am  very  anxious  that  the 
Twy  ford  men  should  get  their  allotments 
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as  soon  as  possible.  1  mean  to  go  down 
there  on  Saturday  and  tell  the  men  the 
Government  are  doing  all  they  can  to 
prevent  their  getting  their  allotments 
for  the  next  two  years.  Why  should 
these  Committee  meetings  be  held  in 
secret  ?  The  Rural  Sanitary  Authority 
always  holds  its  meetings  in  public  with 
reporters  present,  and  I  believe  that  is 
the  case  everywhere.  I  think  it  would 
be  deplorable  if  a  body  holding  its 
general  meetings  in  public  and  prevent- 
ing the  labourers  from  getting  allotments 
should  give  them  an  appeal  to  a  body 
meeting  in  secret.  I  believe  the  Com- 
mittees of  most  of  the  County  Councils 
hold  private  meetings;  and  unless  the 
Bill  renders  these  meetings  public,  I  am 
afraid  they  will  continue  to  be  held  in 
private.  The  labourers  have  already 
been  waiting  three  years  for  their  allot- 
ments; they  are  now  told  they  must 
wait  till  next  Michaelmas  two  years,  and 
that  then  they  must  go  before  a  body 
sitting  in  secret  conclave  if  they  wish  to 
assert  their  rights,  in  which  case  they 
will  be  subject  to  all  the  pressure  and 
influence  which  those  who  live  on  the 
spot  know  so  well  how  to  exercise. 
During  the  Committee  on  this  Bill  all 
the  Amendments  proposed  have  had  but 
one  object,  namely,  to  make  a  bad  Bill 
work  better  if  possible.  We  have  told 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
that  the  Bill  will  not  work.  He  said 
it  would ;  but  if  it  is  to  work  at  all,  we 
ought  not  to  be  kept  waiting  for  two 
years  to  see  how  it  will  work.  I  cannot 
see  why  my  Amendment  should  not  be 
.accepted.  Why  should  not  the  tribunal 
of  appeal  to  which  the  labourers  must 
go  be  a  public  tribunal  ?  As  the  meetings 
of  the  Sanitary  Authority  are  held  in 
public,  the  same  rule  should  apply  to 
the  meetings  of  the  County  Council 
Committees  to  which  the  labourers  must 
appeal. 

*(5.20.)  Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  cannot  quite 
see  the  force  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man's logic.  He  argues  that,  because 
the  Sanitary  Authorities  have  held  their 
meetings  in  public,  and  have  failed  to 
do  their  duty,  therefore  we  must  compel 
the  Committees  of  the  County  Council 
to  hold  their  meetings  in  public  likewise. 
How  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  can 
satisfy  his  own  mind  with  such  an  argu- 
ment I  cannot  possibly  conceive.  He  has 
Captain  Verney 


said  a  good  deal  of  what  is  done  in  Bucks, 
and  has  told  us  that  a  large  number  of 
Guardians  have  there  been  elected  on 
the  County  Councils.  That,  of  course,  is 
a  matter  for  the  electors  of  that  county, 
but  it  would  seem  that  if  there  be  a  large 
proportion  of  Guardians  on  the  Bucks 
County  Council,  they  have  been  put  there 
because  the  electors  have  thought  they 
have  done  their  duty  as  Guardians. 
Unlike  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
I  have  full  confidence  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Couuty  Councils,  and  in  their  anxiety 
to  perform  their  duties  in  a  manner  most 
in  accordance  with  the  interests  of  their 
constituents,  and,  for  my  part,  I  decline 
to  be  a  party  to  fettering  their  action  in 
this  matter  in  a  manner  which  is  not 
applicable  to  any  other  portion  of  their 
duties.  County  Councils,  including  that 
of  Bucks,  do  not  hold  their  meetings  in 
public.  I  remember  the  discussion 
which  took  place  on  this  question  of 
holding  public  meetings  of  the  Committees 
of  the  London  County  Council,  and  on 
that  occasion  it  was  resolved  by  a  large 
majority  that  those  meetings  should  not 
be  held  in  public. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  4r 
page  2,  line  30,  after  the  word  "  division," 
to  insert  the  words  "  any  County  Alder- 
man residing  within  and." — (Sir  R. 
Knightley.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(5.28.)  Mr.  H.  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding) :  I  hope  that,  as  the  House 
has  already  decided  not  to  give  prescriptive 
rights  to  Aldermen,  the  Government  will 
not  accept  this  Amendment.  We  had  this 
question  fought  over  and  over  again  on 
the  principal  Act,  with  the  result  I  have 
just  stated  ;  and  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  hitherto  resisted  all  the  pressure 
brought  to  bear  upon  him  in  regard  to 
this  matter  from  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House,  I  trust  he  will  not  now  listen  to 
the  Amendment  moved  from  his  own 
side,  the  effect  of  which  would  only  be 
to  delay  the  passage  of  the  Bill. 

*Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  quite  sympathise 
with  the  object  of  my  hon.  Friend  in  the 
Amendment  he  has  proposed,  and,  for  my 
own  part,  I  think  that  the  presence  of  an 
Alderman  residing  in  the  locality  might 
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have  a  beneficial  influence  on  the  de- 
liberations of  the  Committee.  Still,  I 
cannot  but  feel  the  importance  of  the 
objection  taken  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite;  and,  feeling  that  it  would  be 
illogical  for  us  now  to  take  up  the  posi- 
tion suggested  by  the  Amendment,  I 
trust  my  hon.  Friend  will  not  deem  it 
expedient  to  persist  In  his  Amendment. 


Sir  R.  KNIGHTLE  Y  :  After  what  has 
been  said  by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  I  beg 
leave  to  withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

(5.30.)  CAFTAiNBETHELL(York,E.R, 
Holderness) :  I  am  surprised  to  find  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  is  accepting  Clause 
4,  which  has  the  direct  result  of  limiting 
the  powers  of  the  County  Councils,  and 
also  that  he  has  accepted  from  an  hon. 
Member  who  objects  to  the  powers  given 
to  the  Councils  an  Amendment  which 
makes  this  clause  still  more  drastic.  If 
we  are  going  to  give  these  powers  at  all 
we  ought  to  give  them  freely  and  to 
let  the  County  Councils  do  their  work  in 
their  own  way.  Why  should  we 
insist  on  having  a  Standing  Committee 
at  all?  If  the  Council  desire  to  have 
more  than  one-fourth,  why  should  they 
not  ?  We  have  already  got  three  Com- 
mittees, two  of  which — the  Lunacy  and 
Finance  Committees — are,  to  some  extent, 
independent,  and  why  should  you  have 
another  independent  Committee,  which 
may  still  further  hamper  the  work  of 
the  Council  ?  Everything  which  is  pro- 
posed might  be  done  by  the  Council 
itself,  and  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  only  hamper  the  Council 
and  detract  from  its  dignity  and  general 
use.  There  can  be  no  reason  whatever 
for  insisting  on  this  limitation  being 
placed  upon  the  Council,  whose  powers 
are  already  unnecessarily  and  improperly 
limited.  I  wish  we  could  persuade  my 
right  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  this 
•clause ;  but,  failing  that,  I  am  glad  to 
have  this  opportunity  of  entering  a 
strong  and  vigorous  protest  against  this 
bad  system  of  limiting  and  violating  the 
powers  of  the  County  Councils. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
Clause  4  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 


Clause  5. 

(5.35.)  Mr.  H.  STEWART :  I  propose 
to  move  the  Amendment  which  stands  in 
.the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Cirencester  Division,  the  object  of  which 
is  to  substitute  for  the  Sanitary  Authority, 
as  a  body  to  which  the  County  Council 
may  delegate  their  powers  as  to  the 
management  of  allotments,  a  Committee 
consisting  of  a  member  of  the  County 
Council  for  the  district,  two  ratepayers 
chosen  by  the  allotment  holders,  and 
two  ratepayers  chosen  in  open  Vestry. 
By  the  Bill,  a*  it  at  present  stands,  the 
County  Council  is  to  give  the  first  con- 
sideration to  a  body  which  is  discredited. 
For  my  own  part,  I  would  have  preferred 
a  Parish  Council ;  but  as  we  have  been 
beaten  on  that  point,  I  do  press  the  Go- 
vernment to  accept  this  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

"  In  page  3,  line  20,  after  the  word  '  to/  to 
leave  out  the  words  *  the  sanitary  authority/ 
and  insert  *  a  committee  consisting  of — (1)  The 
member  of  county  council  for  the  district ; 
(2)  two  ratepayers  chosen  by  the  allotment 
holders;  (3)  two  ratepayers  chosen  in  open 
vestry.'  "—{Mr.  RalUy  Stewart.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

(5.38.)  Mr.  W.  H.  LONG:  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  who  proposed  this 
Amendment  must  have  overlooked  the 
fact  that  under  this  Bill  the  County 
Council  has  double  powers ;  that  it  may 
either  delegate  its  duties  in  this  respect 
to  the  Sanitary  Authorities,  or,  on  the 
recommendation  of  one-sixth  of  the 
electors  of  the  parish,  appoint  allotment 
managers.  You  thus  have  introduced 
the  element  of  local  administration.  I 
think  it  is  hardly  worth  while  to  appoint 
another  method  and  to  create  another 
local  Parish  Authority.  I  trust  that  the 
Amendment  will  not  be  pressed. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  6. 

Amendments  made ;  Clause  agreed  to. 

(5.42.)  Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks, 
N.) :  I  beg  bo  move  the  new  clause  of 
which  I  have  given  notice.  I  think  the 
proposal  is  a  very  reasonable  one.  It  is 
that  the  school  of  the  parish  should,  if 
in  receipt  of  a  Government  grant,  be  tA 
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the  service  of  the  authority  to  which 
the  allotment  powers  are  delegated ;  of 
coarse  on  payment  of  any  expenses  that 
may  be  incurred.  I  do  hope  that  the 
Government  will  accept  this  proposal. 

New  Clause  (Use  of  School  on  Pay- 
ment of  Expenses,) — {Captain  Verney,) — 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  and  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  added  to  the  Bill." 

(5.44.)  Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON 
(Suffolk,  Eye) :  I  trust  the  Government 
will  accept  this  new  clause.  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  case  of  a  rural 
parish  is  very  different  to  that  of  a  town. 
In  the  latter  there  is  usually  a  town 
hall,  where  public  business  may  be  tran- 
sacted, but  most  villages  are  entirely 
without  a  public  hall  of  any  kind,  and 
the  parish  school  is  the  most  suitable 
building  for  the  purpose.  Surely  the 
Government  might  consent  to  allow 
schools  to  be  used  for  this  purpose  ? 

(5.46.")  Mb.  W  H.  LONG :  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
that  the  Government  entirely  sympathise 
with  the  spirit  of  the  Amendment,  but 
all  those  who  are  conversant  with  village 
life  must  be  aware  that  the  Educational 
Authorities  have  found  great  difficulty 
from  the  somewhat  too  frequent  use  of 
the  school  buildings.  The  Government 
do  not  disapprove  of  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  at  all,  and  they  will  con- 
sider the  question  between  this  and  the 
Report  stage. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(5.48.)  Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON: 
Between  this  and  the  Report  stage  I 
hope  the  Government  will  have  the  Bill 
re-printed. 

Mb.  LONG :  Certainly. 

Bill  reported  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered on  Tuesday  3rd  June,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  318.] 

SUPPLY-REPORT. 

Resolution,  22nd  May,  reported  (see 
page  1632.) 

Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution." 
Captain  Verney 


(5.50.)  Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  r 
I  have  now  to  demand  from  the  Irish 
Government  an  explicit  declaration  of 
their  intentions  with  respect  to  a  public 
meeting,  fixed  to  be  held  at  Tipperary,  on 
Sunday  next,  in  order  to  afford  the 
Members  for  the  district  an  opportunity 
for  conferring  with  their  constituents  on 
public  affairs,  and  especially  on  the 
legislative  proposals  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land which  are  at  present  before  the 
House.  I  insist  that  there  is  nothing  in 
the  state  of  popular  feeling  in  the  dis- 
trict constituting  anything  like  a  menace 
to  public  order  or  the  public  peace. 
It  cannot  be  pretended  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  is  in  operation  there  now.  On 
the  13th  of  last  month  a  public  meeting 
on  a  very  large-scale  was  allowed  at  this 
very  spot,  without  interference  on  the 
part  of  the  authorities,  and  the  result 
justified  such  non-interference,  and  I 
maintain  that  there  is  no  rational  ground 
for  apprehending  danger  in  the  present 
case.  The  meeting  has  been  advertised 
for  many  weeks ;  extensive  arrangements 
have  been  made  for  holding  it,  and 
contingents  of  Nationalists  are  to  attend 
from  various  parts  of  the  country.  We 
are  now  within  48  hours  of  the  time 
fixed  for  the  meeting  on  Sunday,  and 
yet  the  people  and  all  concerned  are  left 
in  ignorance  as  to  whether  the  meeting 
is  to  be  permitted  or  not.  Such  a  policy, 
I  contend,  is  calculated  to  create  disorder. 
I  know  that  within  the  last  few  hours, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  had  a 
private  conversation  with  Mr.  Smith- 
Barry  and  his  agent.  There  can  be  no- 
worse  enemy  of  tho  public  peace  than 
the  Minister  or  the  Government  which 
allows  arrangements  for  a  meeting  of 
this  kind  to  go  forward  throughout  a 
wide  district,  and  up  to  the  last  moment 
leaves  everybody  in  doubt  as  to  their 
intentions  in  the  matter.  I  claim  for 
the  people  of  Tipperary  the  right  to  hold 
this  meeting  as  an  essential  and  in- 
dispensable part  of  their  system  of 
Parliamentary  government. 

•(5.47.)  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY 
ros  IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,. 
Manchester,  E.) :  The  information  I 
have  received  does  not  bear  out  the 
notion  that  extensive  local  preparations 
have  been  made  for  the  meeting 
announced  for  next  Sunday  at  Tip- 
perary.      The    information  I    have  re- 
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garding  the  meeting  is  drawn  from 
certain  statements  which  have  appeared 
from  time  to  time  in  the  Freeman's 
Journal,  and  the  report  of  a  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  delivered,  not  in  Tip- 
perary,  but  in  Dublin,  on  the  occasion  of 
a  recent  meeting  of  the  National  League. 
These  are  very  imperfect  sources  of 
information  from  which  to  ascertain 
clearly  or  explicitly  what  the  character 
of  the  demonstration  is  to  be,  and  it  was 
from  the  mouth  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  that  I  first  learnt  that  what 
is  contemplated  is  a  great  open  air 
demonstration  in  the  town  of  Tipperary. 

Mb. SEXTON:  lam  aware  of  five  special 
trains  to  be  run  from  Cork,  Waterford, 
Dublin,'  Kanturk,  and  Clonmel. 

•Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  obliged 
for  the  information;  it  is  not  yet  in 
possession  of  the  authorities  in  Dublin 
Castle,  and,  of  course,  1  will  take  advan- 
tage of  it  to  prevent  the  intending 
excursionists  from  being  put  to  incon- 
venience. The  intended  open  air 
meeting  cannot  be  permitted  by  the 
authorities.  1  am  sure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Belfast  will  agree  that 
nothing  could  be  more  concisely  explicit 
than  the  statement  which,  as  the  Repre- 
sentative of  the  Irish  Government,  I 
made  on  this  subject  yesterday. 

An  hon.  Member:  In  the  William 
O'Brien  Arcade. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  Yes,  in  the 
William  O'Brien  Arcade.  I  was  not 
certain  what  the  meeting  was.  But  I 
did  say,  in  a  most  explicit  and  categorical 
manner,  in  regard  to  Sunday's  meeting, 
that  if  one  of  the  great  open  air  demons- 
trations which  from  time  to  time  had 
taken  place  in  Ireland  was  contemplated, 
that  could  not  be  permitted  in  a  town 
in  the  condition  of  Tipperary  at  this 
moment.  The  hon.  Member  desires  to 
convict  me  of  inconsistency,  because, 
holding  these  views,  there  was  no  at- 
tempt made  to  prevent  the  meeting  in 
connection  with  the  formal  opening  of 
the  William  O'Brien  Arcade.  I  would 
point  out,  however,  that  the  circum- 
stances were  entirely  different.  The 
programme  of  the  demonstration  held, 
I  believe,  on  the  13th  April  [An  hon. 
Member  :  "  The  12th  M]  was  well-known 
to  the  Government,  and  those  who  were 
responsible  for  organising  the  banquet 
were  informed  that  if  the   programme 


was  adhered  to  there  would  be  no  objec- 
tion to  its  being  gone  through.     An  open 
air  meeting  was   no  part  of    the  pro- 
gramme, and  though  I  believe  it  is  the 
fact  that  some  ceremonial  or  other  took 
place  at  the  door  of  the  William  O'Brien 
Arcade,   the   whole   of  the  proceedings 
were  certainly  not    of     the    character 
which  I  understand  attaches  to  the  pro- 
ceedings which  are   to  take   place    on 
Sunday,  and  had  they  been,  the  meeting  of 
the  13th  April  would  have  been  stopped 
precisely  as  two  preceding  meetings,  at 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- East 
Cork    was    announced    to    speak  were 
stopped  earlier  in  the  year,  or  at  the  end 
of  last  year.       The  consistency  or  incon- 
sistency of  the  Government  in  this  mat- 
ter is,  after  all,  a  small  affair.  What  is  of 
importance  is  whether  the  Government 
are  or  are  not  justified  in  interfering 
with  this  meeting,  and  I  say — and  I  say 
it  confidently — that  no  one  who  has  really 
studied  not  merely  the  rights  or  wrongs, 
or   the   origin   of   this  dispute,  but  the 
history  of  the  method  by  which  it  has 
been  carried  on,can  entertain  the  slightest 
doubt   that  meetings  of  this  sort  must 
lead  to  boycotting  and  intimidation,   and 
ought,  therefore,  to  be  prohibited.      I  do 
not   think   it  would   be   convenient  or 
suitable  that  I  should,  on  this  occasion, 
dwell  upon  the  not  only  insufficient  but 
absurd  reasons  that  have   been  alleged 
for  stirring  up  the  tenants  of  my  hon. 
Friend  who  sits  below  the  Gangway  (Mr. 
Smith-Barry),    reasons   which   amount, 
in  short,  to  this  :  that  my  hon.   Friend 
is  one  of  those   who  resis's  an  illegal 
conspiracy   to  which  another    landlord 
might  probably  fall  a  victim.       I    am 
not   going    into    these    reasons,   but  I 
do   not    think   hon.    Gentlemen    oppo- 
site will   persuade   the    people   of  this 
country  that   the  actions  of  the  Mem- 
ber   for   East   Cork    and    others    were 
otherwise   than    wholly    unjustified   in 
their  origin,  as  they  have  been  criminal 
and  disastrous    in    their  consequences. 
What  I   am  more    concerned    with  is 
what   is  actually  taking  place  in    Tip- 
perary   itself,   and   I  do  not    think    it 
at    all   necessary   to   go    into   disputed 
matter  on  this  point,  nor  is  it  necessary 
that  I  should  rely  on  the  reports  of  police 
constables  and  inspectors,  because  it  is  not 
denied  by  the  chief  actors  in  the  drama 
that  intimidation  and  boycotting  have  gone 
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on  to  a  great  extent.  I  observe  that  the 
Member  for  North  Wexford  gave  a 
description  of  the  state  of  things  on  the 
14th  September  last.  In  the  Wexford 
People  the  hon.  Member  was  made  to 
say  that — 

"  He  had  never  seen  such  excitement  in  his 
life  as  there  was  in  the  town  of  Tipperary. 
The  houses  of  the  men  who  paid  their  rents 
were  there  left  alone  by  everyone.  The  houseB 
of  these  men  have  been  nearly  wrecked." 

That  is  a  statement  made  by  a  Member 
of  this  House,  an  influential  Member  of 
the  organisation  which  has  produced 
the  existing  condition  of  things  in 
Tipperary — a  statement  in  which  he 
actually  triumphed  at  the  disasters  which 
his  action,  and  that  of  others,  had 
brought  to  the  town.  Another  Member 
of  the  House,  the  Member  for  Longford, 
is  reported  in  the  Freeman's  Journal, 
with  regard  to  the  conspiracy  not  to  pay 
rents  to  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Smith  - 
Barry),  to  have  said — 

"Would  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Smith  -Barry) 
seek  to  eject  these  tenants.  The  way  to  con- 
sider this  matter  was  to  consider  it  calmly,  and 
he  should  like  to  see  Smith- Barry  trying  to 
eject  a  score  or  more  of  the  principal  shop- 
keepers of  Tipperary !  Ballycoohay  would  be 
nothing  to  it. 

Ballycoohey  is  well-known.  It  is  a  place 
in  Tipperary  where  a  landlord  had  some 
dispute  of  an  agrarian  character,  the 
result  being  that  a  constable  and  the 
steward  of  the  landlord  were  shot  dead. 
I  do  not  misinterpret  this  speech  of  the 
Member  for  Longford  when  I  attribute 
to  him  the  opinion  that  it  was  as 
impossible  for  my  hon.  Friend  to  do  what, 
I  think,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  has  done, 
namely,  evict  a  score  of  the  principal 
shopkeepers  of  Tipperary  who  have  not 
paid  their  rent. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  It  was  done  in  perfect 
peace. 

*Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  observe 
that  at  a  meeting  of  the  Tipperary 
branch  of  the  National  League  Dr.  J.  F. 
O'Ryan  made  a  speech  in  which  he 
moved  a  Resolution  directed  against  my 
hon  Friend  (Mr.  Smith-Barry),  and  in 
which  the  meeting  pledged  itself  from 
that  day  forward  not  to  hold  any  deal- 
ings whatever  with  the  .men  who  paid 
their  rents,  or  their  aiders  or  abettors. 
I  could  multiply  examples  of  that 
kind.  It  is  not  denied,  and  cannot  be 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


denied,  that  there  is  a  conspiracy  against 
the  payment  of  rents,  that  that  con- 
spiracy is  supported  by  intimidation  and 
violence,  that  the  houses  of  those  who 
venture  to  pay  their  rents  have  been 
wrecked,  or  nearly  wrecked.  [Cries  of 
"  No."] 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.) :  Give  a  single  instance. 

•Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  instances 
are  given  by  the  Member  for  North 
Wexford  in  the  speech  I  have  just 
quoted.  It  is  not  denied  that  not  once 
or  twice  but  many  times  there  have 
been  attempts  by  means  of  explosives 
and  otherwise  ["  No,  no !"]  to  terrorise 
and  intimidate  those  who  have  done 
anything  to  fulfil  their  legal  obligations. 
It  is  not  denied,  and  cannot  be,  that 
boycotting  exists  to  an  enormous  extent 
in  Tipperary,  and  since  this  meeting  of 
the  13th  April,  to  which  allusion  has 
been  made,  Father  Humphrys,  a  clergy- 
man  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  has 
written  a  letter,  the  authenticity  of 
which  has  never  been  denied,  in  which 
he  said, — 

"  As  one  of  the  Catholic  clergy  of  Tipperary 
he  protested  against  the  libel  that  he  was  doing 
all  he  oould  to  stop  boycotting." 

I  say  if  that  is  the  attitude  of  Catholic 
clergymen  in  Tipperary,  if  that  is  the 
result  of  the  agitation  started  by  the 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  and  his 
Friends,  if  the  means  I  have  described 
were  being  used  to  intimidate  the  shop- 
keepers of  Tipperary,  the  Government 
would  be  neglecting  its  primary  duty  if 
it  permitted  a  vast  mass  meeting  under 
the  auspices  of  the  Member  for  East 
Cork,  and  the  Member  for  East  Mayo, 
to  be  held,  a  meeting,  the  only  possible 
consequences  of  which  would  be  that  the 
terrorism  which  has  existed  for  the  last 
few  months  would  be  redoubled.  I 
have  had  made  out  an  account  of  certain 
crimes  which  have  taken  place  in  Tipperary 
during  the  last  four  months  of  1887, 
1888,  and  1889  respectively,  which  is 
significant.  I  find  that  the  number  of 
persons  convicted  of  drunkenness, 
assaults,  or  other  crimes  affecting  the 
public  peace  in  these  periods  was,  in 
1887,  143;  in  1888,  162;  and  for  the 
last  four  months  of  1889,  274.  [Laughter 
and  cries  of"  Police  statistics."] 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) : 
You  run  them  up  when  you  like. 
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♦Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Though  thia 
may  appear  a  laughing  matter  to  some 
hon.  Gentlemen,  I  apprehend  that  those 
who  have  the  good  of  Ireland  at  heart 
will  regard  it  as  a  serious  result  of  the 
agitation  of  hon.  Members. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  instead  of  giving  us  the  last 
four  months  of  last  year,  had  given  us 
the  first  four  months  of  this  year,  it 
would  have  been  more  to  the  point. 

•Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  know 
why  it  would  be  more  to  the  point.  I 
may  say  that  these  are  figures  which  I 
got  prepared  for  me  some  months  ago, 
thinking  that  this  question  might  be 
raised ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  thinks  it 
desirable  to  go  into  the  matter  I  will 
have  further  statistics  collected.  I  think 
I  have  said  enough  to  convince  the 
House  that  the  Government  are  more 
than  justified  in  doing  all  they  can  to 
stop  this  proposed  demonstration  in 
Tipperary.  I  can  prove  without  going 
to  police  statistics,  but  relying  on  the 
utterances  of  Catholic  priests,  Members 
of  Parliament,  and  members  of  the 
National  League,  that  a  system  of 
terrorism  and  boycotting  exists  in  Tip- 
perary which  the  Government  is  bound 
to  put  down  by  every  means  in  their 
power,  and  which  they  will  be  responsible 
for  encouraging  if  they  permit  meetings 
of  this  kind  to  take  place  without  doing 
their  best  to  prevent  them. 

(6.17.)  Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  Anyone 
who  has  listened  to  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  interview  he 
had  with  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Smith-Barry)  and  his  agent 
from  Tipparary  has  not  been  without 
effect. 

•Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  4  I  forgot  to 
^allude  to  that  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Sexton)  in  which  he  insinuated  that  the 
action  of  the  Government  had  been  in 
some  way  directed,  or  dictated,  or 
suggested,  by  my  hon.  Friend  below 
the  Gangway.  I  need  hardly  say 
that  I  did  not  consult  with  anyone  but 
my  own  officials  in  determining  what  to 
do. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  Is  it  denied  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  last  night  con- 
ferred with  Mr.  Maurice  Townsend,  the 
agent  for  the  hon.  Member  opposite  1 


*Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  It  is  absolutely 
untrue  to  say  that  the  interview  I  had 
with  Mr.  Townsend  last  night — [Ironical 
Irish  cheers] — yes,  and  which  I  am  not 
ashamed  of  having  had,  decided  the  line 
I  should  take.  That  interview  took 
place  many  hours  after  I  had  sent  over 
a  telegram  to  Ireland  saying  that  under 
no  circumstances  would  an  open  air 
meeting  be  permitted  in  Tipperary. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  Well,  there  was 
a  good  deal  of  uncertainty  in  the  replies 
given  yesterday  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  our  questions  as  to  the 
proposed  meeting,  and  there  was  a  good 
deal  of  uncertainty  to-day  in  the  mind  of 
the  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  stated  distinctly,  when  asked 
the  question,  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
had  stated  yesterday  that  a  meeting  of 
the  kind  which  he  described — a  large 
open  air  meeting- — could  not  be  held,  and 
that  I  had  nothing  to  add  to  the  state- 
ment. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  That  explanation 
may  be  all  very  well  in  its  way,  but 
people  of  common  sense  will  draw  their 
own  conclusions.  It  is  a  very  strange 
thing  that  the  certainty  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  prohibiting  the  meeting 
should  synchronise  so  completely  with 
the  meeting  between  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  Mr.  Townsend.  In  order 
to  justify  the  proclamation  of  the  meet- 
ing the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  quoted 
a  list  of  crimes  which  have  been  com- 
mitted in  the  district.  But  what  is  the 
nature  of  those  so-called  offences?  In 
one  instance  a  constituent  of  mine  was 
charged  with  riot,  and  the  Magistrates, 
having  heard  the  case  against  him, 
found  that  there  had  been  no  riot,  but 
because  they  thought  that  the  meeting 
had  been  an  exciting  one  they  sentenced 
him  to  six  weeks'  imprisonment.  In 
another  case  15  persons  were  charged 
with  taking  part  in  a  riotous  assembly, 
and  although  they  were  acquitted  of 
having  committed  the  offence  with  which 
they  were  charged,  forf  ear  that  they  should 
do  it  again  they  were  all  sent  to  gaol  for 
two  months.  The  statement  that  a  Mr. 
Phillips  was  boycotted,  that  a  policeman 
attending  a  funeral  was  stoned,  and  that 
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the  services  of  a  midwife  were  refused  the  homes  of  the  Irish  people,  backed  up 
to  the  wife  of  a  policeman,  are  absolutely  by  the  arms  and  repression  of  a  tyran- 
untrue,  though  it  is  true  that  at  the  nical  Government, 
funeral  a  number  of  little  children,  all 
of  whom  were  under  seven  years  of  age, 
seeing  saveral  policemen  gathered  to- 
gether, shouted  out  "  Balfour,"  which  is 
an  epithet  of  opprobrium  in  Ireland. 
Those  are  the  kind  of  crimes  which  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman  relies  upon  as 
justifying  him  in  destroying  the  liberties 
of  the  Irish  people,  and  in  taking 
away  their  right  of  public  meeting. 
People  who  make  these  and  similar 
statements  to  the  Chief  Secretary  have 
done  so  knowing  them  to  be  false,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  been 
ashamed  to  repeat  them,  to  the  mislead- 
ing of  the  House  and  the  country.  The 
speeches  which  were  made  at  the  previous 
meeting  at  Tipperary,  which  was  con- 
ducted most  openly,  and  during  which 
the  people  and  the  police  fraternised, 
were  of  a  Constitutional  character — 
of  the  same  nature  as  those  which  we 
intend  to  deliver  next  Sunday  at 
Tipperary,  for  we  will  hold  that  meeting 
at  the  risk  of  our  lives  in  spite  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  buckshot  and 
bayonets,  and  will  continue  to  hold  such 
meetings  until  the  liberties  of  Irishmen 
are  restored  to  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  send  his  police  with  their 
buckshot  to  the  place  of  meeting.  We 
have  faced  them  before,  and  we  will  face 
them  again. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid.): 
All  he  wants  is  blood. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  I  can  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  we  will  con- 
tinue to  hold  meetings  when  he  and  his 

name  are  relegated  to  an  obscurity  from 
which  history  will  never  redeem  them. 
It  does  not  matter  to  Irish  Members 
under  what  Government  they  are,  when 
the  only  effective  argument  that  is  used 
against  them  is  that  of  force.  The  Irish 
authorities  are  not  willing  that  a  good 
feeling  should  exist  between  the  Irish 
people  and  the  police,  and  that  is  the 
reason  why  this  meeting  is  to  be  pro- 
claimed. We  will  hold  our  meeting  in 
the  town  of  Tipperary,  and  we  invite  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  all  his  force 
to  come  forward  in  aid  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite,  who  is  engaged  in  his 
unmanly  and  wretched  crusade  against 
Mr.  «/.  O'Connor 


(6.30.)      Colonel      SAUNDERSON 

(Armagh,  N.)  :  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 

has  just  sat  down  has  told  the  House, 

like  another  celebrated  Irishman,  that 
he  is  "  agin  the  Government."  I  do  not 
see  why  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
blame  the  Chief  Secretary  for  employing 
force,  because  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
told  the  House  it  is  the  only  argument 
he  will  yield  to.  I  have  observed  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  very  reti- 
cent about  the  question  of  Tipperary.  It 
has  not  been  a  favourite  theme  with 
them,  because  I  suppose  they  know  as 
well  as  I  do  that  their  action  at  Tipperary 
is  condemned  by  the  vast  majority  of  the 
British  people.  I  do  not  think  hon. 
Gentlemen  will  describe  to  the  British 
people  how  the  action  of  the  inhabitants 
of  Tipperary  was  developed  into  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  affairs.  It  has  been 
represented  by  hon.  Gentlemen  that  it  is 
a  sort  of  spontaneous  manifestation  on 
the  part  of  the  tenants  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Hunts  (Mr. 
Smith-Barry)  because  of  his  action  with 
regard  to  the  Ponsonby  estate.  How 
were  the  men  of  Tipperary  got  up  to 
high-water  mark?  Boycotting  notices 
were  sown  broadcast  about  the  town. 
Within  the  last  three  weeks  boycotting 
notices  have  been  posted  throughout 
Tipperary  condemning  the  action  of  cer- 
tain unpopular  persons  who  have  offended 
against  the  League,  or  who  have  held 
communication  with  those  who  are  under 
the  ban  of  the  League.  I  think  it  a  very 
good  thing  that  the  House  and  the 
country  should  remember  that  the  action 
of  the  men  of  Tipperary  has  not  been  a 
spontaneous  but  a  got-up  action,  under 
the  authority  and  threats  of  the  National 
League  and  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Ganway  opposite.  Within  the  last  three 
weeks  a  boycotting  notice  was  posted 
in  the  Division  which  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  spoken  represents, 
holding  up  to  execration  a  certain  Mrs. 
Peer  and  a  certain  Tom  Coghlan,  of 
Fermoy,  who  supplied  meat  to  a  certain 
landgrabber  named  Noonan. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  Fermoy  k  not  in 
Tipperary,  but  in  County  Cork,  100 
miles  away. 
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Colonel  SAUNDERSON :  Similar 
boycotting  notices  have  been  posted  in 
Tipperary.     I  hold  some  in  my  hand — 

"Boycott  Smith- Barry.  Boycott  Horace 
Towrisend,  the  long,  oily,  slippery,  petty  agent 
of  a  Syndicate.  Boycott  Walter  Nolan,  the 
emergency  attornev  from  God  knows  where. 
Boycott " 

Several  others  in  similar  terms.  The 
action  of  the  Tipperary  people  was  not 
spontaneous,  but  got  up  and  caused  by 
the  pressure  and  tyranny  of  the  League 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  represent. 
Let  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who  have 
advised  the  men  of  Tipperary  to  leave 
their  good  houses,  built  with  stone  and 
roofed  with  slate,  and  to  go  and  live  in 
the  lath  and  plaster  shanties  in  which 
they  shiver  at  the  present  time — let 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  give  a  banquet  to 
the  men  who  have  followed  their  advice, 
and  try  to  persuade  these  men  that  it  is 
a  more  comfortable  thing  for  them  to  live 
in  their  present  huts  than  in  the  houses 
they  have  left.  I  think  it  matter  for  the 
greatest  satisfaction  that  hon.  Members 
have  thought  fit,  just  before  the  Whit- 
suntide recess,  to  bring  this  matter  before 
the  House  and  the  country,  because  I 
believe  the  Government  never  had,  and 
never  will  have,  a  better  case  to  go  to 
the  country  with  than  Tipperary.  I 
believe  nothing  will  do  more  damage  to 
the  cause  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

*(6.40.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  May  I 
be  allowed  to  make  an  appeal  to  hon. 
Members.  It  is  that  they  will  now  allow 
the  Report  to  be  taken,  in  order  that  I 
may  make  the  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment ? 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  closure  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Certainly  not. 
If  the  House  desires  to  sit  on  Monday  I 
shall  not  offer  any  opposition. 

Mr.   GILL  (Louth,  S.)  :  I  shall  not 

occupy  more  time   than   is   necessary; 

certainly  I  shall  conclude  my  remarks  in 

time  to  allow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  make  his  Motion.  We  have  heard 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  descrip- 
tion of  what  he  is  pleased  to  call  the 
terrorism  going  on  in  Tipperary.  He 
has  read  to  us  a  boycotting  notice  which 
referred  not  to  County  Tipperary  but  to 


County  Cork,  and  he  has  argued  that  the 
men  of  Tipperary  in  surrendering  their 
homes  as  a  protest  against  the  action  of 
their  landlords  did  not  act  spontaneously, 
but  in  a  got-up  manner.  We  must  have 
a  very  great  deal  of  power  indeed  in 
Ireland  if  our  influence  is  so  great  as  to 
compel  men  to  give  up  their  comfortable* 
houses  and  properties  and  go  out  upon  the 
roadside  and  occupy  the  shanties  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  spoke  of. 
I  cannot  conceive  a  more  forcible  way  of 
bringing  home  to  the  minds  of  the  people 
the  horoism  of  the  people  of  Tipperary 
than  the  description  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  has  given.  We  will  await 
the  verdict  of  the  English  people  on  the 
action  of  the  men  of  Tipperary  with 
absolute  confidence  :  we  will  await  their 
verdict  on  the  action  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Hunts  (Mr.  Smith-Barry),  and 
the  Government,  which  does  not  scruple- 
to  enter  with  the  hon.  Member  and  his. 
agent  into  a  conspiracy  to  suppress  the 
right  of  public  meeting  in  Ireland.  The 
Chief  Secretary  has  cited  a  number  of 
statistics  and  reasons  why  this  meeting 
should  be  suppressed.  He  told  the 
House  that  at  Ballycoley  the  tenants- 
barricaded  the  houses  and  shot  a  con- 
stable and  the  steward  of  the  landlord. 
Does  he  mean  to  insinuate  that  the 
people  of  Tipperary  have  carried  out  the 
programme  of  Ballycoley?  I  challenge 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  assert  that 
in  any  single  instance  in  Tipperary  was 
there  the  slightestresistance  to  the  process* 
of  eviction.  I  maintain  that  this  attempt 
on  the  part  of  the  Chief  Secretary  is  a 
most  monstrous  and  unscrupulous- 
attempt  to  bemirch  the  character  of  the 
people  and  to  misrepresent  the  great, 
problem  with  which  the  Government  in 
Ireland  have  to  deal.  Suppose  that  all 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said 
were  true ;  suppose  every  one  of  the 
so-called  outrages  which  he  describes 
had  taken  place  before  the  meeting  of 
April  the  12th.  If  the  arguments  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  cited  are 
valid  reasons  for  suppressing  the  meet- 
ing of  next  Sunday,  they  were 
still  more  valid  reasons  for  suppressing 
the  meeting  of  last  April,  because  they 
had  occurred  still  closer  to  the  time 
of  meeting.  I  ask  the  House  to  consider 
what  is  the  reason  which  common-sense 
can  alone  deduce  from  the  action  of  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  suppression 
of  next  Sunday's  meeting  and  the 
allowing  of  the  meeting  of  April  the 
12th.  A  large  English  contingent,  con- 
sisting of  a  considerable  number  of 
English  Members  of  Parliament  and 
English  leaders  and  representatives  of 
English  organisations,  attended  the 
meeting  in  April,  and  that  is  the  sole 
and  single  quality  which  differentiates 
the  meeting  in  April  from  the  meeting 
next  Sunday.  I  ask  the  House  and  the 
English  people  to  consider  well  the 
extraordinary  and  glaring  state  of  things 
which  the  Government  action  now  reveals 
— to  bear  in  mind  the  fact,  that  if  the  Irish 
people  wish  to  hold  a  meeting  in  their 
own  country  they  must  hold  it  under 
the  protection  of  Englishmen.  In  face 
of  his  action  in  regard  to  next  Sunday's 
meeting,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ever  assert  again  that  the  Irish  people 
enjoy  the  same  liberty  as  the  English 
people?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
cited  a  passage  from  a  letter  of  Father 
Humphrys,  in  which  that  reverend 
gentleman  said,  in  effect,  he  would  be 
ashamed  to  refrain  from  defending  boy- 
cotting. I  repeat  the  sentiment  ex- 
pressed by  Father  Humphrys  in  his 
letter,  because  I  know  well  what  it 
means.  I  should  be  ashamed  to  refrain 
from  defending  boycotting  as  it  is  under- 
stood in  Tipperary.  Boycotting  has 
taken  place  in  Tipperary,  but  it  is  of  the 
■class  which  I  am  prepared  to  defend 
here  or  before  any  civilised  audience. 
It  is  simply  and  solely  exclusive  dealing, 
the  exercise  by  the  community  of  one  of 
the  rights  they  possess,  to  protect  them- 
selves against  the  hostility  of  individuals 
of  their  own  class. 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  this  day. 


DEEDS  OF  ARRANGEMENT  BILL. 

(No.  264.) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

WORKING  CLASSES  DWELLINGS  BILL 

(No.   279.) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
Mr.  GUI 


CUSTOMS  CONSOLIDATION   ACT  (1876) 
AMENDMENT  BILL— (No.  247.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2. 

Committee   report  Progress;    to    sit 
again  upon  Monday  2nd  June. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


not 


EVENING  SITTING. 

SUPPLY-COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

(9.2.)  Mr.  SEXTON:  I  beg  leave 
to  explain  that  there  was  no  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  Irish  Members 
to  prevent  the  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment being  decided  at  the  Morning 
Sitting ;  but  it  was  prevented  by  two 
circumstances,  the  length  of  the  speech 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  super- 
fluous intervention  in  the  Debate  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson).  It  was 
simply  by  inadvertence  that  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Gill)  overran  the  time. 

(9.2.)  Me.  GILL:  The  fact  that  I 
happened  to  talk  out  the  Debate  on  the 
Report  of  Supply  arose  from  my  want  of 
knowledge  of  the  Rule  that  governs  an 
Afternoon  Sitting.  I  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  we  did  not  break  off  Debate 
until  7  o'clock. 

(9.3.)  Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART 
(Lincolnshire,  Spalding) :  Upon  this 
Motion  1  am  anxious  to  say  a  few  words, 
and  they  shall  be  very  few,  in  corrobora- 
tion of  the  statement  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr.  J. 
O'Connor).  [Cries  of  "  Agreed."]  Well, 
if  you  agree  with  the  statement  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  then  the  question  is  settled ; 
but  the  Chief  Secretary  has  made  a  state- 
ment entirely  at  variance  with  the  state- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  referred  to  the  English  Members  who 
accompanied  him,  and  I  intend,  in  a  few 
sentences,  to  emphasise  what  he  has  said. 
The  Chief  Secretary  states  that  the 
arrangements  for  the  public  meeting  at 
Tipperary  were  not  made  with  the  cogni- 
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sance   of    the   police.     But,    Sir,    these 
arrangements  were  made  in  the  light  of 
day  and  ought  to  have  been  within  the 
cognisance  of  the  police,  if  the  police  did 
their  duty.     The   preparations   for  the 
meeting  were  apparent  to  every  inhabi- 
tant, a  platform  was  erected,  and,  I  sup- 
pose, 10,000  people  must  have  seen  it. 
Speeches  were  delivered  to  an  immense 
concourse  of  people  in  the  open  air  at 
New  Tipperary.     Personally,  I  addressed 
large  crowds  at  some  eight  or  10  meet- 
ings standing  by  the  side  of  my   hon. 
Friend   (Mr.  J.  O'Connor).      [Interrup- 
tions^    I  can  assure  hon.  Members  that 
I  am  as  anxious  to  get  away   for   my 
holiday  as  any  of  them  can  be,  but  I  con- 
sider I  have  a  public  duty  first.     On  the 
day  my  hon.  Friend  has  referred  to  there 
were  meetings  held  in  the  town  and  out- 
side, and  thousands  of  people  gathered. 
During  the  time  the  Ponsonby  evictions 
were  proceeding,  I  addressed  a  meeting 
of  the  evicted  tenantry ;  and  a  day  or  two 
afterwards  at  Yougha.1  I  spoke  to  a  crowd 
estimated  by  Canon  Keller,  who  is  a 
good  judge  of  numbers,  at  3,000  or  4,000 
people.       It    is    vain     for    the     Chief 
Secretary  to  assume  that  the  police  were 
ignorant    of    these    proceedings.     Irish 
Members  and  English  Members  spoke  at 
these  meetings.     When  Irish  Members 
speak  alone,  they  are  interfere^,  with  by 
the  police ;  but  when   they  are   accom- 
panied by  English  Members,  there  is  no 
interference    on  the  part  of  the  police. 
You  may  explain  it  as  you  will,  the  fact 
remains,  and  we  desire  to  record  it  here, 
where  the  statement  may  be  challenged 
and  disproved  if  it  is  capable  of  disproof. 
You  deal  out  one  measure  of  justice  to 
your  Irish  fellow  subjects  and  another 
to  Englishmen.     [Cries  of  "  No  ! "]     The 
facta  are  in  evidence.     Will  you  agree 
with     me     now?     Let    hon.    Members 
opposite,    with    that   spirit    of    honour 
which    has  always    been    supposed    to 
characterise  the  Tory  Party,  put  them- 
selves in  the  place  of  Irish  Members  ;  let 
them  imagine,  if  their  imaginations  are 
sufficiently  fertile,  what  would  their  feel- 
ings be  if  tbey  were  governed  by  an  Irish 
majority,    and    Irish     Members     were 
permitted    to    visit    their    constituents 
unmolested,  while  they  themselves  were 
denied  the  right  to  hold  public  meetings. 
The  only  way  to  appreciate  the  feelings 
of  Irish  Members  is  to  put  yourselves  in 
their  place.     Look  at  the  position  from 


an  Irish  point  of  view,  and  I  do  not 
understand  how  the  Tory  Party,  with  all 
their  traditions  of  Constitutionalism,  can 
support  the  action   of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wants 
to  keep  peace  and  order  in  Ireland  let 
him  keep  the  police  away  from  public 
meetings;   they  are   the   origin  of   the 
troubles ;   the  source    and  fountain  of 
the  confusion  that  arises  is  the  action 
of  drunken  policemen.     [Cries  of  "  Oh, 
Oh ! "]     You    cry    shame,    perhaps,  on 
the  drunken   policemen,   but  the  Chief 
Secretary  does  not  repudiate  their  con- 
duct.     Irresponsible    Members    behind 
the   Government   Bench    may  interject 
denials,  but  it  is  a  fact  that  we  were 
followed  from  Cashel  to  Tipperary  by 
four  drunken  policemen  on  a  car.     They 
were  armed  with  loaded  revolvers,  and 
we  travelled  in  peril  of  our  lives  from 
Cashel  to  Tipperary.     This  is  the  sort  of 
protection  offered  to  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment.     I  have  intervened  most  reluc- 
tantly in  this  .  Debate.      There  will  be 
other  opportunities  for  English  Members 
to  make  good  their  case,  but,  knowing 
how  my  hon.   Friend  the  Member  for 
Tipperary  enjoys  the   esteem  and  con- 
fidence   of    tens    of    thousands    of   his 
countrymen,  1  could  not  allow  his  state- 
ment to  go  uncorroborated  when  it  is 
the  fashion  to  attach  more  importance 
to  the  word  of  an  Englishman  than  to 
that  of  an  Irishman.  > 

*(9.10.)  Mb.  SCHWANN  (Manchester, 
N.)  :  I  wish  to  add  my  protest  to  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  against  interference 
with  the  meeting  appointed  to  be  held  on 
Sunday  next.  Every  English  man  must  re- 
volt at  the  suppression  of  rights  always 
considered  to  be  the  possession  of  Irishmen 
and  Englishmen.  Hon.  Members  on  that 
side,  as  well  as  hon.  Members  here,  in 
their  addresses  and  speeches  at  the 
General  Election,  declared  they  would 
insure  equality  of  rights  to  Irishmen 
and  Englishmen.  I  do  not  apologise 
for  intervening  in  this  Debate.  The 
interference  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  was  totally 
unwarranted.  He  occupies  no  official 
position — to  his  disappointment,  per- 
haps— but  he  has  adopted  the  position  of 
judicious  bottle-holder  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Hants  (Mr.  Smith- 
Barry).  I  can  add  my  experience  to 
what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  spoken  in  reference  to  the 
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meetings  in  Tipperary.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary does  not  seem  to  be  well  informed 
upon  what  is  taking  place  in  Ireland. 
His  predecessors  in  office,  the  right  hon. 
-Gentleman  who  is  now  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle, 
were  continually  going  backwards  and 
forwards  between  London  and  Dublin 
sifting  evidence,  and  endeavouring  to 
learn  facts  for  themselves  ;  they  were  not 
satisfied  with  R3  ports  from  Dublin  Castle ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  chiefly 
employed  in  following  his  favourite 
pastime  on  the  breezy  downs.  I  regret 
this  interference  with  the  meeting  on 
Sunday.  The  open-air  meetings  in  April 
were  attended  by  English  Members  and 
English  ladies,  and  we  ail  felt  the 
greatest  admiration  for  the  pluck,  the 
energy,  and  sympathy  with  their  fellows 
shown  by  the  men  of  New  Tipperary. 
It  shows  the  solidarity  of  the  Irish 
tanantry  that,  when  they  found  a  body 
of  their  fellow  tenantry  treated  as  they 
were  treated  on  the  Ponsonby  Estate, 
they  determined  to  carry  the  war  into 
the  enemy's  country,  and  I  am  glad  they 
have  done  so.  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt 
that  the  hon.  Membar  for  South  Hunts 
will  bitterly  rogret  that  ever  he  entered 
on  this  internecine  straggle.  I  have  no 
wish  to  detain  the  House  beyond 
expressing  my  admiration  for  the  conduct 
of  the  gallant  men  of  Tipperary,  and  my 
abhorrence  of  the  policy  of  the  Chief 
Secretary. 

(9.14.)  Mr.  P.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tip- 
perary, N.)  :  As  one  of  the  Members 
against  whom  this  attempt  at  muzzling 
is  directed,  I  do  not  think  it  necessary 
to  make  any  apology,  but  I  do  make  my 
most  earnest  protest.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary will  find,  later  on,  that  never  in  his 
political  career  has  he  made  a  more 
•egregious  mistake  if  he  supposes  he  will 
be  successful  in  his  attempt  to  intimidata 
the  people  of  Tipperary.  I  can  tell  him, 
as  one  of  the  Representatives  of  the 
county,  that  we  are  not  to  be  intimidated. 
I  shall  exercise  my  right  to  meet  my 
•constituents  in  Tipperary  on  Sunday, 
and  I  challenge  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  or  any  of  those  whom  he  may  send 
there  at  their  peril  to  interfere  with 
the  just  rights  of  the  people.  Is  this 
not  the  time  in  this  brief  Parliamentary 
Recess  when  Members  should  meet 
their  constituents  ?  Where  are  the  equal 
Mr.  Schwann 


rights  to  all  if  we  are  denied  the 
right  to  meet  our  constituents  in 
peaceful  assembly?  I  assert  for  my 
constituents  that  they  are  peaceful, 
well-disposed,  intelligent,  respectable 
men,  and  our  meetings,  if  not  interfered 
with  by  the  police,  will  be  orderly  as 
they  hitherto  have  been,  honourable 
alike  to  the  constituents  and  the  Members 
who  address  them.  I  tell  the  Chief 
Secretary  again  that  he  will  find  he  never 
made  a  more  fatal  mistake  than  to 
attempt  to  intimidate  the  Members  and 
people  of  Tipperary, 

(9.15.)  Me.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.):  I 
do  not  think  any  apology  is  needed  for  our 
intervention  in  this  Debate.  It  is  not 
my  habit  to  intervene  very  often  in 
debate  ;  but  here  is  an  occasion  when  a 
great  public  issue  is  at  stake  in  Ireland, 
and  though  we  subject  hon.  Members  to 
the  inconvenience  of  sitting  here  for  an 
hour  this  evening,  we  are  impelled  by 
duty  to  our  constituents  and  the  assertion 
of  public  rights.  You,  the  English 
Members,  can  go  away  on  your  Whitsun- 
tide holidays  without  fear  or  danger  of 
having  your  free  right  of  public  meeting 
in  your  constituencies  being  interfered 
with,  but  we  can  indulge  in  no  such 
expectations.  I  have  been  present  here 
during  the  day,  and  I  listened  to  the 
previous  discussion  this  afternoon,  and  I 
can  say  that  it  is  due  to  the  tone  and 
temper  of  the  speech  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  that  we  are  here  now. 
Had  the  duty  of  replying  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  West  Belfast,  who 
raised  this  discussion,  been  left  to  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  I  venture 
to  say  the  House  would  not  be  now 
sitting,  and  we  might  have  been  on  our 
way  to  the  enjoyment  of  our  brief 
holiday.  But  the  Chief  Secretary,  after 
having  been  absent  from  the  House 
during  the  greater  part  of  the  day.  and 
being  sent  for  when  my  hon.  Friend 
raised  this  subject,  has  made  a  speech, 
the  effect  of  which  has  been  to  exasperate 
every  Jrish  Member  and  every  English 
Liberal  Member  who  heard  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  course  of  that 
speech,  followed  as  it  was  by  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh,  based  his  interference  with  the 
meeting  on  Sunday  on  the  assumption 
that  the  meeting  would  lead  to  intimida- 
tion and  boycotting.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asserted  that  the  tenants  of 
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the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Smith- 
Barry)  were  engaged  in  a  policy  of 
intimidation.  Now,  it  was  pointed  out 
by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gill)  that  the 
tenants  upon  the  estate  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Hunts  had  gone  out 
of  their  holdings  without  any  protest 
whatever.  It  is  a  fact  known  to  the 
Chief  Secretary  himself  that  these 
tenants  are  engaged  in  a  lawful  and 
peaceful  combination  against  a  combina- 
tion of  landlords.  Let  me  quote  words 
used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self on  this  very  subject,  speaking  in 
this  House  on  July  1,  1889.  On  that 
occasion  the  Chief  Secretary  said — 

"  He  had  been  told  that  he  had  interfered 
with  combinations  of  tenants,  and  that  he  ought, 
therefore,  to  interfere  with  combinations  of 
landlords.  He  did  not  care  how  much  the 
tenants  combined  or  how  much  the  landlords 
combined.  If  he  were  a  tenant  in  Ireland  and 
he  found  the  landlords  were  combining  against 
him,  he  would  combine  against  them." 

Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  truthfully 
answer — I  do  not  use  the  expression 
in  any  offensive  sense — my  question 
how  he  explains  the  combination  of 
tenants  which  exists  in  Tipperary 
to-day  if  it  is  not  a  combination 
against  a  landlord  conspiracy,  against 
which  he  has  said  he  in  like  circum- 
stances would  enter  into  combination? 
The  tenants  have  combined  peacefully 
and  legally  to  carry  out  their  policy  of 
protection ;  and  if  the  tenants  in  Tip- 
perary fail  to  carry  out  that  policy, 
including  as  it  may  do  boycotting  to  a 
certain  extent,  the  man  who  will  be 
mainly  responsible  for  driving  the  tenants 
of  Tipperary  to  that  very  policy  he  has 
indicated  to-day  will  be  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. He  wants  to  put  down  conspiracy. 
So  do  we.  We  want  to  give  utterance 
to  our  feelings  and  to  express  our  indig- 
nation in  open  meeting ;  but  when  we 
want  to  come  together  for  the  purpose, 
when  Members  for  Tipperary  want  to 
address  their  constituents,  then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tries  to  prevent  open 
discussion,  tries  to  do  that  which  Lord 
Cowper  once  boasted  of  having  done 
when  he  said  he  had  "  driven  disaffection 
beneath  the  surface."  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  attempting  the  same  thing. 
He  is  trying  to  drive  the  Members  for 
Tipperary  from  the  public  platform,  to 
suppress  the  public  discussion  of  griev- 
ances, and  to  induce  a  return  to  the  vices 
of  that  evil  time  when  an  exasperated 


tenant  was  driven  to  find  vengeance  for 
his  wrongs  with  a  musket  from  behind 
a  hedge.     For  a  recurrence  of  these  evil 
times,   this   infatuated  policy  of  yours 
will  be  responsible.      I  ask  Tory  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side,  are  they  afraid  to 
listen  to  the  Irish  people?    You  listen 
readily  enough  to  Irish  Representatives 
here  in  the  House  of  Commons ;  are  you 
afraid  to  hear  the  same  opinions  expressed 
in  Ireland  ?     And  yet  you  have  declared 
your  willingness  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land shall  enjoy  equal  rights  with  the 
people   of  England !     You  are  anxious 
to    get    away    for    your    holiday  ;  you 
will    not    recognise    the    condition     of 
affairs     in      Ireland ;    you      will     not 
realise    that    deep  down   in  the   heart 
of    the    Irish    people    is    the     intense 
desire  for  some  sort  of  self  rule.     You 
are   impatient  because  your  holiday  is 
delayed  for  a  few  hours ;  but  whatever 
may  be  said  of  our  motives,  if  it  were 
possible  and  necessary,    we  would  keep 
your  Parliament  sitting  until  doomsday 
to  make  these  facts  known.     No  answer 
has  been  given  to  the  facts  put  forward 
by  my  hon.   Friends.     You    permitted 
meetings  to  be  held  on  April  12,  and  at 
those  meetings  English   Members    and 
English  ladies  were  present,  but  other 
meetings  are   prohibited.     Why  do  you 
behave    in    this  fashion?     You    laugh 
now ;  but  we  shall  win  in  the  end,  and 
those   laugh   loudest    who    laugh    last. 
The   Irish  National    cause    is    winning 
against    all    your    efforts.     The    Chief 
Secretary  has  admitted  that  he  had  an 
interview    with    Mr.    Townshend    and 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Hunts.     The 
policy  of  his  Party  in  Ireland  is  shaped 
by  the   landlords.     According    to    the 
supporters     of    the     Government,    the 
government  by  repression  and  tyranny 
is  to  continue  until  the  youngest  among 
us  has  a  grandson  buried.     But  I  tell 
you  that  to  persist  in  this  policy  will 
leave  you  no  cause  for  laughter.     The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  may  laugh 
now,  and  Attorneys  General  and  Chief 
Secretaries  have  laughed  before,  but  the 
attachment  of  the   Irish  people  to  the 
old  and  sacred  cause  of  self-government 
will  survive  all  the  laughter  from  the 
Ministerial  Bench.     We  are  determined, 
and  the  determination  has  been  expressed 
to-night  by  my  Colleagues  to  support  our 
people.       You    have    not    passed    the 
threshold  of  the  Irish  difficulty,  and  you 
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will  have  to  face  it  until  you  adopt  a 
.higher,  nobler  policy  than  you  have 
indicated  to-day.  I  tell  you  that  you 
but  intensify  your  difficulties  by  such 
exasperating  speeches  as  that  we  hare 
heard  from  the  Chief  Secretary  to-day, 
and  some  day  you  will  have  to  admit 
the're  is  no  way  to  govern  Ireland  but  by 
applying  the  policy  advocated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian. 

*(9.30.)  Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St. 
Paucras,  N.) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  has,  in  effect,  ad- 
mitted that  he  determined  to  prohibit 
next  Sunday's  meeting  at  Tipperary 
on  insufficient  information  as  to  what 
its  character  would  be.  He  has  said 
that  until  speeches  in  the  House  and, 
in  particular,  until  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast,  the  infor- 
mation which  reached  him  had  not  led 
him  to  believe  it  would  be  of  a  large  or 
dangerous  character,  and,  therefore,  he 
must  have  taken  action  on  insufficient 
grounds.  To  prohibit  the  right  of 
public  meeting  in  any  place  is  a  most 
serious  step  which  ought  only  to  be 
taken  after  the  most  careful  con- 
sideration. If  bloodshed  should  ensue 
from  the  action  of  the  Government  in 
regard  to  this  Tipperary  meeting  the 
country  would  hold  the  Chief  Secretary 
responsible,  and  the  House  would  call 
him  to  very  severe  account.  I  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  appealing  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  re-consider  the 
situation.  If,  after  the  assurance 
given  that  the  meeting  will  be  held 
in  a  peaceable  manner,  and  that  its 
main  object  is  to  give  hon.  Mem- 
bers an  opportunity  of  taking  counsel 
with  their  constituents,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  can  see  his  way  to  permit  the 
meeting,  I  trust  he  will  do  so.  The 
right  of  public  meeting  is  a  very  sacred 
thing  in  this  country.  It  ought  not  to 
be  lightly  interfered  with,  and  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  assured 
that  the  Tipperary  meeting  will  be  a  peace- 
ful one,  he  ought  to  see  that  there  is  no 
justification  for  prohibiting  it.  I  have  not 
sympathised  with  extreme  measures  in 
the  Irish  agitation.  I  have  never  at 
any  time  said  a  word  in  favour  either  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  or  boycotting  ;  I 
have  never  justified  any  violent  resistance 
to  authority  in  Ireland  ;  and  I  trust 
my  appeal  will  be  met  by  the  right  hon. 
Mr.  Crilly 


Gentleman  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  is 
made,  and  that  he  will  not  adopt 
a  course  which  may  lead  to  serious 
occurrences  in  Ireland.  1  do  not 
wish  to  make  a  long  speech,  or  to  stand 
in  the  way  of  the  adjournment ;  but  I 
feel  it  my  duty  as  an  English  Member 
to  advocate  the  proper  and  just  treat- 
ment of  the  Irish  people  in  relation 
to  this  matter  of  holding  public  meet- 
ings.    . 

(9.36.)  Mr.  W.  P.  SINCLAIR 
(Falkirk,  <fcc.) :  We  have  been  told  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  that  he 
desires  to  take  advantage  of  this  Whit- 
suntide recess  to  address  his  constituents; 
but  we  have  had  no  such  assurance 
from  other  hon.  Members  wno  are 
expected  to  attend  this  meeting  that 
the  gathering  will  be  a  peaceful 
one,  and  I  would  ask — Is  it  not  pos- 
sible to  give  the  Government  some 
such  assurances ;  can  they  not  give  an 
undertaking  that  the  addresses  delivered 
at  the  meeting  shall  be  only  those  which 
are  ordinarily  delivered  when  an  hon. 
Member  meets  his  constituents  and  that 
there  will  be  no  appeal  to  the  people  to 
break  the  law. 

Dr.  TANNER :  There  never  is. 

Mr.  W.  P.  SINCLAIR  :  Hon.  Gentle- 
men have  said  that  from  shore  to  shore  of 
the  island  the  law  of  the  League  is  the 
law  of  the  land,  and  we  cannot  forget  that 
that  assertion  has  been  made.  I  say  that 
if  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  to  speak  at 
the  meeting  will  promise  that  their 
speeches  shall  be  of  the  character  I  have 
indicated  then  I  think  an  appeal  may 
fairly  be  made  to  the  Government  not  to 
proclaim  the  meeting. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  I  promise  to 
deliver  any  speech  1  may  make  next 
Sunday  to  the  Falkirk  Burghs-  when  I 
return. 

(9.37.)  Mr.  B.  HARRINGTON: 
Does  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Sinclair) 
submit  the  speeches  he  is  about  to 
deliver  for  the  opinion  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  ?  A  more  indecent  proposal, 
in  the  Parliamentary  sense,  has  never 
been  made  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons than  that  which  the  House  has 
just  listened  to.  My  hon.  Friends  have 
not  proclaimed  their  intentions  to  break 
the  law,  but  merely  to  assert  their  Con- 
stitutional right  to  address  their  con- 
stituents ;  and  yet  here  we  are  having  it 
laid  down  as  a  Constitutional  doctrine  that 
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Members  about  to  address  their  consti- 
tuents in  Ireland  are  to  give  an  undertak- 
ing to  the  Government  of  the  day  as  to  the 
language  they  will  use.     If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  adopted  a  wise  and  statesman- 
like policy  he  would  judge  this  meeting 
by  those  which  have  previously  been  held 
at  that  place.     He  has  prosecuted  no  one 
who  spoke  and  attended  at  the  meeting  at 
Tipperary  on  the  12th  April,  and  he  has 
no  right  to  assume  that  the  meeting  of  Sun- 
day next  will  in  any  way  differ  from  that 
meeting.       The  "hon.  Member   for  St. 
Pancras     has    tried     to   throw    oil    on 
troubled     waters.     I     quite     recognise 
the  force  of  what  he  says :  that  every 
allowance  must  be  made  for  the  Govern- 
ment when  they  have  avowed  a  settled 
and  determined  policy.    But  then,  also, 
some   allowance   ought  to  be  made  for 
hon.  Members  who  believe  that  they  are 
within  their  right  and   are   pledged  to 
meet  their  constituents.     They  have  not 
proclaimed  that  they  will  break  the  law, 
they  are  only  claiming  to  exercise   a 
Constitutional  right  which  the  Govern- 
ment are    seeking    to    abrogate.     This 
policy  of  repressing  public  meetings  in 
Ireland,  which  hon.  G«ntlemen  opposite 
treat  so  lightly,  is,  to  our  mind,  a  very 
serious  grievance ;  and  I  say,  with  the 
force  of  my  11  years*  experience,    that 
by  pursuing  this  policy  you  are  fostering 
and   encouraging    secret    societies,  and 
that  you  will  thereby  bring  about  a  crop 
of  far  more  dreadful  crimes  than  any- 
thing in  the  shape  of  intimidation.  Why 
cannot  the  Chief   Secretary  rise  to  the 
greatness    of    a   statesman?      I    thank 
those  of  our  English  friends  who  have 
come  down  to  support  us  to-night.     We 
should  have  been  glad,  if  we  could,  to 
release   hon.   Gentlemen  at  an   earlier 
hour,  but  we  were  forced  into  the  course 
we  have  taken  by  the  temper  and  tone 
of    the   reply  of    the   Chief  Secretary, 
backed  up  by  the  very  ungallanfe  refer- 
ences  of  the   hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Armagh  to 
a  man    who   is   head  and   shoulders — 
morally  and  physically — above  him.     I 
recognise  that  for   anyone   to   run   the 
risk  of   bringing  the  people  into  close 
proximity  with  the  forces  of  the  Crown 
is  a  serious  thing,  but  I  consider  that  the 
right  of  public  meeting  is  so  sacred  that 
men  are  bound  to  run  some  risk ;  and 
the  answer  of  the  Chief  Secretary  has  left 
nothing  open  to  us  but  to  run  that  risk. 
VOL.  CCCXLIV.      [third  series.] 


*(9.48.)  Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen, 
N.):  When  the  hon.  Member  for 
Falkirk  finds  it  necessary  to  address  a 
caution  to  the  Government,  we  may 
judge  pretty  well  what  the  feeling 
of  the  country  is.  I  listened  to  the 
speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  with 
amazement.  A  speech  more  atrocious,  a 
speech  more  utterly  devoid  of  argument, 
a  speech  more  deliberately  intended  to 
wound,  annoy,  and  insult  than  the  Chief 
Secretary's  it  would  be  impossible  for  a 
man  to  make.  That  speech  has  con- 
vinced, me  that  there  is  not  a  shadow  of 
justification  for  interfering  with  this 
meeting.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  country  will  not  hold  him  guilt- 
less if  one  drop  of  blood  is  shed  on 
Sunday.  I  advise  my  hon.  Friends 
not  to  take  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seriously ;  he  is  dressed  in  very  brief 
authority,  and  the  day  is  coming  with 
rapid  steps  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  be  hurled  from  power  and 
visited  with  the  punishment  he  so  richly 
deserves. 

-  (9.52.)     Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark, 

W.) :  When  I  came  down  to  the  House 

to-night  I  had  not  the  slightest  intention 

of   interfering    in    this   Debate;  but   I 

cannot  help   supporting  the   appeal   so 

well  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North 

St.  Pancras — an  appeal  which  was  really 

an  attempt  to  throw  oil  on  the  troubled 

waters.  The  speeches  delivered  by  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  have  all  been  in  a 
like  direction  ;  that  of  the  Member  for 
South  Kerry  was  most  conciliatory.  We 
are  told  that  this  meeting  is  to  be  sup- 
pressed. Well,  I  can  only  say  that  when 
hon.  Members  declare  that  they  desire  to 
address  their  constituents  in  a  peaceable, 
orderly,  and  Constitutional  way,  very 
considerable  responsibility  will  be  cast 
on  the  Government  if  any  disaster 
occurs  from  the  attempt  to  hold  thia 
meeting  on  Sunday  next.  I  cannot  con- 
ceive any  wisdom  in  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  Since  7  o'clock  Ministers 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  conferring 
together,  and  now  there  seems  to  be  a 
conspiracy  to  allow  the  Debate  to  close 
without  any  one  of  them  saying  a  word.  I 
am  sorry  we  have  no  Members  present 
on  the  Front  Bench  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  But  the  Government  must  not 
construe  their  absence  into  a  rign  that 
3  Q 
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they  approve  the  policy  adopted  in 
regard  to  this  meeting.  I  believe  that 
it  is  due  to  the  belief  that  the  House 
would  be  adjourned  at  7  o'clock.  I  hope 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  will  not  take 
advantage  of  the  fact  to  remain  silent, 
and  in  that  way  to  support  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  in  carrying  out  their  policy  of 
suppressing  this  meeting.  I  do  make  a 
most  earnest  appeal  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  re-consider  his  decision.  I  think 
the  speeches  which  have  been  delivered 
from  below  the  Gangway  must  satisfy 
him  that  this  is  intended  to  be  an 
orderly  political  meeting.  I  hope  that 
some  independent  Members  of  the  Tory 
Party  will  support  this  appeal.  I  am 
sorry  that  anyone  should  have  been  put 
to  the  inconvenience  of  returning  to  the 
House,  but  now  that  we  are  here  I  trust 
we  shall  turn  the  time  to  profitable 
account. 

•(9.58.)     Mr.  BYRON  REED  (Brad- 
ford,   E.) :     1    feel    that    there    is    a 
point  at  which   silence  becomes  almost 
criminal.     I  am  not  prepared  to  play  the 
part   of   a   political  criminal  or  a  mis- 
representative    of    my   constituency  in 
face  of  the  addresses  we  have  heard  from 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  to-night.  I 
am  here  to  say,  as  the  Representative  of 
a  not  unimportant  English  constituepcy, 
that  none  among  the  many  actions  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  will  be  more 
applauded  in  England  on  Monday  morn- 
ing   than    the     announcement    of     his 
having  prevented  a  disloyal  and  criminal 
meeting  in  Ireland.     I  am  prepared  to 
stand  any  odium  which,  may  be  cast  on 
me  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  in  con- 
sequence of  my  having  pronounced  this 
opinion.     I  am  bound  to  say,  in  answer  to 
the  pleas  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  for 
the  right  of  public  meeting,  that  we  on  this 
side   of  the  House  are  not  usually  de- 
prived of  that  right  except  by  the  low 
Irish  element  resident  in  Great  Britain. 
I  have  never  received  insult  or  contumely 
or  disrespect  from  any  body  of  my  consti- 
tuents whom  I  have  addressed,  save  in 
one   instance   from  a  number  of  Irish 
voters  whose  votes  I  had  declined.  I  then 
expressed  myself  in  very  plain  terms,  and 
said  I  should  consider  myself  insulted  by 
the  votes  of  the  disloyal  Irish  Party. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  There  was  not 
one  of  them  but  was  better  than  you. 
Mr.  Cau8ton 


•Mr.  BYRON  REED :  I  am  very  sorry 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  should  be 
at  all  affronted. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  Withdraw  your 
insults,  then. 

• 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  to  restrain 
themselves  on  both  sides. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  There  is  no 
need  to  introduce  any  irritation  or  any . 
thing  disgraceful  and  to  the  scandal  of 
this  House. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  allaying  any  feel- 
ing there  might  be. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  Allow  me  to 
explain.  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  intro- 
duce into  the  Debates  of  this  House  a 
scandal 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  ! 

•Mb.  BYRON  REED :  I  made  no  reflec- 
tion on  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who,  1 
am  bound  to  say,  while  ready  to  rain 
down  charges  of  the  most  odious, 
atrocious,  and  untruthful  character  upon 
the  head  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  show 
themselves  singularly  thin-skinned  when 
the  mildest  criticisms  are  addressed  to 
themselves.  Now,  I  would  address  myself 
for  a  brief  moment  to  the  proclaimed 
mooting  at  Tipperary.  I  can  understand 
an  hon.  Member  addressing  his  own 
constituents  ;  but  it  is  a  different  thing 
when  Members  from  other  places  flock 
together  for  the  purpose  of  flout- 
ing authority,  setting  the  law  at 
defiance,  and  causing  disorder.  What 
use  would  be  made  of  it  if  this  meet- 
ing were  permitted  to  be  held  ?  It 
would  be  used  in  the  columns  of  United 
Ireland  as  another  instance  of  the  weak- 
ness of  the  "base,  brutal,  and  bloody 
Balfour."  I  am  prepared  to  measure 
swords  upon  this  point  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  my  constituency,  and  to 
tell  my  constituents,  what  the  House 
and  English  Members  know,  of  the 
feeling  and  the  views  that  prevail 
among  Englishmen  as  to  the  dis- 
loyal action  of  the  Irish  Party  in  the 
past  and  the  plans  of  the  disloyal  Party 
in  Ireland  for  the  future,  and  the  obstruc- 
tion of  public  business  that  takes  place 
in  this  House.  I  believe  that  each 
English  Member  who  goes  to  his  con- 
stituents, as  I  will  go  to  min«,  to  tell 
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them  of  the  action  of  the  disloyal  Irish 
Party,  who  obstruct  our  business  by  the 
"dreary  drip  of  dilatory  declamation," 
and  to  tell  them  of  the  more  than  veiled 
insurrection  which  takes  place  night 
after  night  on  the  floor  of  this  House. 
I  say  any  English  Member  who  goes  to 
his  constituents  and  tells  them  that  will 
receive  rich  approval  and  hearty  endorse 
ment  of  his  action  at  the  next  General 
Election. 

<\10.5.)  Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY 
(Londonderry) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last 
has  added  very  much  to  either  the  interest 
or  the  dignity  of  this  discussion.  He  com- 
plained of  being  driven  from  his  plat- 
form. I  do  not  wonder  at  a  certain 
impatience    being  *  manifested    at    any 

speaker  making  such  a  speech  to  his  con- 
stituents as  that  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  just  delivered.  I  am  very  sorry 
that  any  speaker  should  be  driven  from 
any  platform ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
speaks  habitually  to  his  own  constituents 
-as  he  addressed  this  House  to-night,  I 
cannot  wonder  that  some  demonstration 
should  have  been  made.  Although  I  do 
not  approve  of  violent  measures,  one 
must  make  allowance  for  human  nature, 
which  after  all,  is  weak  and  passionate, 
and  could  not  stand  many  hours  of 
declamation  such  as  that  with  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  just  favoured  us.  In 
my  position  I  cannot  regret  the  course 
which  has  been  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment, because  we  wish  to  accentuate 
and  emphasise  our  protest  against  the 
system  of  ignoble  personal  rule  which 
is  now  going  on  in  Ireland.  I  think 
it  an  anomaly  in  a  country  like  this, 
and  in  a  Parliament  like  this,  to 
have  a  system  of  Government  like 
that  which  the  Chief  Secretary  pro- 
claimed and  defended  to-night.  It  re- 
minded me  of  some  of  the  chapters  m 
Charles  Lever's  novels,  when  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  interviewed  by  some  "  Con 
Heffernan,"  of  importance  and  significance 
in  his  own  district,  in  some  room  in  this 
House,  where  is  arranged  a  system  of 
governing  Ireland  under  which  right  of 
public  meeting  is  not  allowed,  and  all 
because  this  Con  Heffernan  had  an  inter- 
view with  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  told 
him  what  ought  to  be  done.  The  real  ano- 
maly is  that  this  system  should  be  allowed 


to  go  on  by  a  country  like  England,  where 
people  may  hold  a  meeting  without 
caring  three  straws  whether  the  Govern- 
ment like  it  or  not.  But  in  Ireland,  when 
a  Member  is  going  to  address  his  consti- 
tuents, the  meeting  is  announced  three 
weeks  before,  and  no  word  is  said  against 
it  until  Con  Heffernan  interviews  the 
Chief  Secretary,  who  tells  the  Member 
that  he  cannot  address  his  constituents 
unless  in  some  room  or  small  hole  and 
corner  place.  I  do  not.  know  whether 
there  is  any  distinction  in  the  Constitu- 
tion of  this  country  between  a  meeting 
held  in  a  room  and  an  open  air  meeting. 
I  should  like  to  know  what  you  would 
think  in  this  country  if  a  Member  were 
told  that  he  may  address  his  con- 
stituents under  a  roof  and  within  walls, 
but  that  if  he  attempts  to  address  the 
same  men  on  the  same  subjects  in  the 
open  air,  the  force  and  strength  of  the 
State  would  be  employed  to  stop  the 
meeting,  even  if  bloodshed  should  be  the 
result. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON :  There  is  no 
National  League  in  England. 

♦Mb.  J.  M'CARTHY:  The  hon,  and 

gallant  Member  only  shows  his  ignorance 

by  making  that  statement,  because  there 

is  a  National  League  in  England,  on  the 

Council  of  which  I  have  the  honour  to 

sit.     Let  me  remind  the  hon.  and  gallant 

Gentleman  of  what  happened  in  the  old 

days  of  the  second  French  Empire,  where 

the   sort   of  system  he  advocates  was 

carried  into  execution.  In  those  days  the 

people  had  to  apply  to  the  police   for 

permission  to  hold  their  meetings,  and 

the  conditions  were  that  they  were  not 
to  exceed  a  certain  number  of  persons, 
and  that  the  meetings  must  be  held 
under  a  roof  and  within  four  walls.  We 
all  know  what  a  brilliant  success  was 
achieved  under  that  system,  and  I  am 
perfectly  sure  that  a  similar  fate  will 
await  any  English  Government  which 
attempts  to  enforce  in  one  part  of  the 
Empire  that  French  Imperial  regulation 
which  they  dare  not  attempt  to  enforce 
elsewhere. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Supply — Committee     upon     Monday, 
2nd  June. 
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ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  House,  at  its  rising,  adjourn 
to  Monday,  2nd  June." — {Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.) 

Sib  W.  LAWSON:   I  desire  to  ask, 

before    the    Motion    is  agreed    to,   the 

Government  whether  if  a  Motion  is  made 

for  the  adjournment  of  the  House  in 
order  that  hon.  Members  may  attend  a 
horse  race  at  Epsom  they  will  support 
that  Motion  ?  The  business  of  the  House 
is  now  in  such  a  congested  condition 
that  I  think  it  desirable  to  take  every 
day  we  can  obtain  for  the  advancement 
of  public  business,  and,  therefore,  the 
Government  ought  not  to  countenance 
an  adjournment  for  such  a  purpose  as  I 
have  indicated. 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN :  I  can  only  answer 
the  hon.  Baronet  by  leave  of  the  House  ; 
but  I  would  point  out  that  however  con- 
gested the  business  of.  the  House  may  be 
the  Government  have  not  proposed  to, 
take  Wednesdays  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
ceeding with  Government  business. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  at  its  rising 
do  adjourn  till  Monday  2nd  June. — {Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

SUPPLY  [22nd  MAY]. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 

Debate  on  Question,  this  day, 

"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Com 
mittee  in  the  Resolution  *  That  a  further  sum, 
not  exceeding  £3,929,600,  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesty,  on  account,  for  or  towards  defraying 
the  Charges  for  the  Civil  Services  and  Revenue 
Departments  for  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
day  of  March  1891.'  " 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

BARRACK8    BILL.- (No  234.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  In  moving  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  I  would  only  remark 
that  the  sooner  it  is  passed  the  sooner  will 
it  be  possible  to  remedy  the  insanitary 
condition  of  certain  barracks. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 


Db.  TANNER :  This  Bill  is  one  that 
is  brought  in  at  a  late  hour,  and 
I  have  to  state  that  certain  military 
gentlemen  with  whom  I  am  acquainted 
have  asked  me  to  give  attention  to  the 

matter,  and  have  furnished  me  with  cer- 

* 

tain   details.     The   reason   why  I   now 

object  to  proceeding  with  the  measure  is 

that   I  think  it  ought   to  be  taken  at  a 

time  when  it  can  be  discussed.  I  hope, 
therefore,  that  instead  of  trying  to  push 
it  through  at  this  juncture  it  will  be 
put  down  for  the  first  day  of  the  re- 
assembling of  the  House,  when  we  may 
have  a  full  opportunity  of  considering 
its  details. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  2nd  June. 

TEACHERS  ORGANISATION   AND 

REGISTRATION  BILL.- (No   178) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  KELLY  (Oamberwell,  K) :  I  wish 
to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  it  is  competent  to 
put  down  for  the  Evening  Sitting  a  Bill 
which  has  been  put  on  the  Paper  for  the 
Morning  Sitting  1 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  !  The 
Question  is  that  this  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time. 

Mb.  KELLY :  I  desire,  Sir,  to  point 
out  that  this  Bill  is  one  of  a  very  extra- 
ordinary character,  and  has  been  so  drawn 
that  1  am  perfectly  unable  to  understand 
to  what  schools  it  really  refers.  It  cer- 
tainly cannot  apply  to  all  the  schools 
mentioned  in  the  Act  of  1868 — that  is  to 
say,  Winchester,  Harrow,  Rugbyr 
Shrewsbury. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-8ve  minute* 

after  Ten  of  the  clock  till 
Monday  2nd  June. 
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HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday,  2nd  June,  1890. 


QUESTIONS. 


-*o«- 


LEPERS  IN  JAMAICA. 

Me.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  if  he  is  aware  that  in  the 
Island  of  Jamaica  there  is  a  considerable 
population  of  lepers,  the  number  of 
which  is  daily  increasing,  in  consequence 
of  there  being  no  law  compelling  them 
to  remain  in  the  hospital  until  cured ; 
and  whether  he  can  see  his  way  to 
recommend  the  Governor  to  introduce  a 
law  compelling  the  isolation  of  people 
who  may  be  suffering  from  leprosy  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
for  the  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de 
Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  There 
is  a  considerable  number  of  lepers  in 
certain  districts  of  Jamaica,  but  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  is  not  aware  whether  the 
number  is  increasing.  The  question  of 
the  compulsory  isolation  of  lepers  is  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Governors  of 
Jamaica  and  other  West  Indian  colonies. 

SAVINGS  BANKS  BILL. 
Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether,  when  moving 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Savings  Banks 
Bill,  he  will  give  the  names  of  the 
persons  to  be  appointed  under  the  First 
Schedule  ? 

♦The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square) :  I  will  ask  the  House  to 
read  the  Bill  a  second  time,  and  then, 
before  going  into  Committee,  I  will 
announce  the  names  I  propose  to  insert 
in  the  Schedule.  I  believe  that  course 
is  in  accordance  with  the  usual  practice 
of  the  House. 

*Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  Would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  the  names  the  same 
evening  as  that  on  which  the  Bill  is  road 
a  second  time  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  names  will  be 
given  before  the  Bill  goes  into  Com- 
mittee, soon  after  the  Second  Reading. 

*Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  The  same  evening  ? 
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*Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  cannot  undertake 
to  say  that. 

*Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  I  presume  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  take  the  Second 
Reading  to-night  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  hope  the  House 
will  assent  to  the  Second  Reading  to- 
night, as  the  Bill  is  one  I  should  like  to 
get  before  the  Committee  as  soon  as 
possible.  Unless  there  be  any  general 
objection  on  the  part  of  hon.  Members,  I 
shall  take  the  Second  Reading  to-night. 
I  certainly  shall  not  ask  the  House  to 
interrupt  the  ordinary  course  of  busi- 
ness at  an  early  hour  in  order  to  take 
the  Bill. 

SCHOOLS  IN  LEWIS. 
Dr.  MACDONALD  (Ross  and  Cro- 
marty) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  complaints  have  reached  him 
that  under  pressure  from  Mr.  Robertson, 
Inspector  of  Schools  in  Lewis,  the 
teacher  of  Lionel  School,  about  a  month 
ago,  felt  compelled  to  show  Mr.  Robert- 
son all  the  telegrams,  private  or  other- 
wise, which  he  had  received  since  the 
1st  of  January ;  and  whether  Mr.  Robert- 
son requires  the  services  of  an  assistant 
to  enable  him  to  superintend  the  com- 
paratively small  number  of  schools  in  the 
island  ? 

♦The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B 
Robertson,  Bute) :  I  have  inquired  into 
the  matter  and  find  that  the  teacher  of 
the  Lionel  Public  School,  without 
pressure  and  voluntarily,  showed  to  the 
Inspector  two  telegrams,  and  that  he  did 
so  in  order  to  clear  himself  of  a  charge 
of  having  attempted  to  inveigle  another 
teacher  into  giving  telegraphic  intima- 
tion of  the  movements  of  the  inspecting 
staff.  A  complaint  as  to  this  had  been 
made  to  the  Inspector  by  the  aggrieved 
teacher,  and  the  evidence  goes  to  prove 
that  it  was  well  founded.  The  special, 
duties  of  Mr.  Robertson  in  these  islands 
necessitate  not  only  the  constant  services 
of  an  assistant,  but  also  the  occasional 
assistance  of  another  official. 

EYEMOUTH  HARBOUR. 
Mr.  MARJORIBANES  (Berwick- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  it  is  competent  for  the  Scottish 
Fishery  Board  to  allocate  any  of  the 
funds  at  thoir  disposal  for  harbour  con- 
struction and  improvement  as  security 
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for  advances  to  harbour  authorities  in 
Scotland  by  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners ;  and,  if  such  is  the  case, 
whether  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
would  consider  the  expediency  of  recom- 
mending this  course  to  be  adopted  by 
the  Fishery  Board  in  the  case  of  Eye- 
mouth Harbour,  where  £25,000  ad- 
vanced by  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Board  has  been  expended  in  improving 
the  harbour  without  any  improvement 
to  the  harbour  entrance,  which  is  im- 
practicable to  fishing  boats  during  large 
periods  of  each  tide  ? 

•Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  The  Sec- 
retary for  Scotland  is  favourably  disposed 
to  consider  .the  case  of  Eyemouth  Har- 
bour, and  if  it  be  found  possible  to 
arrange  for  a  portion  of  the  funds  coming 
into  the  hands  of  the  Fishery  Board  to 
be  allocated  as  a  guarantee,  he  will  be 
willing  to  give  his  sanction. 

DIRECTOR  OF  CHANCERY  IN 
EDINBRUGH. 

Mb.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  (Inver- 
ness-shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  there  is  any  founda- 
tion for  the  rumour  that  the  vacant 
office  of  Director  of  Chancery  in  Edin- 
burgh, worth  £600  a  year,  is  to  be 
bestowed  on  one  of  the  already  highly 
paid  officials  in  the  Register  House, 
notwithstanding  the  Treasury  Minute  of 
1881,  which  recommends  the  abolition  of 
the  office  and  the  saving  of  the  salary  ? 
•Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  No,  Sir. 

THE  EDINBURGH  REGISTER  HOUSE. 

Mb.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH:  Ibegto 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
promotion  by  service  and  merit  is  recog- 
nised in  the  staff  of  the  General  Register 
House,  Edinburgh ;  and  whether  it  is 
true  that  a  vacancy  in  the  Inspectorship 
of  Births,  Deaths,  and  Marriages  for  the 
Northern  Counties  of  Scotland  has  been 
filled  up  by  the  appointment,  over  the 
heads  of  several  well  qualified  officials, 
of  a  Mr.  Gordon,  entirely  unconnected 
with  the  service,  and  inexperienced  in 
its  duties  ? 

•Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  assume 
that  the  hon.  Member  refers  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Mr.  Gibson  to  the 
Examinership  of  the  Northern  District. 
The  Examinership  of  this  District,  which 
includes  the  Hebrides,  Orkney,  and 
Mr.  Marjoribanks 


Shetland,  and  a  large  part  of  the 
Northern  Mainland,  involves  duties  of  a 
very  special  nature,  and  requires  very 
special  qualifications.  Mr.  Gibson,  so 
far  from  being,  as  stated  in  the  question, 
inexperienced  in  those  duties,  had  acted 
during  the  absence  of  the  late  Examiner, 
on  sick  leave  for  some  months,  and  he 
proved  himself  to  be  so  efficient  that  it 
was  decided  to  appoint  him  to  the 
vacant  office.  The  appointment  of  Mr. 
Gibson  implied  no  disregard  of  the 
services  and  merits  of  the  staff. 

ARRESTS  FOR  TRIFLING  OFFENCES. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  arrest,  in 
Manchester,  in  February  last,  of  Donate 
Cholla,  charged  with  begging  ;  whether 
the  woman  was  far  advanced  in 
pregnancy  ;  whether  bail  was  offered  at 
the  police  station  and  refused  ;  whether, 
after  some  24  hours'  detention  in  the 
cell,  the  woman's  state  became  so  alarming 
that  she  was  sent  home  in  a  cab,  in  the 
charge  of  two  policemen,  and  shortly 
after  died  ;  and  whether  any  steps  can 
be  taken  to  ensure  either  the  liberation 
of  persons  charged  with  trifling  offences 
who  are  in  a  dangerous  state  of  health, 
or,  at  any  rate,  of  placing  them  under 
proper  medical  care  1 

The  SECRETARY  or  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  am  informed  by  the 
Chief  Constable  that  this  woman  was  far 
advanced  in  pregnancy,  but  that  her 
condition  was  not  perceptible  on  account 
of  her  excessive  corpulence.  Upon  her 
arrival  at  the  station  bail  was  offered  by 
her  husband,  but,  the  Inspector  being  out 
on  special  duty,  the  husband  was  told 
that  bail  would  be  taken  if  he  returned 
at  11  o'clock.  He  returned,  but  did  not 
again  tender  bail,  and  consequently  the 
woman  was  detained.  She  made  no 
complaint  until  12  o'clock  on  the  follow- 
ing night,  when  she  was  at  once  sent 
home,  and  died  two  days  afterwards 
from  blood  poisoning.  The  City  Coroner 
held  an  inquest,  and  acquitted  the  police 
of  all  blame,  and  the  Watch  Committee. 
who  made  a  special  inquiry  into  the 
matter,  found  that  the  police  had  treated 
the  woman  with  every  kindness.  I 
believe    the     practice     of    the    Local 
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Authorities  to  be   in  conformity  with 
the  suggestions  in  the  last  paragraph. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Do  I  understand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  the 
-woman  died  two  days  after  she  was  sent 
home,  because  I  understand  that  she  was 
sent  home  on  the  Monday  morning,  and 
•died  the  same  night. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  She  was  sent 
home  on  the  Sunday  night. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  It  was  after 
midnight,  and  was  practically  Monday 
morning. 

"  MITCHELL  v.  REGINA." 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  if  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  para- 
graph in  the  Naval  and  Military 
Argus  of  22nd  May,  1890,  stating 
that  the  War  Office  people  have  given 
way  in  Major  Shiel's  case,  but  hold  out 
in  the  case  of  the  suppliant  in  "  Mitchell 
v.  Regina,'1  and  whether  it  is  true,  as 
stated  in  the  Argus,  that  the  suppliant  is 
practically  in  a  state  of  beggary,  owing  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  War  Office  have 
acted ;  whether  it  is  true  that  the  sup- 
pliant in  "  Mitchell  v.  Regina  "  officially 
applied  to  the  War  Office,  on  15th  May, 
to  be  permitted  to  commute  a  portion  of 
his  pension  of  £215  a  year,  owing  to  his 
pecuniary  distress,  and  whether  that 
application  was  officially  refused  the 
next  day  ;  whether,  under  the  Commu- 
tation Acts  of  1871-82,  an  officer  has  a 
right  to  commute  his  pension  less  £80  a 
year ;  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  War 
Office  to  persist  in  pressing  the  suppliant 
in  "Mitchell  v.  Regina"  for  the  payment 
of  tho  costs  of  the  Crown  ;  whether  it  is 
true  that  the  suppliant  in  " Mitchell  v. 
Regina  "  is  the  same  officer  who,  as  Lieu- 
tenant and  Captain  Mitchell,  reported 
officially  the  illegal  deduction  of  the 
Income  Tax  from  himself  and  brother 
officers  by  the  War  Office ;  and  whether, 
in  consequence,  the  Duke  of  Cambridge 
issued  a  Corps  Circular  Memorandum  on 
the  subject,  and  a  considerable  sum  of 
money  was  refunded  to  the  officers  so 
concerned  1 

*The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  :  My  attention  has  not  been 
previously  called  to  the  paragraph  in  the 


military  journal  referred  to.  I  may 
state,  however,  that  Major  Shiel's  case 
is  in  no  way  analogous  to  that  of  Colonel 
Mitchell.  I  have  no  means  of  knowing 
in  what  pecuniary  circumstances  that 
officer  now  is.  He  was  granted  a  pen- 
sion of  £600  a  year,  of  which  he  has 
been  allowed  to  commute  £385  a  year 
for  the  sum  of  £4,506.  An  officer  has 
no  statutory  right  to  claim  commutation, 
which  can  only  be  allowed  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
Having  regard  to  the  circumstances  of 
Colonel  Mitchell,  1  am  unable  to  support 
his  request  to  further  reduce  his  annual 
income.  The  payment  of  the  costs  to 
the  Crown,  reduced  by  the  omission  of 
certain  charges  to  about  £260,  will  be 
insisted  on.  Colonel  Mitchell  is  the 
officer  who  complained  of  certain  assess- 
ments of  Income  Duty,  which  were 
decided  in  favour  of  the  Royal  En- 
gineers. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston):  May  I 
ask  if  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  War 
Office  sent  in  a  claim  for  costs  to  this 
unfortunate  officer  which  were  nearly 
double  what  was  received  after  they  had 
passed  through  the  hands  of  the  Taxing 
Master  ? 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :    I  am  unable  to 
answer  that  question. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  I  should 'be  glad 
to  learn  who  the  official  is  from  whom 
the  fact  can  be  ascertained, 

COLONIAL  INSURANCE  OFFICES. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Colonial  Mutual  Insurance  Company, 
of  Australia,  whose  head  office  is  in 
Melbourne,  has  an  affiliated  office  in 
London,  which  has  deposited  £20,000, 
and  gone  through  all  the  legal  formalities 
necessary  to  allow  it  to  do  insurance 
business  in  England ;  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that,  when  the  English  insurers  in 
this  office  claim  to  deduct  Income  Tax, 
they  are  refused,  because  their  parent 
office  is  in  a  colony,  and  are  told  that 
the  law  "  knows  no  distinction  between 
a  foreign  *  and  colonial  country ;" 
whether  this  Colonial  Insurance  Office, 
being  a  British  office,  the  only  ground 
upon  which  equality  is  denied  is  its 
colonial  connection ;  and  whether  he  is 
aware  that  there  are  in  Australia  20 
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English  Insurance  Companies  upon  which 
no  special  restrictions  are  placed,  and 
they  are  placed  on  an  exact  equality 
there  with  the  four  leading  Australian 
Insurance  Companies  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  Law  Couits 
have  decided  that  the  16  &  17  Vict.  c. 
91,  which  regulates  the  deduction  from 
the  assessment  to  the  Income  Tax,  does 
not  apply  in  cases  where  life  insurance 
premiums  are  paid  to  companies  over 
which  Parliament  have  no  jurisdiction, 
and,  consequently,  under  the  existing  law, 
no  deduction  can  be  allowed  in  respect 
of  life  insurance  premiums  which  are 
paid  to  Colonial  Companies.  Of  course, 
it  is  open  to  Parliament  to  alter  the  law 
in  that  respect,  and  such  alteration 
might  be  effected  before  next  year.  At 
the  same  time,  I  do  not  think  that  the 
Australian  Insurance  Companies  have  a 
very  strong  locus  standi  in  the  matter, 
considering  that  they  themselves  make 
a  difference  between  colonial  and  British 


insurance. 


QUEENSLAND. 


Sib  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  Government  has  any 
further  information,  which  could  be 
laid  before  the  House,  from  Queensland, 
as  to  the  movement  for  setting  up 
separate  colonies  in  Northern,  Central, 
and  Southern  Queensland  ;  and  whether 
the  Governor  has  .  recently  reported 
specially  on  this  question  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  A  despatch  on 
the  subject  has  been  received  recently. 
I  need  hardly  add  that  the  important 
and  difficult  questions  raised  will  receive 
the  fullest  consideration. 

TAXATION  OF  AERATED  WATERS. 

Mb.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  he  is  aware  if  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  lowest  estimate  of  production 
(by  a  manufacturer)  of  the  300  to  400 
aerated  water  manufacturers  in  London 
is  20,000,000  dozens  per  annum,  and 
that  the  total  amount  consumed  or 
exported  of  aerated  waters,  untaxed 
temperance  or  other  drinks  or  mineral 
waters,  amounts  to  probably  250,000,000 
dozen  per  annum ;  and  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  profits  upon  a 
Mr.  Eenniker  Heaton 


majority  of  these  are  stated  to  be  in 
excess  of  those  derived  from  any  bever- 
age sold  by  clubs,  hotels,  restaurants, 
public  houses,  <fec.,  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  causing  these  waters, 
being  luxuries,  to  contribute  something 
towards  Imperial  taxation  1 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  might  say  that  I 
would  consider  the  advisability  of  pro- 
posing such  a  tax,  as  one  might  say  that 
all  such  proposals  may  be  considered, 
but  I  should  create  a  false  impression, 
as  I  do  not  think  I  could  possibly  see  my 
way  to  taxing  aerated  waters. 

INDIAN  LETTERS  AND    PARCELS. 

Mr.  FEASER-MACKINTOSH  (Inver 
ness-shire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether,  by  receiving  prepay- 
ment, the  Post  Office  is  held  to  under- 
take the  safe  delivery  of  letters,  packets, 
and  parcels  from  India ;  whether  there 
are,  nevertheless,  numerous  complaints 
made  of  the  tampering  with  letters, 
packets,  and  parcels  in  transit,  and  of 
their  contents  being  removed  or 
injured ;  and  whether  these  robberies, 
chiefly  affecting  private  soldiers  in  India 
and  their  friends  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
can  be  stopped  ? 

•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University)  :  In  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say 
that,  in  the  case  of  all  letters,  whether 
paid  or  unpaid,  the  Post  Office  does  all 
in  its  power  to  deliver  them  safely. 
During  the  year  ended  the  31st  of  March 
last,  the  number  of  parcels  received 
from  India  was  47,671,  and  of  these  the 
number  alleged  to  be-  tampered  with  was 
four.  There  is  good  reason  to  believe, 
however,  that  in  two  of  these  four  cases 
the  tampering,  if  tampering  there  was, 
did  not  take  place  in  the  Post  Office.  Out 
of  the  47,671  parcels  the  number  alleged 
to  have  been  damaged  was  55.  In  many 
of  these  cases  the  contents  were  very 
fragile,  such  as  butterflies,  clay  figures, 
and  soap-stone  models,  or  were  not 
securely  packed.  As  regards  letters,  we 
have  no  exact  information  of  the  number 
received  from  India  during  the  same 
period,  but  the  hon.  Member  will  under- 
stand that  they  were  very  much  more 
numerous  than  the  parcels.  Out  of  the 
total  number,  whatever  it  was,  the  num- 
ber alleged  to  have  been  tampered  with 
was  nine  ;  and  in  two  out  of  these  nine 
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cases  the  articles  abstracted  were  e  ventu- 
ally  recovered.  Whether  the  losses 
chiefly  affected  private  soldiers  or  not  I 
am  unable  to  say  ;  but,  be  that  as  it  may, 
the  hon.  Member  will,  I  think,  agree 
with  me  that  it  is  not  a  bad  record,  and 
that  there  is  not  very  much  to  correct. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  absence  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  whether  the 
arrangement  made  by  the  latter  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Committee  stage  of  the 
Tithe  Bill  this  week  still  holds  good  ? 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  In  the  absence  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  I  should  not 
like  to  give  a  definite  reply  at  this 
moment  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
question.  My  right  hon.  Friend  will  be 
in  his  place  to-morrow,  and  will  then  be 
able  to  answer  any  question  on  the  sub- 
ject. 1  may,  however,  say  that  the 
arrangement  holds  good  so  far,  subject  to 
any  alteration  my  right  hon.  Friend  may 
propose. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  <kc.) : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  War  how 
it  was  that  the  Second  Heading  of  the 
Barracks  Bill  was  taken  on  Friday  before 
the  adjournment  for  the  recess,  when  on 
Thursday,  the  22nd  of  May,  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  stated  that  he 
would  only  take  four  other  pieces  of 
Government  business?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  then  asked  whether, 
assuming  that  arrangement  to  be  ac- 
cepted, no  other  business  would  be  taken, 
and  he  replied  that,  although  he  had  no 
desire  to  impose  conditions  upon  the 
House,  in  the  event  of  the  four  Orders  in 
question  being  concluded,  and  the  Motion 
adopted  for  taking  over  Tuesdays  and 
Fridays,  he  would  move  the  adjournment. 
The  question  I  wish  to  put  to  the 
Secretary  for  War  is  whether,  on  the 
evening  of  Friday,  the  23rd,  he  had 
overlooked  the  statement  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  when  he  asked  the 
House  to  pass  the  Second  Reading  of  a 
very  important  Bill  establishing  a  very 
important  principle  ? 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhampton, 
E.)  :  I  had  intended  to  put  a  similar 
question  to  the  First  Lord  if  he  had  been 
hero  to-day.  Upon  questions  affecting 
the  conduct  of  public  business  I  think 


there  ought  to  be  no  mistake.  I  with- 
drew my  block  to  the  Report  of  the 
Resolution  on  which  the  Bill  is  founded 
on  the  distinct  *  understanding  that  I 
would  have  an  opportunity  on  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  of  raising 
certain  Constitutional  objections  to  the 
measure. 

♦Mb.  <E.  STANHOPE :  Perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  to  answer  the  question. 
There  was  not  the  slightest  intention  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  deprive 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  his  views  with 
regard  to  the  measure  referred  to.  I 
apologise  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  the  course  I  took  in  the  matter  on 
Friday.  What  was  done  in  reference  to 
the  Bill  on  that  day  was  due  entirely  to 
my  mistake.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
will  have  a  further  opportunity  of  raising 
his  objections  to  the  measure.  I  under- 
stood that  there  was  no  opposition  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  :  If  the  Bill  met  with  unani- 
mous support,  and  there  was  no  opposi- 
tion to  it,  why  was  it  not  put  down  as 
the  first  Order  of  the  Day  rather  than 
that  the  Government  should  render 
themselves  liable  to  be  charged  with 
breach  of  faith  ? 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Lancashire, 
N.E.,  Darwen) :  Will  the  arrangement 
with  respect  to  taking  the  Educational 
Estimates  to-morrow  hold  good  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes.  The  Estimates 
will  be  taken  first  and  then  the  Code 
Bill. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  In  what  order 
will  Supply  be  taken  after  Class  V.  is 
disposed  of  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  believe  that  it  will 
be  taken  straight  on. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  Will  the  Committee  stage  of 
the  Barracks  Bill  be  put  down  for  next 
week? 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  am  afraid  that 
that  must  be  left  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
Under  the  circumstances  it  will  not  be 
taken  to-night. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  op  the  COM- 
MITTEE  op  COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart 
Dyke,  Kent,  Dartford) :  The  Education 
Code  will  be  put  down  for  to-morrow; 
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though  no  unfair  pressure  will  be  put 
upon  hon.  Members.  It  is  intended  to 
follow  the  precedent  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Brightside  Division  (Mr. 
Mundella),  and  to  discuss  the  Code  with 
the  Estimates. 

THE  NEWFOUNDLAND   FISHERIES 

DISPUTE. 

Me.  J.  MORLEY :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  to  the  Colonies  whether 
the  Government  propose  to  lay  speedily 
before  the  House  the  Papers  relating  to 
Newfoundland  ?  No  Papers  have  been 
laid  before  Parliament  in  connection  with 
the  subject  since  the  mission  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain),  and,  considering  the 
atate  at  which  the  question  has  arrived, 
it  is  important  that  the  House  should 
have  information  with  regard  to  it. 

♦The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
for  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
gusson,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  I  am  able  to 
answer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
question  at  once.  The  Papers  are  being 
prepared  with  all  possible  despatch.  I 
inquired  this  afternoon,  and  I  understand 
that  the  Papers  will  be  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  next  week. 

Mr.  STAVELE Y  HILL  (Staffordshire, 
Kingswinford) :  When  may  Papers  be 
expected  with  respect  to  Bshrings  Sea  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  cannot  promise 
Papers  at  present,  because,  as  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  is  aware,  negotiations 
are  still  in  progress  with  respect  to  this 
matter,  and  until  they  are  completed  it 
will  be  impossible  to  lay  the  record  of 
the  proceedings  before  Parliament. 

Mr.  S.  HILL:  Were  not  the  nego- 
tiations closed  when  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
retired  from  Washington  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  No  ;  I  think  I 
have  already  stated  that. 

•Mr.  GOURLEY  :  Is  the  report  correct 
that  a  body  of  French  marines  have  been 
landed  in  Newfoundland,  and  that  the 
English  Government  have  ordered  a  war 
vessel  to  proceed  to  those  parts  which 
are  now  considered  to  be  disturbed  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  no  information  of  any 
such  events,  and  I  am  able  to  state  that 
the  French  Government  also  have  no  such 
information.  I  believe  that  until  some 
arrangement  has  been  arrived  at  we  may 
expect  that  the  officers  of  both  countries 
will  maintain  a  conciliatory  attitude. 
Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke 


•Mr.  GOURLEY :  Then  we  may  take 
it  that  the  reports  of  the  landing  of  the 
French  troops  and  the  sending  of  an. 
English  cruiser  are  inaccurate  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  have  every 
reason  to  believe  they  are  incorrect, 
because  it  is  most  probable  that  if  any 
such  occurrences  had  taken  place  intelli- 
gence would  have  reached  one  of  the  two 
Governments. 

THE  LICENSING  QUESTION. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  May  I 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
what  is  the  result  of  the  further  inquiries 
which  were  proposed  to  be  taken  as  to 
the  incidence  of  the  Liquor  Tax,  which 
is  proposed  to  be  appropriated  for  local 
purposes  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  be  good  enough  to 
repeat  his  question  to-morrow  or  on 
Thursday.  It  has  been  impossible 
during  the  recess  to  continue  all  the 
business  with  which  we  were  occupied  up 
to  the  last  moment  before  the  rising  of 
the  House,  and  I  am  not  able  to  say 
what  progress  has  been  made  in  the 
direction  indicated  by  the  hon.  Member. 
Mr.  SEXTON :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  place  on  the  Table  the  terms, 
of  the  reference  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  Government 
have  every  desire  to  satisfy  the  wishes 
expressed  in  all  parts  of  the  House,  but 
the  matter  is  one  which  will  require 
very  great  care. 

THE  ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen, 
W.)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  if  he  can  inform  the  House  when 
the  Army  Estimates  will  be  taken  1 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  cannot  fix  a 
date  for  these  Estimates,  but  I  have  no 
doubt  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  give  some 
reasonable  notice  of  the  time  when  they 
will  come  on  for  discussion. 


MERCHANT  SHIPPING,  1889. 

Copy  ordered,  "  of  Tables  showing  the 
Progress  of  British  Merchant  Shipping." 
— (Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  li% 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. — 
[No.  192.] 
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SUPPLY—CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES, 

1890-91. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 


Class  V. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 

"That  a  sum,  nob  exceeding  £114,920  (in- 
cluding an  additional  sum  of  £30,000),  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  end- 
ing on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1891,  for  sundry 
Colonial  Services,  including  Expenses  incurred 
under  ( The  Pacific  Islanders'  Protection  Act, 
1875,'  and  certain  Charges  connected  with 
South  Africa/' 

(4.5.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy, 
Ac.) :  The  Government  promised  that 
these  Estimates  should  not  be  left  oyer 
this  year  until  the  month  of  Septem- 
ber, when  there  would  be  no  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  them,  but  they 
have  considered  it  desirable  to  bring 
them  on  upon  the  first  day  after 
the  vacation,  when  there  are  very  few 
Members  present.  I  have  given  notice 
of  my  intention  to  move  various  reduc- 
tions in  these  Votes,  especially  in  regard 
to  Bechuanaland ;  but  before  we  come 
to  that  item  I  wish  to  put  a  few  ques- 
tions to  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  upon  several  of  the  previous 
items.  The  first  which  I  desire  to  put 
has  reference  to  the  Norfolk  Island  Mail 
Service.  The  sum  which  is  asked  for 
that  Service  is  very  small — £67  I  think ; 
but  I  want  to  know  if  the  island  itself 
belongs  to  us,  or  whether  it  belongs  to 
the  colony  of  New  South  Wales,  or  any 
of  the  other  Australian  colonies.  If  it 
has  been  made  over  to  one  of  the 
colonies  I  do  not  see  why  the  British 
taxpayer  should  be  asked  to  pay 
even  this  small  sum.  The  next  item 
to  which  I  would  refer  is  that  for 
the  Mauritius  Mail  Service.  As  far  as 
I  can  make  out  we  appear  to  be  paying 
the  whole  cost  of  the  subsidy  to  our  old 
friend  the  British  India  Steam  Navi- 
gation Company.  Hitherto,  I  find  that 
the  Government  of  the  Mauritius  has 
voted  £5,600  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Service,  but  I  now  find  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  thought  it 
right  to  subsidise  the  company  as  well, 
and  a  sum  of  £7,500  is  proposed  to  be 
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given  to  the  British  India  Steam  Navi- 
gation Company,  of  which  we  are  asked 
to  pay  £2,813  this  year.  I  want  to 
know  upon  what  ground  this  money  is 
to  be  paid,  and  whether  any  new  service 
has  been  undertaken  *by  the  company  in 
addition  to  their  ordinary  trading  occu- 
pations. I  would  ask  further  what  is 
the  necessity  for  a  mail  service  between 
Colombo  and  the  Mauritius  to  justify 
the  Government  in  asking  the  taxpayers 
of  this  country  to  vote  a  subsidy  of 
£7,500,  in  addition  to  an  equal  sum  voted 
by  the  Governmont  of  the  Mauritius, 
and  what  we  gain  from  the  arrangement  ? 
It  is  an  item  which  appears  in  the  Votes 
for  the  first  time  this  year,  and  I  wish  to 
afford  Her  Majesty's  Government  an  op- 
portunity of  explaining  what  it  means.  In 
order  to  enable  them  to  do  so  I  will  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  for  Norfolk 
Island  and  the  Mauritius  by  £100. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, "That  item  D,  £2,813,  Mauritius 
Mail  Service,  be  reduced  by  £100." — 
(Sir  George  Campbell.) 


*(4.10.)  The  UNDER  SECRETARY 
op  STATE  for  the  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  In 
answer  to  the  first  question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  say  that  Norfolk  Island 
does  belong  to  this  country,  and  that  an 
Imperial  Grant  of  £100  was  made  on 
April  1st,  1889,  for  improved  communica- 
tions between  that  island  and  New  South 
Wales,  and  was  promised  for  five  years, 
on  condition  that  one-third  of  the  cost 
should  be  borne  by  the  island. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  Do  I  understand 
that  Norfolk  Island  is  practically  a  Crown 
colony  ? 

♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  It  certainly 
belongs  to  us.  In  regard  to  the  Mau- 
ritius Mail  Service,  it  has  been  found 
necessary  to  improve  the  service. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  It  is  a  new  Vote 
altogether. 

♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  Both  the 
Admiralty  and  the  War  Office  have 
impressed  upon  the  Colonial  Office  the 
necessity,  from  an  Imperial  point  of  view, 
of  providing  an  improved  mail  service. 
In  reference  to  the  amount  inserted  in 
the  Estimates  this  year,  it  represents  for 
1890-91  three-fourths  of  the  expense. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  What  advantage 
do  we  gain  from  the  new  service  1    Is  a 
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new  service  to  be  maintained,  or  is  it 
merely  the  subsidising  of  the  old  service 
already  carried  on  by  the  British  India 
Steam  Navigation  Company  for  local 
purposes  ? 

♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  The  War 
Office  and  the  Admiralty  are,  as  I  have 
already  said,  of  opinion  that  there  should 
be  an  improved  communication  for 
Imperial  purposes. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  As  I  did  not 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  any 
notice  of  tho  question,  I.  will  not  press 
the  Amendment,  but  will  rest  satisfied 
with  the  answer  I  have  received. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

(4.12.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  The 
next  Amendment  I  have  to  propose  is  the 
i  eduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£1,275,  for  the  salary  and  establishment 
of  the  Governor  of  Heligoland.  I  have 
been  a  good  many  years  in  this  House, 
but  I  have  never  heard  yet  any  satisfac- 
tory explanation  given  of  our  possession 
of  Heligoland,  or  what  object  the  British 
Empire  has  to  serve  by  retaining  it. 
Being  anxious  to  know  all  about  it,  I 
first  obtained  a  map  of  Europe,  and  it 
was  with  some  difficulty  that  I  discovered 
the  island  at  all.  It  appears  to  be 
situated  in  a  bight  of  the  German 
Ocean,  somewhere  off  the  mouth  of  the 
Elbe.  As  the  map  did  not  throw  much 
light  on  the  matter,  I  referred  to  the 
Encyclopaedia  Britannica,  where  I  find 
Heligoland  described  as  a  small  island 
with  a  population  approaching  2,000, 
who  principally  live  by  entertaining 
German  bathers  during  the  summer 
months.  I  find  that  there  is  no  wheeled 
vehicle  whatever  on  the  island,  except  a 
wheelbarrow  and  a  few  bathing  machines 
for  the  use  of  the  bathers.  There  are  a 
few  horses  there  in  the  summer,  but 
they  are  withdrawn  in  the  winter. 
They  get  their  supplies  from  Hamburg 
and  Bremen ;  the  bathers  are  all  Ger- 
mans, and  when  they  go  away  the  place 
is  so  dismal  and  desolate  that  there  is  an 
unusual  preponderance  of  suicide  and 
insanity.  All  the  residents  except  the 
Governor  and  the  garrison  are  Germans, 
and,  looking  at  the  history  of  the  island, 
it  certainly  does  seem  extraordinary  how 
it  ever  came  into  our  possession.  It 
originally  belonged  to  Denmark,  but  in 
Sir  G.  Campbell 


1817,  being  at  war  with  Denmark,  we 
took  the  island  and  found  it  useful 
when  we  were  engaged  in  blockading 
Hamburg  and  other  ports.  But,  although 
it  might  have  been  serviceable  in  those 
days,  its  possession  now  is  an  absurd  ana- 
chronism. I,  therefore,  cannot  understand 
why  we  should  keep  a  Governor  there  at 
a  salary  of  £800  a  year,  and  a  garrison 
of  three  coastguardsmen  at  a  cost  of 
£475  a  year.  The  island  is  of  no  use 
whatever  to  us,  and  in  the  event  of  a 
war,  the  retention  of  it  might  be 
followed  by  humiliating  consequences. 
I  think  it  would  be  better  to  give  up  the 
island  altogether,  at  a  moment  when  we 
could  do  so  with  honour,  dignity ,andcredit. 
Surely,  in  some  of  the  negotiations  which 
are  going  on  with  Germany,  we  might 
trade  Heligoland  against  some  territory 
in  Africa,  and  save  this  £1,275  a  year, 
which  I  cannot  help  looking  upon  as 
a  most  unnecessary  tax  upon  the  British 
taxpayer.  With  that  view,  I  beg  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the 
sum  of  £1,275. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Item  E,  £1,275,  for  Heligoland, be 
omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote." — (Sir 
George  Campbell.) 

*(4.16.)  Baeon  H.  de  WORMS :  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G. 
Campbell)  says  we  ought  to  give  up 
Heligoland,  but  he  did  not  say  to  whom 
we  ought  to  give  it  up.  The  only 
reason  he  has  alleged  is  that  we  ought 
not  to  pay  £1,275  a  year  for  an  island 
which  is  principally  used  by  German 
bathers.  I  think  he  also  alluded  to  the 
fact  that  it  is  near  the  German  Coast* 
But  it  follows  from  the  hon.  Member's 
argument  that  if,  as  he  suggests,  pos- 
sessions of  the  Crown  are  to  be  given  up 
for  no  better  reason  than  because  of  their 
propinquity  to  other  Powers,  we  might 
on  that  ground  surrender  not  only  Heli- 
goland to  Germany,  but  also  the  Channel 
Islands  to  France  and  Gibraltar  to 
Spain.  That  is  the  natural  consequence 
of  his  argument,  but  that  view  is  shared 
neither  by  the  present  Government  nor 
by  those  which  have  preceded  them. 
When  the  question  was  discussed  in 
1885  Lord  E.  Fitzmaurice,  the  then 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs* 
and  a  firm  supporter  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  said — 
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"He  would  ask  the  House  to  consider  what 
would  happen  if  he  or  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  were  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  hand  over  Heligoland  to  Germany. 
The  Government  would  be  denounced  as 
cowards,  and  as  crowning  the  edifice  of  their 
disgrace." 

Those  were  the  views  of  a  Minister 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
Not  a  shadow  of  reason  or  excuse 
for  giving  up  one  of  the  possessions 
of  the  Crown  has  been  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member.  The 
annual  imports  of  Heligoland  are  over 
,£30,000,  almost  entirely  from  the 
United  Kingdom.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
necessary  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House 
with  arguments  to  show  why  we  should 
not  give  up  Heligoland.  I  certainly  do 
not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  shown 
any  reason  why  we  should  do  so. 

(4.20.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (North, 
ampton)  :  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  has  perfectly  convinced 
me  that  we  ought  to  give  up  this  island 
of  Heligoland.  The  only  reason  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has 
assigned  for  not  doing  so  is  that  it  might 
lead  to  the  cession  of  other  possessions, 
and  that  we  must  necessarily  give  up 
the  Channel  Islands  and  Gibraltar.  I 
will  not  enter  into  the  question  whether 
it  is  desirable  that  we  should  give  up 
the  Channel  Islands  and  Gibraltar  os 
not,  but  surely  anybody  but  an  Under 
Secretary  of  State,  who  is  obliged  to 
defend  anything,  should  know  that 
there  is  a  very  wide  distinction  between 
giving  up  Gibraltar  and  this  wretched 
little  sand-bank  called  Heligoland. 
Gibraltar  is  a  harbour,  and  there  are 
harbours  in  the  Channel  Islands  apon 
which  we  have  wasted  several  millions 
of  money.  Heligoland  has  no  harbour ; 
it  costs  us  £1,275  a  year,  and  it  is 
absolutely  worth  nothing.  I  will  tell 
the  Under  Secretary  why  we  do  not  give 
it  up.  It  is  because  there  is  a  nice 
comfortable  little  office  attached  to  it, 
and  while  we  can  have  a  little  sand- 
bank, and  place  a  Governor  there  with 
£800  a  year,  we  shall  never  be  ready  to 
give  it  up.  I  have  been  there,  and  I 
may  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
it  is  not  even  a  fishing  island — only  a 
wretched  little  sand-bank.  If  we  gained 
anything  in  the  world  by  it,  it  might  be 
a  matter  for  consideration  whether  it 
would  not  be  desirable  to  retain  it,  but, 
as  it  is,  we  gain  nothing  whatever  except 


the  power  of  spending  £1,275   a  year 
upon  it.     The  right  lion.  Gentleman  has 
told  us  what  some  Liberal  Minister  said 
in  1871. 
•Baeon  H.  de  WORMS :  In  1885. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  Five  years  ago. 
A  great  deal  has  happened  since  then. 
The  Liberal  Party  is  not  now  what  it 
was  five  years  ago.  The  Liberal  Party 
has  consolidated  itself,  and  has  adopted 
more  drastic  Radical  views  with  regard 
to  these  matters  than  in  1885.  This  is 
1890,  and  I  look  upon  the  matter  from 
the  1890  standpoint.  We  are  spending 
this  money,  but  there  is  no  object  in 
keeping  the  island.  My  hon.  Friend 
says  that  German  bathers  go  there,  and 
it  seems  that  the  only  object  of  its  exlstenc 
is  that  German  bathers  should  go  there6 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  .do  not  care* 
who  gets  it,  so  long  as  we  get  rid  of  this 
damnosa  hereditas.  During  the  wars 
with  Napoleon  it  was  made  a  depdt  for 
contraband  goods  we  wished  to  introduce 
into  the  Continent,  but  it  is  practically 
of  no  use  now. 

(4.25.)  Me.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liver- 
pool, Scotland):  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  remarks  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  and  as  to  which  Power 
the  island  should  be  handed  over  to, 
that  is,  I  take  it,  a  matter  for  the  Foreign 
Office  to  decide.  Personally  I  think 
there  is  a  strong  case  for  giving  it  up  to 
Germany,  as  it  is  practically  a  suburb  of 
the  City  of  Hamburg.  The  Germans  go 
there  to  bathe  and  enjoy  their  summer 
vacation,  and  there  is  no  analogy  what- 
ever between  Heligoland  and  Gibraltar 
or  the  Channel  Islands.  Even  the 
Under  Secretary  has  not  ventured  to 
assert  that  the  island  is  of  any  value  for 
strategical  or  military  purposes,  and  I 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton that  it  is  quite  enough  to  deal 
with  Heligoland  now,  and  wait  until  the 
question  of  what  is  to  be  done  with 
Gibraltar  and  the  Channel  Islands  arises. 
I  believe  that  the  people  of  the  Channel 
Islauds  are  very  much  attached  to  this 
country,  and  very  properly  so,  because 
under  the  government  of  this  country 
their  prosperity  has  very  much  in- 
creased. Indeed,  I  would  suggest  to  this 
House  that  if  they  were  to  study  the 
case  of  the  Channel  Islands  a  little  more 
carefully  they  might  find  it  greatly  to 
their    advantage    to  extend    the  same 
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principle  of  government  in  other  direc- 1 
tions.  The  people  of  the  Channel 
Islands  are  attached  to  this  country 
because  we  have  left  them  alone,  have 
allowed  their  local  institutions  to  grow 
up  under  their  own  control,  and  have 
not  interfered  with  them  in  the  assertion 
of  their  rights.  The  case  of  Heligoland 
is  entirely  different.  We  have  only  a 
garrison  and  a  Governor  there,  and  if  we 
gave  up  the  island  to  Germany  to- 
morrow it  would  not  involve  us  in  one 
penny  of  loss. 

*(4.26.)  Me.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland) : 
I  wish  to  remind  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  that  the  speech  of  Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice,  which  he  has 
quoted,  was  made  in  answer  to  a  Resolu- 
tion brought  forward  in  this  House  by 
the  present  Under  Secretary  for  India 
(Sir  J.  Gorst),  who  suggested  to  the  then 
Liberal  Government  that  they  should 
hand  over  Heligoland  to  the  German 
Government.  The  view  then  expressed 
by  the  Under  Secretary  for  India  was, 
I  think,  the  correct  one.  I  have  myself 
visited  Heligoland,  and  I  am  satisfied 
that  it  is  of  no  use  whatever  to  this 
country.  It  is  merely,  as  has  been 
described  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  a  useless  sandbank,  and 
no  analogy  whatever  can  be  drawn 
between  it  and  Gibraltar  or  the 
Channel  Islands.  Gibraltar  we  all  know 
is  of  immense  service  to  us,  and  so  would 
the  Channel  Islands  be  in  the  event  of  a 
war  with  France.  But  Heligoland  is  of 
no  value  to  this  country  whatever ;  and  I 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  that  it  .would  be  a  graceful 
act  on  the  part  of  this  country  to  hand 
it  over  to  the  German  Government,  to 
whom  it  properly  belongs.  At  the  same 
time,  he  thought  that  the  concession 
might  be  dealt  with  in  what  is  under- 
stood to  be  disputes  regarding  German 
and  British  influence  in  Africa. 

(4.28.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary has  invited  us  to  enter  into  the 
question  whether  if  we  gave  up 
Heligoland  we  ought  not  also  to  get  rid 
of  Gibraltar  and  the  Channel  Islands. 
I  decline  to  enter  into  that  question.  I 
have  no  wish  to  get  rid  either  of 
Gibraltar  or  the  Channel  Islands.  The 
Channel  Islands  afford  us  a  good  example 
of  the  advantages  of  Local  Government 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor 


and  Home  Rule.  The  Under  Secretary 
justifies  the  course  he  takes  by  quoting 
a  passage  from  the  speech  of  a  former 
Liberal  Minister  in  1885.  But  two* 
blacks  do  not  make  a  white,  and  I  am 
afraid  that  it  is  too  much  the  habit  of 
the  Front  Bench  to  cover  their  own  im- 
perfections by  a  reference  to  those  of 
others.  My  opposition  to  the  retention 
of  Heligoland  is  that  it  is  altogether  use- 
less to  us,  and  thet  it  entails  upon  the 
British  taxpayer  an  entirely  unnecessary 
expenditure. 

(4.30.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway) :  I 
must  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  Heligoland 
would  be  a  very  valuable  station  in  time 
of  war.  It  would  be  a  great  centre  for 
receiving  intelligence  both  upon  naval 
and  military  matters.  Its  possession 
would  enable  us  to  keep  a  good  watch 
upon  a  very  large  portion  of  traffic  from 
Hamburg,  and  therefore  it  has  some 
strategic  importance.  Germany  is  an 
extremely  friendly  Power,  but  no  people 
know  better  than  the  Germans  that  if 
one  wants  peace  he  must  prepare  for 
war. 

(4.33.)  Captain  BETHELL  (York, 
E.R.,  Holderness)  :  Whatever  we  may 
think  of  the  importanca  of  Heligoland, 
it  would,  in  my  opinion,  be  extremely 
foolish  to  give  it  up  as  an  act  of  grace 
without  getting  something  substantial  in 
return  for  it. 

(4.34.)  Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR: 
Though  I  suggested  that  the  island 
should  be  given  to  Germany,  I  never 
proposed  that  it  should  be  given  for 
nothing.  On  the  contrary,  I  think  we 
should  drive  the  very  hardest  bargain 
we  can. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  My  suggestion 
was  that  the  island  should  be  traded 
away  to  Germany,  and,  of  course,  I 
meant  in  consideration  of  something 
else. 

Question  put,  "That  Item  E  be 
omitted  from  the  said  Vote." 

(4.35.)  The  Committee  divided  : — 
Ayes  27;  Noes  150.— -(Div.  List,  No. 
110.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

(4.45.)  Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  : 
I  want  to  ask  a  question  about  the 
salaries  paid  to  Governors  in  the  West 
Indies.     I  find  that  there  is  a  popula- 
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tion  of  over  1,500,000,  and  that 
there  are  no  less  than  10  Governors  at 
large  salaries.  This  is  a  relic  of  the 
ridiculous  system  of  old  days,  and  I  do 
not  know  why  so  many  Governors  should 
be  employed  at  such  high  salaries.  Why 
should  not  a  Go  vernor-in-Chief  of  the  whole 
of  the  West  Indies  be  appointed  ?  If  I  get 
a  satisfactory  answer  from  the  Govern- 
ment I  shall  not  think  it  necessary  to 
move  any  reduction,  but  I  think  it  is 
only  reasonable  to  ask  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  look  into  the  subject. 
*(4.49.)  Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  The 
question  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  is 
a  very  large  one,  and  one  on  which  he 
could  not  expect  me  to  give  any  pledge 
off-hand.  Most  of  the  West  Indian 
Islands  are  at  a  great  distance  one  from 
another,  and  it  would,  therefore,  involve 
great  inconvenience  to  place  them  under 
the  same  Governor.  It  is,  however,  a 
question  of  great  importance,  and  one 
which  will  receive  the  full  consideration 
of  the  Colonial  Office. 

(4.50.)  Colonel  NOLAN :  I  would 
suggest  that  in  the  future  the  names  of 
all  the  Governors  should  be  printed  in 
the  Votes. 

Mb.  O.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea): 
The  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Hanbury)  referred  to  the  number  of 
Governors  in  the  West  Indies.  I  do  not 
think  he  can  be  aware  that  during  the 
last  few  years  a  very  considerable  reduc- 
tion has  been  made  in  the  number  of 
Governors.  It  is  possible  that  some- 
thing more  may  be  done  in  the  same 
direction.  I  should  be  glad  if  the 
Government  will  look  into  the  matter. 

•Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  I  will  consider 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Galway. 

(4.52.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  The 
Under  Secretary  has  said  that  the 
Colonies  have  not  asked  that  the  number 
of  Governors  should  be  reduced.  Why 
should  they?  We  pay  the  Governors, 
and  I  ask  why  we  should  do  so  ?  I 
know  of  no  reason  whatever.  Colonists 
will  not  pay  for  a  Governor  if  they  can 
get  us  to  pay  him.  I  find  that  lower 
down  in  the  Vote  mention  is  made  of 
Leeward  Islands.  We  pay  no  less  than 
£3,000  for  a  Governor  there.  I  under- 
stand these  islands  are  a  number  of 
trumpery  islands  in  the  West  Indies. 
We  pay  £300  for  a  Secretary  to  the 
Governor,  and 


The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  a  notice  down 
to  reduce  a  previous  item.  He  must 
not  go  to  the  Leeward  Islands  until  ho 
has  disposed  of  that  notice. 

Sir.  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  only  wanted 
to  abbreviate  the  Debate.  There  is  a 
vast  number  of  Governors  in  the  West 
Indies  for  whom  we  pay.  It  is  un- 
reasonable that  we  should  do  so.  If  it 
is  important  that  the  colonies  should 
have  Governors  the  colonies  ought  to 
be  taxed  to  pay  for  them. 

(4.54.)    Mr.      LABOUCHERE:       I 

wonder    if    the    hon.     Gentleman    the 

Member    for    Preston    (Mr.    Hanbury) 

thinks  he  has  got  a  satisfactory  answer  ; 
for  I  can  tell  him  from  some  experience 
of  these  matters  things  will  go  on  this 
year,  next  year,  and  the  year  after- 
wards precisely  as  they  do  now. 
The  best  course  for  the  hon.  Member  to 
pursue  is  to  move  some  sort  of  reduc- 
tion. He  will  gee  beaten  at  first,  but  his 
supporters  will  gradually  increase.  That 
is  the  only  thing  which  produces  any 
effect  upon  the  Government,  whether  it 
be  a  Liberal  or  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment. As  to  the  Bahamas  the  Under 
Secretary  admitted  that  the  islands  ought 
to  pay  the  salaries  of  the  Governor,  but 
said  there  was  not  sufficient  revenue. 
I  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  got 
a  colonial  work  there  which  gives  him 
all  the  information  which  perhaps  he  did 
not  possess  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Debate.  Possibly  he  will  tell  us  what 
are  the  imports  and  exports  of  the 
Bahamas,  what  is  the  population,  and 
what  is  the  revenue,  and  in  what  way  it 
is  raised.  It  is  very  easy  for  the  Repre- 
sentative of  the  colonies  here  to  say, 
"  Oh,  the  Bahamas  do  not  pay  because 
they  have  not  got  sufficient  revenue," 
but  it  seems  to  me  the  question 
really  is,  whether  the  revenue  could  not 
be  raised.  The  first  business  of  any  par- 
ticular island  is  to  pay  its  own  way.  If 
it  does  not  we  ought  to  get  rid  of  it,  no 
matter  where  it  is  situated.  I  want  to 
have  colonies  which  are  of  benefit  to  us, 
not  wretched  islands  like  the  Bahamas. 
I  cannot  believe  the  Bahamas  are  so 
very  poor  that  they  cannot  pay  £1,000 
per  annum  for  a  Governor.  It  is  very 
probable  that  they  do  not  want  a  Go- 
vernor ;  or  possibly  they  think  JB500  a 
year  would  be  amply  sufficient  to  pay  a 
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Governor.  We  have  a  sort  of  notion 
that  when  we  send  a  Governor  to  one  of 
these  wretched  islands  he  is  to  be  a 
sort  of  regal  person.  I  once  knew  a 
Governor  of  the  Bahamas,  and  he  told 
me  all  about  the  thing.  He  told  me 
how  he  had  to  give  receptions,  and  he 
laughed  and  jeered  at  the  idea  when  he 
ceased  to  be  Governor. 

•Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  The  hon. 
Member  has  asked  me  what  is  the 
revenue  and  expenditure  of  the 
Bahamas.  The  local  revenue  in  1888 
was  £45,578,  and  the  expenditure 
£44,429.     The  present  debt  is  £83,136. 

(4. 59.)  Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  While 
I  agree  with  the  general  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  I  am  rather  glad  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  lias 
not  moved  any  reduction.  The  present 
Governor  of  the  Bahamas  is  one  of  the 
most  excellent  Governors  we  have  ever 
had,  and  has  done  a  great  deal  to  in- 
crease the  resources  of  the  colony.  I 
invite  the  Under  Secretary  to  prolong 
the  discussion  by  giving  us  some  infor- 
mation as  to  the  recent  measures  taken. 
The  Under  Secretary  seems  shocked  at 
the  idea  of  giving  us  some  information 
as  to  the  proceedings  in  the  Bahamas. 
I  am  sure  the  information  must  be  at 
his  disposal,  and  it  is  only  fair  he  should 
give  us  an  opportunity  of  knowing  what 
these  measures  are.  It  may  not  have 
come  to  his  knowledge  that  a  formei 
Governor  of  the  Bahamas,  named  Sir 
Henry  Blake,  is  taking  credit  for  reforms 
which  have  been  effected  by  Sir  Am- 
brose Shea.  I  should  be  glad  to  have 
from  the  Under  Secretary  a  statement 
giving  credit  where  it  is  due.  With 
the  exception  I  have  mentioned,  I  agree 
with  my  hon.  Friend  in  his  general  con- 
tention, that  there  are  too  many  Colonial 
Governors  appointed,  and  that  their 
salaries  are  far  in  excess  of  the  duties 
they  perform.  Discussions  such  as  these 
have  been  raised  continually  during  the 
past  10' years,  but  have  failed  to  lead  to 
any  practical  result. 

(5.0.)  Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  The 
figures  put  before  us  show  a  surplus  of 
revenue  over  expenditure  in  the  colony, 
but  yet  we  are  called  upon  to  vote  this 
item.  Why  is  it  that  we  have  to  supple- 
ment the  revenue  by  the  payment  of  the 
Governor  ? 

Mr.  Labouchere 


*(5.0.)  Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  The 
hon.  Member  forgets,  I  think,  the  debt 
of  £83,000. 

(5.1.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  pre- 
sume in  the  estimate  of  expenditure  the 
interest  on  the  debt  is  included  ?  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  tell  us 
also  what  becomes  of  this  large  surplus  ? 

(5.1.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  We  seem 
to  get  very  little  information  from 
the  Under  Secretary.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  tell  the 
Committee,  perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
explain  that  it  is  the  oligarchy  in  these 
colonies  who  do  not  like  to  be  taxed,  and 
the  Revenue  is  raised  by  taxation  of  the 
food  of  the  people,  contrary  to  all  the 
doctrines  of  Free  Trade,  so  dear  to  the 
people  of  these  islands.  Throughout  the 
whole  of  the  West  Indies  a  select 
oligarchy  rules'  in  each  colony  and 
escapes  taxation,  while  revenue  is  squeezed 
out  of  the  food  of  the  people. 

(5.2.)  Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  by  whom 
the  Import  Duties  levied  in  the  colony 
are  fixed  ? 

•Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  By  the  Go- 
vernor and  Legislative  Council. 

*(5.3.)  Mr.  PICTON:  The  matters  I 
have  to  raise  in  connection  with  adminis- 
tration at  Sierra  Leone  and  the  neigh- 
bourhood are  of  the  gravest  importance, 
and  this  will  be  allowed  by  anyone  who 
has  given  attention  to  the  latest  Blue 
Book  in  reference  to  this  part  of  our 
colonial  possessions.  In  the  first  place, 
I  think  I  have  a  right  to  make  some 
complaint  of  the  delay  in  the  issue  of 
this  Blue  Book.  It  was  presented  to 
Parliament  in  June  last  year,  but  it  was 
not  available  to  Members  of  this  House 
until  nearly  the  end  of  the  year ;  and 
when  it  came  into  our  hands,  we 
found  that  much  information  we  had  a 
right  to  expect  was  omitted.  But  the 
information  we  do  possess  shows  how 
heavy  is  the  responsibility  resting  upon 
us.  I  am  not,  I  think,  using  language  of 
exaggeration  when  I  say  this  Blue  Book 
tells  a  tale  of  slaughter  and  incendiarism. 
The  actions  described  in  this  book  in- 
clude the  slaughter  of  an  indefinite 
number  of  people  in  several  native 
towns,  the  burning  of  six  or  eight  towns, 
and  punishments  inflicted  of  a  cruel 
character  unknown  to  our  laws  on  natives 
in  the  Colony  of  Sierra  Leone  or  the 
|  neighbourhood.      When  I  speak  of  the 
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slaughter  of  an  indefinite  number  of 
people,  I  mean  that  we  have  no  informa- 
tion as  to  the  numbers  ;  they  must  have 
been  at  least  300,  and  may  have  been  700 
or  1,000.  On  page  74  of  this  Blue  Book 
we  have  a  document  signed  by  J.  C. 
Ernest  Parkes,  the  superintendent  of  the 
Aborigines  Department,  which  docu- 
ment gives  the  information  gathered 
from  prisoners  taken  at  Fanima — 

"  All  the  inhabitants  of  two  of  the  three 
towns  which  formed  Fanima  were  killed  when 
the  attack  was  made  by  the  police." 

Of  course,  we  have  no  means  of  knowing 
the  number,  but  the  statement  is  that 
"  all  "  the  inhabitants  were  killed.  I 
may  be  told  that  such  are  inevitable 
incidents  in  the  administration  of  a  great 
Colonial  Empire.  That  may  be  so,  and 
it  is  a  misfortune  if  it  is ;  but  the  point 
I  insist  upon,  and  I  support  my  assertion 
upon  the  information  in  this  Blue  Book, 
is  that  this  slaughter  was  to  a  very  large 
extent  due  to  the  unauthorised  action 
of  an  underling  anxious,  1  suppose, 
to  distinguish  himself,  and  contrary  to 
the  express  and  repeated  warnings  of 
those  who  were  in  authority  over  him. 
The  lesson  we  ought  to  learn  from  this 
record  is  the  danger  of  giving  an  adven- 
turous young  man  representing  this 
Empire  unlimited  discretion  in  a 
savage  country  when  he  has  not  had 
experience  and  does  not  understand  the 
responsibility  that  rests  upon  him.  As 
it  is,  all  the  notice  taken  of  his  proceed- 
ings at  head-quarters  amounts  to  just 
this  : — "  It  is  very  irregular,  quite  un- 
authorised, but  it  seems  to  pay  on  the 
whole,  so  you  can  do  it  again."  This 
and  no  more  the  telegrams  from  the 
Colonial  Office  amount  to.  Now,  this 
underling  of  whom  1  speak  was  manager 
in  a  particular  district  of  Sierra  Leone, 
Sulymah  district,  and  his  name  is  Mr. 
Copland  Crawford.  On  February  13th 
I  asked  a  question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  reference  to  this  officer, 
who,  in  the  previous  July,  was  con- 
victed of  manslaughter  at  Freetown,  he 
having  caused  a  native  to  be  flogged  to 
death,  his  object  being  to  extort  a  con- 
fession of  crime.  Mr.  Crawford  was 
convicted  and  condemned  to  12  months' 
imprisonment.  His  health  not  being 
good,  he  was  brought  to  England,  and 
subsequently,  his  health  not  improving, 
he  was  released  altogether.     I  only  wish 


the  same  consideration  were  applied  to 
all  prisoners ;  to  some  imprisoned  in  Ire- 
land, for  instance,  who,  if  they  had  had 
similar  consideration  extended  to  them, 
would  be  alive  to-day.  It  is  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Mr.  Crawford  I  wish  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee.  In 
September,  1888,  he  was  placed  in 
charge  of  the  Sulymah  district  of  Sierra 
Leone,  a  narrow  strip  of  coast  in  the 
south  east  of  the  colony,  bounded  by 
the  territories  of  a  number  of  indepen- 
dent native  chieftains,  who  have  never 
yet  been  considered  subject  to  the 
British  Crown.  Among  these  native 
chiefs  was  a  certain  Mackiah,*  whose 
head-quarters  were  at  the  town  of  Largo. 
I  do  not  wish  to  make  out  this  man  as  a 
saint ;  his  character,  probably,  was  as  shady 
as  his  complexion.  But  I  do  not  know 
that  we  can  look  among  these  natives 
for  examples  of  the  Christian  virtues, 
considering  the  examples  we  have  set 
them.  To  this  chief  Mr.  Crawford  paid 
a  visit.  He  received  no  particular  in- 
structions to  suppress  or  destroy  Mackiah, 
but  he  was  ,to  enter  into  negotiations 
with  a  view  to  a  peaceable  settlement  of 
disorders  that  had  undoubtedly  taken 
place  on  the  frontier.  On  September 
28th,  1888,  Mr.  Crawford  paid  a  visit  to 
Mackiah  and  was  very  hospitably  enter- 
tained by  the  native  chief.  It  is  set  out 
in  Mr.  Crawford's  Report  to  the  Governor 
how  Mackiah  gave  the  party  quarters 
for  the  night,  presented  sheep  and  rice 
to  the  men,  and  two  white  cloths  for  tho 
Government.  What  recognition  did  he, 
Mr.  Crawford,  make  of  this  hospitality  1 
In  this  same  Report  to  the  Governor  he 
wrote — 

"As  your  Excellency  is  well  aware,  the 
only  way  to  renew  trade,  not  5  per  cent.,  but 
100  per  cent.,  which  means  good  for  the 
.Revenue  as  well  as  good  for  the  merchants  and 
traders,  is  to  smash  once  and  for  all  Mackiah, 
on  one  side,  and  Gumbo  Saido,  Bocarry 
Governor's  brother,  on  the  other." 

This  view,  thus  expressed  by  Mr.  Craw- 
ford, did  not  meet  with  the  approval  of 
the  Governor  of  Sierra  Leone,  Sir  James 
Hay.  The  Governor,  having  a  longer 
experience  and  taking  a  sensible  view  of  ' 
the  position,  wrote  a  letter  to  guide  and 
instruct  Mr.  Crawford,  in  which  he 
said — 

"While  I  am  pleased  to  note  that  your 
journey  has  not  been  attended  by  any  unto- 
ward accident,  I  cannot  but  remark  that  it  is 
one  which  should  not  have  been  undertaken 
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without  specific  instructions  from  the  officer  ad- 
ministering the  Government,  the  more  so  as,  at 
present,  the  relations  botween  Maokiah  and 
this  Government  are  such  that  the  future 
policy  in  dealing  with  him  is  one  which  re- 
quires much  consideration." 

Therefore,     the     proceedings      of     Mr. 
Copland      Crawford       were       by      no 
means     approved      by     his      superior 
officer.       Bat    what    was    the    effect 
of  this  warning  and  rebuke?    Within 
a    short     time    we  find    Mr.    Copland 
Crawford    goes    voluntarily    to     arrest 
two  independent    chiefs,   whosa   names 
sound   strangely  on  our  ears,  but  they 
must  be  given  in  order  to  identify  them, 
Fahwoondoo  and   Fangh  Patoh.     These 
chiefs  were  presumably  friends   of  the 
Government,   but  they  were  suspected, 
and  as  it  turned  out  without  justifica- 
tion, of  treachery.       Mr.  Copland  Craw- 
ford sent  a  party  of  men  to  Fahwoondoo's 
town  to  summon  the  attendance  of  the 
two  chiefs.     And    why?      Because    he 
heard  that  a  meeting  of  chiefs  was  to  be 
held  in  the  town,  and  this  official  seems 
to  have  been  as  much  afraid  of  a  meet- 
ing as   ever   the  Irish  Secretary    is  of 
National  League    meetings   in   Ireland. 
He  straightway  insisted  that  the  meet- 
ing must  be  suppressed,  and  he  sent  Mr. 
Davies  and  a  party  of  12  men  to  arrest 
Fahwoondoo  and  Fangh  Patoh.  Mr.  Davies 
and  bis  party  of  police  were  hospitably 
received  in  Fahwoondoo's  town,  and  Mr. 
Davies  asked  the  chief  why  he  did  not 
come    when    summoned.      Fahwoondoo 
answered,  not  without  dignity,  that  he 
fully  intended  to  come  when  he  felt  at 
leisure.     He  was  not  called  upon  to  obey 
the  instructions  of  a  man  not  represent- 
ing his  Sovereign.     The  words  used,  if 
rightly  translated,   were    to  the    effect 
that  he  would    come   when  at  leisure. 
Thereupon  Mr.     Davies    produced    the 
warrant  from  Mr.  Copland  Crawford  for 
the  arrest,  and  laid  hands   on  the  two 
chiefs.     Of  course,  a  fight  followed  ;    10 
natives   were  killed  and  wounded,  and 
three  of  the  constables  were   wounded. 
The  Committee  will   find  the    circum- 
stances detailed  on  pages  12  and  13  of  the 
Blue  Book.     The  chiefs  were  conveyed 
prisoners  to  Sulymah,  and  were  there 
handcuffed  and  gagged,  and  remained  in 
that  condition  for  a  considerable   time. 
But  what  did  Governor  Hay  say  to  this  ? 
He  regarded  the   whole  proceeding  as 
altogether  unauthorised,  and  expressed 
his  regret  that  this  action  should  have 
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been      taken      without    his     approval 

having  been  first  expressed.     He  said — 

"  Apart  from  the  fact  that  your  action  may 
create  complications,  it  is  at  all  times,  and 
more  so  at  present,  unadvisahle  to  arouse  the 
hostility  of  the  people  with  whom  the  police 
come  in  constant  contact,  as  it  may  have  a 
tendency  to  render  their  services  as  messengers, 
as  heretofore,  of  little  or  no  use  to  us  when 
once  distrust  has  been  created." 

"  I  remark,"  concludes  Governor  Hay — 

"  that  you  say  in  your  Report  that  you  issued 
a  warrant  to  make  this  arrest;  this,  I  need 
hardly  inform  you,  was  invalid,  and  should  not 
again  he  resorted  to." 

In  fact,  Mr.  Copland  Crawford  had  no 
more  right  to  issue  such  a  warrant  than 
I  have,  or  any  commercial  agent  trading 
on  the  coast.  And  yet  we  expect  the 
natives  to  observe  what  we  call  law  and 
order,  although  our  agents  behave  in  this 
lawless  way !  Governor  Hay  found 
these  proceedings  unjustifiable  as  well 
as  unlawful,  for,  in  a  despatch  to  Lord 
Knutsford,  on  January  1,  1889,  he 
says — 

"  There  are  hardly  any  grounds  for  believing 
that  Fahwoondoo  was  one  whit  worse  than  the 
majority  of  chiefs  in  this  part  of  the  country, 
for  whose  shortcomings  a  great  deal  of  allow- 
ance has  often  to  be  made,  and  from  whom  it 
is  useless  to  expect  that  strict  integrity  and 
freedom  from  intrigue  which  Mr.  Crawford 
undoubtedly  seems  to  have  expected,  hut 
apparently  Fahwoondoo  was  the  only  chief 
whose  acts  were  found  out.  In  these  circum- 
stances I  have  thought  it  best  to  order  the 
release  of  this  chief  from  police  surveillance, 
and  I  intend  to  send  him  back  to  his  own 
country  as  soon  as  practicable.  I  feel,  my 
Lord,  that  I  shall  be  doing  that  which  will 
conduce  to  the  best  interests  of  this  portion  of 
the  Krim  district  in  re-instating  Fahwoondoo, 
who  is  the  most  influential,  and,  notwith- 
standing all  his  faults,  the  best  of  bis  compeers, 
aa  at  present  the  people  of  the  district  are  like 
sheep  without  a  shepherd." 

These  are  significant  words.  Mr.  Craw- 
ford previously  spoke  of  this  chief  as  "  a 
wolf  in  sheep's  clothing,"  and  yet,  in  two 
or  three  months,  we  find  the  Governor 
referring  to  the  man  as  the  shepherd  of 
his  people.  It  is  remarkable,  too,  that  in 
the  earlier  Bins  Book,  in  reference  to 
this  district,  Sir  Francis  De  Winton, 
when  he  sent  Lieutenant  Phillips  to  try 
and  settle  matters,  recommended  the 
appointment  of  an  approved  chief,  using 
a  similar  phrase  that  the  unsettled  state 
of  the  country  was  owing  to  the  people 
being  "  as  sheep  having  no  shepherd."  I 
think  we  should  reflect  on  these  observa- 
tions made  by  the  authoritative  Repre- 
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sentatives    of    this    country    in     those 

regions.     We  are  continually  destroying, 

banishing,  or  endeavouring  to  humiliate 

native  chiefs  who,  by  natural  force   of 

character,   have   gained  eminence    and 

influence    among    their    fellows.      The 

names      of     Cetewayo,     Langalibalele, 

Dinizulu,  Ja-Ja,  occur  as  illustrations  of 

this    policy  of  ours,  and    many    other 

instances  might  be  recalled,  men  whose 

influence  might  have  been  availed  of  for 

the  interests  of  civilisation,  but   whose 

influence  we  have  destroyed,   with  the 

independence  of  their  people,  and  then 

we  complain  of  want  of  law  and  order  ! 

Well,  Mr.  Crawford  proceeded  still  in  his 

violent   policy,    and   Governor  Hay,  in 

despair,  began  to  beseech  for  instructions 

from  home.      But  Mr.  Crawford  would 

not  wait  for  instructions.     On  December 

12,   1888,   Lord  Knutsford  telegraphed 

to  Governor  Hay — 

"  In  answer  to  your  telegram  of  December  5, 
you  should  warn  Mackiah  he  will  render  him- 
self liable  to  severe  punishment  if  he  enters 
territory  under  British  protection.  .  Am  com- 
municating with  War  Office :  Chief  object  is 
defence  of  territory  under  British  protection, 
and  not  to  punish  past  offences." 

Mr.  Crawford  would  not  wait  for  the 

grave    consideration     Lord     Knutsford 

deemed    these   matters  should   receive. 

On  the  very  next  day  to  that  on  which 

Lord     Knutsford    sent    this     telegram 

Governor    Hay    telegraphed    again    to 

Lord  Knutsford — 

"  Referring  to  your  telegram  of  12th  Decem- 
ber, Crawford  reports  that  on  2nd  December  he 
captured  Jehomah;  131  Mackiah's  war-boys 
killed  in  action,  one  policeman  severely 
wounded.  Crawford  recovered  possession  of 
522  women  and  children,  who  had  been  cap- 
tured by  war-boys.  I  am  asking  what  urged 
him  to  take  the  town." 

It  is  clear  that  Governor  Hay  knew 
nothing  about  the  recovery  of  these 
prisoners. 

•Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  Will  the  hon. 
Member  read  the  later  despatch  ? 

Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  :  What  des- 
patch? 

•Babon  H.  de  WORMS :  I  do  not  know 
the  numbers  of  them  by  heart. 

♦Mr.  PICTON  :  The  despatch  goes  on 
to  state  that  522  captives,  mainly 
women  and  children,  were  found  in 
Jehomah.  It  does  not  affect  my 
point  that  Mr.  Crawford  acted  entirely 
without  authority  and  contrary  to 
orders  received  from  Governor  Hay,  and 
my  point  is  in  no  way  invalidated  by  a 


later  despatch  founded  on  ex  post  facto 
knowledge.  It  is  clear  that  the  recovery 
of  the  522  women  and  children  was  not 
Mr.  Crawford's  object ;  the  town  was 
captured  in  pursuance  of  his  policy  of 
"  smashing  Mackiah."  Let  me  say  here 
that  if  it  is  considered  legal  and  part  of 
our  recognised  policy  to  send  an  armed 
force  to  assault  native  towns  to  deliver 
domestic  slaves  we  ought  to  know  it.  I 
have  as  much  sympathy  with  such  a 
mission  as  any  hon.  Member  in  the 
House,  but  let  us  understand  if  that  is 
so,  it  has  never  been  understood,  and 
there  is  nothing  to  show  that  this  was 
Mr.  Crawford's  object  in  capturing  the 
town  of  Jehomah  ;  he  was  pursuing  his 
policy  he  had  expressed  as  that  of  smash- 
ing Mackiah.  I  should  like  the  Com- 
mittee to  know  what  was  the  effect  of 
the  telegram  sent  to  Lord  Knutsford. 
Six  days  afterwards  Lord  Knutsford 
telegraphed  to  Governor  Hay — 

"  In  reply  to  your  telegram  of  17th  Decem- 
ber, if  you  are  quite  satisfied  that  Crawford  is 
not  running  undue  risk,  and  can  carry  on  ener- 
getic action  with  advantage,  it  seems  undesir- 
able to  restrain  him,  but  he  should  be  warned 
to  act  with  caution  and  report  fully  what  steps 
he  proposes  before  taking  action." 

This  Mr.  Crawford  never  did,  and 
seemed  incapable  of  doing.  Neverthe- 
less, this  despatch  of  Lord  Knutsford 
put  new  heart  into  Governor  Hay,  and, 
as  will  be  seen,  after  this  communication 
from  the  Colonial  Secretary,  he  gave  up 
all  attempts  to  restrain  Crawford.  He 
had,  indeed,  just  previously  to  the 
receipt  of  this  telegram  tried  again 
to  curb  the  violence  of  his  insubordi- 
nate underling,  and  on  December 
17th,  and  after  we  had  received  the 
Report  of  the  storming  of  Jehomah,  but 
before  receiving  Lord  Knutsford's  tele- 
gram, he  wrote  to  Mr.  Crawford,  and, 
after  acknowledging  receipt  of  a  letter, 
in  which  Mr.  Crawford  announced  his 
iniention  of  making  an  attack  on  another 
town,  he  said — 

"  I  have  once  more  to  point  out  that  in  so 
doing  you  have  exceeded  your  instructions ;  you 
have  no  authority  from  this  Government  to 
assume  the  offensive  by  attacking  towns,  and, 
as  stated  in  my  confidential  letter  of  the  llth 
instant,  you  must,  on  no  account,  adopt  such  a 
course  of  procedure.  Your  duty,  as  conveyed 
by  the  instructions  which  you  have,  from  time 
to  time,  received,  is  to  protect  the  integrity  of 
the  jurisdiction,  and  no  hostile  advance  against 
the  forces  either  of  Mendingrate  or  Mackiah 
must  be  made  without  obtaining  express  per- 
mission so  to  do." 
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This  is  the  third  grave  rebuke  from 
Governor  Hay  to  his  irrepressible  under- 
ling,  yet  Mr.  Copland  Crawford  took  no 
notice.  On  the  18th  he  received  the 
telegram  I  have  read,  suggesting  it  was 
undesirable  to  restrain  this  young 
man;  and  so  the  storming,  cap- 
turing, and  burning  of  the  towns 
went  on  until  at  last  the  Governor  him- 
self began  almost  to  rejoice  in  these 
peculiar  doings.  I  find  on  reference  to 
page  61  of  the  Blue  Books  that  Governor 
Hay,  in  a  letter  to  Lord  Knutsford, 
says — 

"  No  one  is  more  averse  to  resorting  to 
arms  than  I  am,  but  the  present  case  was  one 
of  urgent  necessity.  Mackiah  was  threatening 
to  overrun  the  Bum  and  Kittam  districts. 
Had  he  been  permitted  to  do  so,  the  result 
would  have  been  disastrous  to  British  interests, 
and  untold  misery  on  the  many  hundreds  who 
would  have  been  led  into  captivity." 

But  surely  there  was  no  need  to  burn 
down  towns  and  slaughter  hundreds  of 
natives  simply  because  Mackiah  was 
threatening  to  overrun  certain  districts. 
Surely  the  Government  are  strong  enough 
to  pre  vent  his  doing  that.  I  protest  against 
this  wanton  slaughter  of  poor  black  people 
simply  because  their  chief  threatens  to 
overrun  a  British  district.  Now,  in  a 
letter  from*  Governor  Hay  to  Lord 
Knutsford,  printed  on  page  71  of  this 
Blue  Book,  I  find  these  remarkable 
words — 

"  I  trust  in  the  course  of  the  next  two  days 
to  have  completed  my  business  here,  when  I 
will  burn  down  the  remaining  towns  and  remove 
to  Bandajuma,  where  Captain  Mack  ay  and  my- 
self settled  on  the  site  for  the  block  house 
which  I  ordered  Chief  Momoh.  Keikei  to  clear 
at  once." 

"  I  will  burn  down  the  remaining 
towns  !  "  Just  as  he  might  speak  of  an 
ordinary  bit  of  business,  to  be  polished 
off  before  he  packed  up  and  moved  on. 
Surely  if  such  frightful  things  as  these 
have  to  be  done  they  might  be  spoken 
of  in  terms  other  than  these,  and  ought 
not  to  be  referred  to  as  mere  matters  of 
business.  I  think  that,  so  far  as  I  have 
stated  my  case  at  present,  I  have  shown 
that  Mr.  Crawford  has  acted  with  gross 
insubordination,  and  that  he  ought  to 
have  been  restrained :  yet,  instead  of 
dealing  with  him  firmly,  Governor  Hay 
hesitated;  he  appealed  to  the  Home 
Government  for  advice,  and  while  he 
was  hesitating  six  or  eight  towns  were 
burnt  down  and  700  or  800  people 
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were  slaughtered.  There  is  one  case 
of  individual  cruelty  to  which  I  feel 
bound  to  call  attention,  and  that  is 
the  case  of  Gbannah  Gombo,  an  ally  of 
the  Governor.  On  January  9  he  was 
thanked  by  Governor  Hay  for  his 
valuable  assistance,  but  subsequently 
led  astray  by  the  evil  example  set  him 
he  looted  and  burned  Bandajuma  on  his 
own  account,  and  thus  excited  the  indig- 
nation of  the  Governor,  who  conse- 
quently caused  him  to  be  arrested.  He 
was  taken  to  Freetown  prison. 

•Baron  H.  db  WORMS :  May  I  ask  on 
what  authority  these  statements  are 
made? 

*Mr.  PICTON :  Page  84  of  the  Blue 
Book  contains  particulars  of  the  arrest. 
The  third  paragraph  says  that  "  Gbannah, 
for  whom  no  excuse  can  be  made,"  was 
arrested  about  January  17.  On  page  92 
I  find  the  following,  signed  by  Mr.  D. 
Palmer  Ross,  M.D.,  Edin.,  Colonel- 
surgeon  : — 

"  Gbannah  Gombo  was  admitted  in  the  gaol 
hospital,  Freetown,  on  the  24th  July  last,  and 
died  on  the  1st  inst.  from  the  effects  of  blood 
poisoning.  Previous  to  his  arrival  at  the  gaol 
he  had  been  secured  with  a  rope,  and  the  loop 
around  his  right  arm  caused  ulceration  of  the 
fore  arm  and  induced  the  blood  poisoning 
above  mentioned. 

"  Gbannah  Gombo  was  a  man  of  weak  con- 
stitution, and  was  badly  nourished. 

"  It  is,  therefore,  very  likely  that  this  con-" 
dition  of  things,  together  with  the  marauding 
life  he  had  led,  accelerated  his  death.*' 

Surgeon  Ross,  in  his  evidence  at  the 
inquest,  said — 

"  The  prominent  parts  of  his  body,  such  as 
his  shoulders,  his  elbows,  and  his  hips,  were 
bruised,  evidently  from  lying  in  a  hard  place, 
such  as  a  boat.  His  right  forearm  was  in  a 
state  of  mortification  or  sloughing,  caused  by 
the  tightness  of  the  rope  that  had  encircled 
both  his  arms.  He  died  of  blood  poisoning, 
the  result  of  the  mortified  arm,  caused  as  I 
have  above  stated.  I  produce  the  written 
record  of  his  case  for  the  inspection  of  the 
Coroner  and  the  Jury." 

The  Coroner's  Jury  returned  a  verdict 
to  the  effect  that  the  said  Gbannah 
Gombo  came  to  his  death  on  the  1st 
day  of  February  by  blood  poisoning, 
caused  by  ill-usage.  I  do  not  think 
a  matter  of  this  kind  can  be  passed 
over  in  silence.  In  the  Stanley 
Exhibition  there  is  a  model  showing  the 
mortification  of  the  hands  of  a  slave 
produced  by  the  narrowness  of  the 
fetters  he  had  worn,  and  people  who 
look  upon  this  horrible  sight  little  think 
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that  anything  of  the  kind  can  be  done 
under  the  protection  of  the  British 
Grown.  It  is  not  sufficient  for  the 
Colonial  Secretary  merely  to  express  a 
hope  that  such  accidents  will  be 
avoided  in  the  future.  At  any  rate, 
we  must  secure  that  such  things  shall 
be  avoided  in  the  future,  and  I  do  con- 
tend that  those  who  have  been  respon- 
sible for  such  occurrences  should  be 
subjected  to  the  severe  displeasure 
of  the  Government.  Again,  I  should 
like  to  draw  attention  to  the  nature 
of  the  bribes  we  give  to  these  poor 
people.  On  page  50  I  find  that  Mr. 
Copland  Crawford,  in  his  letter  to  the 
Administrator-in-Chief,  dated  December 
11th,  referring  to  a  visit  made  to  him  by 
certain  chiefs,  says — 

"  On  their  departure  I  gave  them  14  cases  of 
gin  and  14  pounds  of  tobacco,  for  which  I  would 
ask  your  Excellency's  approval." 

This,  be  it  remembered,  was  given  to  13 
chiefs.  He  might  as  well  have  given 
them  14  bottles  of  prussic  acid.  I  am 
informed  that  only  the  worst  kinds  of 
spirits  ara  sent  out  to  Africa,  and  that 
the  stuff  used  for  bribes  is  sheer  poison. 
The  effect  on  the  men  who  consume  it 

* 

is,  first,  mad  drunkenness,  then  ill-health, 
demoralisation,  and  idleness.  When 
forced  by  starvation  they  begin  again 
collecting  nuts,  or  other  produce,  with 
a  view  to  obtaining  more  gin  and 
more  rum.  On  page  after  page  you  find 
instances  in  which  demijohns  of  rum  and 
cases  of  gin  are  given  to  these  people  by 
way  of  bribes.  I  think  this  practice 
should  be  most  sternly  prohibited;  poison 
of  this  kind  ought  not  to  be  used  by  the 
Government  as  current  coin.  In  order 
to  get  an  expression  of  opinion  on  this 
subject,  I  beg  to  move*  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  £500  as  a  mark  of  the  dis- 
pleasure of  the  House  at  the  gross  in- 
subordination of  Mr.  Crawford  and  the 
weakness  of  the  authorities,  as  well  as  of 
our  dissatisfaction  with  the  abominable 
practice  of  bribing  inland  chiefs  with 
these  bad  spirits. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
u  That  Item  J,  £2,500,  for  Western  Coast 
of  Africa,  be  reduced  by  £500."— (Mr. 
Picton.) 

•(5.45.)  Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  I 
assure  the  Committee  that  I  have 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber    for     Leicester    with     considerable 
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interest,  not,  however,  untinged  with 
regret  that  unfounded  attacks  should  be 
made  in  the  House  of  Commons  upon  the 
Governors  of  distant  colonies  that  they 
indulge  in  fire  and  slaughter  out  of  sheer 
brutality.  This  goes  far  beyond  the 
licence  that  the  House  ought  to  be  ex- 
pected to  allow. 

•Mr.  PICTON :  I  never  said  anything 
of  the  kind.  I  never  said  or  suggested 
that  these  things  were  done  solely  out  of 
sheer  brutality  for  a  bad,  selfish,  and 
mercenary  purpose :  but  I  did  say  that 
all  the  proceedings  were  undoubtedly 
inconsistent  with  morality  and  Chris- 
tianity. 

•Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  gave  the  Committee  to  under- 
stand that  the  expeditions  were  under- 
taken not  for  the  purpose  of  liberating 
captives,  but  of  burning  towns  and  kill- 
ing people.  But  the  sole  object  of  the 
attack  by  Mr.  Crawford  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  rescuing  women  and  children 
who  had  been  carried  off  from  British 
territory,  and  who  were  then  in  slavery. 
Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  realise  what 
such  slavery  in  the  interior  means? 
There  were  525  persons  rescued 
by  Mr.  Crawford,  and  I  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  that  did 
not  warrant  the  action  which  he  took? 
Would  the  hon.  Gentleman  have  pre- 
ferred that  these  525  persons  should  have 
remained  in  slavery,  and  that  thoso  who 
held  them  should  have  been  allowed  to  go 
scot  free  ?  Would  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  be  in  accordance  with 
the  principles  of  morality  and  Christi- 
anity P  It  is  true  that  in  rescuing  the 
522  persons  many  of  those  who  held  them 
in  captivity  were  killed,  but  would  the 
hon.  Gentleman  have  preferred  that  they 
should  remain  in  slavery?  If  those  are 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  I  can 
assure  him  they  are  not  the  views  of  the 
House,  or  of  the  world  generally.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  read  such  portions  of 
the  despatches  as  would  lead  the  Com- 
mittee to  believe  that  Governor  Hay 
condemned  the  action  of  Mr.  Crawford, 
but  when  I  challenged  him  to  read  other 
portions  he  did  not  do  so.  If  he  had 
read  them  it  would  be  found  that  the 
Governor  did  not  condemn  the  action  of 
Mr.  Crawford  which  led  to  the  release  of 
the  wretched  captives,  though  he  did 
condemn  that  for  which  Mr.  Crawford 
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tna    punished.     The    action    of    Mr. 

Crawford  in  resetting  women  and 
children  from  slavery  is  one  for  which  he 
has  not  been,  and  onght  not  to  be,  con- 
demned. I  think  the  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  was  not  a  fair  one. 
And  now,  as  to  the  case  of  Gbannah 
Gombo.  On  the  8th  of  March,  1889,  I 
answered  a  question  put  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Sir  R.  Fowler)  with  regard  to 
the  unfortunate  case  of  this  chief  who 
died  from  the  effects  of  mortification  of 
his  wound  in  consequence,  as  was 
alleged,  of  haying  been  too  tightly 
bound.  On  that  day  I  said  that  the 
Governor  reported  that  the  chief's 
death  was  attributed  to  blood  poison- 
ing in  consequence  of  the  mortification 
of  the  wound,  and  that  the  conduct 
which  led  to  such  a  result  was  greatly  to 
be  regretted.  In  that  I  expressed  not 
only  my  own  view,  but  the  view  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  acted 
more  fairly  if  he  had  stated  that  the 
question  had  been  raised  and  had  been 
fully  answered  on  the  8th  of  March, 
1889.  I  think  the  Committee  will  be- 
lieve that,  so  far  from  these  expeditions 
having  been  undertaken  from  the  sheer 
spirit  of  wanton  cruelty,  as  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester,  they 
were  rendered  necessary  for  the  rescue 
of  women  and  children,  and  nothing  more 
was  done  than  was  absolutely  needed 
for  that  object.  I  do  not  think  I  need 
weary  the  Committee  with  any  further 
observations.  I  believe  I  have  answered 
all  the  points  raised  by  the  hon.  Member. 
(5.52.)  Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  a  very 
weak  answer  to  an  extremely  grave 
charge.  I  object  to  the  observation  that 
we  have  no  right  to  make  attacks  on 
the  Governors  of  these  distant  colonies. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
that  observations  upon  the  acts  of  these 
gentlemen  should  be  made  with  discretion 
and  reserve,  I  should  have  agreed  with 
him.  But  he  seems  to  have  suggested 
that  we  have  no  right  at  all  to  criticise 
their  acts.  Has  he  seriously  studied  the 
Constitution  of  this  country  when  he  lays 
down  such  a  monstrous  proposition  ? 
♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  What  I  said 
was  that  unfounded  charges  should  not 
be  made  against  men  in  responsible 
positions. 

Baron  If,  de  Worms 


M*.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  nothing  of  the 
kind.  Of  course,  unfounded  charges 
should  not  be  made  against  anybody,, 
and  I  wish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  always  remembered  that  in  the 
course  of  his  political  career.  Now,  there 
are  several  parts  of  the  case  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  attempt  to 
answer.  He  did  not  explain  the  strange 
change  of  front  on  the  part  of  the 
Colonial  Authorities  at  home  and  of 
Governor  Hay,  who  for  weeks  and 
months  condemned  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Crawford.  That  change  of  purpose  has 
been  little  short  of  a  scandal.  How  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  account  for 
the  Colonial  Office  backing  Governor 
Hay  in  condemning  those  unauthorised 
expeditions?  He  seems  to  be  surprised 
that  we  echo  the  complaints  of  Governor 
Hay.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
justifies  Mr.  Crawford  on  the  ground  of 
the  rescue  of  women  and  children.  But 
Mr.  Crawford  does  not  demean  himself 
by  putting  forth  any  such  plea  of  justifi- 
cation. What  he  says  is  something  very 
different.  On  page  9  it  will  be  found 
he  says,  in  a  despatch  to  the  Governor, 
that  the  only  way  to  renew  trade,  not  hy 
5  per  cent.,  but  100  per  cent.,  which 
means  good  for  the  revenue  as  well  as 
for  the  merchants  and  traders,  is  to 
smash  this  chief,  and  that  I  think  this 
alone  is  sufficient  to  show  that  these 
expeditions  were  undertaken  solely  for 
vulgar  brutal  greed.  "One  hundred 
per  cent."  was  the  real  reason  for  the 
expedition  against  Mackiah,  and  not  the 
humanitarian  object  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Now,  I  should 
like  to  know  wh%t  answer  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  to  the  charge 
about  the  distribution  of  gin  among  the 
chiefs  1  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
approve  of  that  course  ? 

♦Baeon  H.  de  WORMS :  No. 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  have  oc- 
cupied a  portion  of  his  time  in  express- 
ing condemnation  of  it.  He  completed 
his  speech  without  saying  one  word  in 
condemnation  of  it ;  and  in  his  position 
his  silence  might  well  have  been  misin- 
terpreted into  approval  of  such  a  course. 
I  think,  even  with  a  Compensation  Bill 
to  push  through  the  House,  that  he 
might  have  ventured  on  some  condemna- 
tion   of     the    demoralisation    of   these 
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districts  by  the  distribution  of  gin.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  never  said  any- 
thing on  that  subject.  There  is  another 
subject — the  treatment  of  the  Chief 
Fahwoondo.  On  that  subject  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  nothing  whatever. 
All  I  can  say  is,  Mr.  Courtney,  that  I 
regard  it  as  something  very  like  an 
insult  to  the  intelligence  of  this  Com- 
mittee that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
can  get  up  and  imagine  that  he  can 
escape  the  grave  indictment  brought  by 
my  hon.  Friend.  As  to  the  distribution 
of  gin,  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  or  not  he  approves  of  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Crawford?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  make  a  sign  of 
assent  or  dissent.  We  shall  extort  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  we  continue 
this  Debate,  some  more  courteous  and 
more  proper  treatment  than  he  has 
hitherto  given  it.  I  come  to  the  last 
point,  and  that  is  the  treatment  of  this 
unfortunate  man,  Gbannah  Gombo.  I 
would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  first  to  the  despatch  of 
Governor  Hay — Despatch  No.  86;  from 
Governor  Hay  to  Lord  Knutsf  ord — 

"  My  XiOrd,  with  reference  to  my  despatch 
of  the  17th  ultimo,  in  the  third  paragraph  of 
which  I  stated  that  I  was  taking  to  Freetown, 
as  prisoner,  Gbannah  Gombo,  for  plundering 
the  town  of  Samah,  in  the  Luhu  country,  I 
have  the  honour  to  report  that  that  chief  died 
in  the  gaol  yesterday.1' 

This  is  a  very  terse  description  of  this 
transaction.  Who  would  imagine  the 
horrors,  Borne  of  which  have  already 
been  detailed  by  my  hon.  Friend,  from 
this  description,  "  he  died  in  the  gaol 
yesterday.1'  This  man  died  from  cruel- 
ties which,  if  committed  in  Siberia  by 
Russian  officials,  would  have  extorted 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  has 
distinguished  himself  in  his  career  by 
strong  denunciations  of  Russia,  an  ex- 
pression of  the  fact  that  he  was  astoun- 
ded and  shocked  that  no  word  of 
reprobation  had  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian.  But  because  this  transaction 
has  been  on  British  territory  by  British 
officials,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thinks  the  justice  of  the  case  met  by  a 
mild  expression  of  regret,  which  he  has 
just  •  read  to  the  House.  What  hap- 
pened? This  man  was  so  brutally  ill- 
treated  during  his  imprisonment  that  his 
arm  mortified,  and  he  died  from  blood- 
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poisoning.  It  is  a  most  horrible  and 
shocking  story.  I  will  read  the  evidence 
of  the  surgeon — 

"  The  deceased  Gbannah  Gombo  was  admitted' 
into  the  gaol  hospital  on  the  evening  of  the  24th 
January  last,  and  died  this  morning.  He  was 
admitted  in  a  weak  and  exhausted  condition, 
suffering  from  the  effects  of  ill-usage  previous  to 
his  admission  into  the  gaol.  He  had  the  marks 
of  rope  round  his  neck,  his  thighs,  above  the 
knee,  and  his  elbows.  The  prominent  parts  of 
his  body,  such  as  his  shoulders,  his  elbows,  and 
his  hip*,  were  bruised,  evidently  from  lying  in 
a  hard  place,  such  as  a  boat.  His  right  forearm 
was  in  a  state  of  mortification  or  sloughing, 
caused  by  the  tightness  of  the  rope  that  had 
encircled  both  his  arms.  He  died  of  blood 
poisoning,  the  result  of  the  mortified  arm." 

• 
Now,  here    is    the  evidence    of    John 

Henry  Williams — 

"I  am  a  lance-corporal  of  police.  The 
deceased,  Gbannah  Gombo,  was  handed  over  as 
a  prisoner  to  the  police  stationed  at  Maffuai, 
about  the  middle  of  the  past  month  by  the 
Governor.  I  was  one  of  the  police.  He  was 
then  tied ;  his  arms  were  bound  behind  his 
back.  The  Private  Secretary  ordered  us  to 
keep  the  man  tied.  We  were  ordered  by  Mr. 
Partes  to  take  Gbannah  Gombo  to  Bonthe  in 
a  boat.  We  left  Maffuai  with  the  deceased  on 
the  morning  of  the  17th  January.  His  arms' 
were  now  tied  before  him,  there  being  no 
handcuffs.  We  placed  him  in  the  stern, 
where  he  could  lie  or  sit  as  he  pleased. 
We  reached  Bonthe  on  the  20th,  when  the 
ropes  were  taken  off  the  deceased,  and  we  left 
there,  on  the  23rd,  in  the  Countett  of  Derby, 
with  him.  When  the  deceased  was  first  de- 
livered to  us  at  Mjiffuai,  the  upper  part  of  his 
right  arm  was  a  little  bruised*  We  reached , 
Freetown  on  the  evening  of  the  24th,  when  I 
was  directed  by  Mr.  Parkes,  who  handed  me 
at  the  same  time  an  official  letter  for  the 
gaoler,  to  take  Gbannah  Gombo  to  the  gaol. 
That  is  the  body  of  Gbannah  Gombo  lying  in 
the  dead-house,  and  which  was  just  now  viewed ' 
by  the  coroner  and  jury." 

Then  this  witness  says — "The  deceased, 
made  no  complaint,"  a  statement  on 
which  I  have  my  own  opinion.  Here, 
is  a  transaction  which,  if  got  hold  of 
by  the  Russian  Press,  would  effectu- 
ally put  an  end  to  any  of  these 
Phariasical  denunciations  of  cruelties 
under  the  Russian  Government.  .1  do 
not  wish  to  be  misunderstood,  Mr. 
Courtney.  I  condemn  as  strongly  as 
anybody  those  atrocities  which  are 
committed  in  Siberia,  taking  the  accounts 
given  of  them  as  not  exaggerated.  >At. 
the  same  time,  I  very  strongly  condemn 
a  Christian  and  Constitutional  Govern- 
ment represented  in  this  House  passing, 
over  these  atrocities  with  such  a  mild 
expression  of  regret  as  we  have  got  from 
382 
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the  right  hon.  Oentleman.  I  think  that 
the  Committee  and  the  country  have 
reason  to  be  grateful  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Leicester  for  the  manner 
in  which  he  has  brought  this  question 
before  the  House,  and  I  think,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  we  have  every  ground 
for  dissatisfaction  with  the  scant,  flimsy, 
and  incomplete  answer  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

*(6.12.)  Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,E.)  :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  think 
my  hon.  Friend  has  done  signal  service 
in  bringing  this  matter  before  the  Com- 
mittee. I  am  perfectly  prepared  to 
make  every  allowance  for  one  in  the 
position  of  Governor  Hay,  who  cannot 
refer  home  for  authority,  and  is  obliged 
to  act  on  the  spur  of  the  moment,  and 
who  is  liable  to  be  made  responsible  for 
the  acts  of  underlings  and  officials, 
who  are  not  always  men  of  the  highest 
stamp.  If  the  expedition  had  stopped 
at  the  original  object  of  liberating  a 
number  of  slaves,  even  though  some 
persons  had  been  unavoidably  killed  in 
the  operation,  I  should  not  have  been 
disposed  to  say  anything,  but  the  matter 
went  a  good  deal  further  than  that.  The 
declaration  of  Mr.  Crawford  that  his 
object  was  to  increase  trade  100 
per  cent,  showed  that  his  object  was  a 
very  different  one  to  that  of  simply 
liberating  a  number  of  slaves.  As  to  the 
-death  of  this  •  unfortunate  Gombo,  no 
excuse  whatever  has  been  offered,  and 
the  case  is  practically  undefended.  But  I 
confess  I  was  disappointed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  utter  one  word  of 
regret  or  condemnation  of  the  attempts 
which  have  been  referred  to,  to  bribe 
*these  chiefs  with  presents  of  rum 
and  tobacco.  I  do  hope,  before  the 
Debate  closes,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  express  his  regret  for  this 
most  objectionable  practice. 

•Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  The  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
was  as  to  the  action  of  Mr.  Crawford  in  de- 
stroying villages  and  rescuing  the  captives, 
-and  not  as  to  the  distribution  of  rum. 
I  answered  that  fully ;  and  with  regard  to 
the  presents  of  rum  to  the  natives,  I  not 
only  very  strongly  condemn  any  such 
action,  but,  as  the  Representative  of  the 
Colonial  Office  in  this  House,  I,  in  the 
course  of  a  recent  Debate,  expressed  the 
-strongest  condemnation  of  the  liquor 
traffic  amongst  the  savages.  It  is  the 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor 


endeavour  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  do  all  in  their  power  to  limit  and  put 
down  the  traffic. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  Mr.  Courtney, 
I  have  again  to  complain  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  answered  my 
statements  with  reference  to  the  Chief 
Fahwoondoo,  and  I  challenge  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  point  out  one  word 
of  condemnation  in  the  despatches.  I 
want  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  point 
out  in  this  Blue  Book  one  single  despatch 
or  one  single  sentence  in  which  any  con- 
demnation of  the  demoralisation  of  the 
chiefs  by  liquor  is  expressed.  And  here 
I  must  express  my  astonishment  at  the 
want  of  courtesy  displayed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  not  having  given  an 
answer  to  this  question  when  previously 
put  by  my  hon.  Friend.  I  would  further 
say  that  his  position  in  this  House  is  not 
so  great  nor  so  high  as  to  place  him 
above  the  ordinary  courtesies  of  Debate, 
one  of  which  is  that  when  the  attention 
of  a  Minister  is  called  to  a  particular 
subject,  and  a  question  is  put  upon  it,  he 
should  give  an  answer  to  it.  I  now  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  answer 
he  has  to  give  to  the  case  put  forward 
with  regard  to  the  Chief  Fahwoondoo, 
whose  imprisonment  and  ill-treatment 
have  been  so  much  complained  of  ? 

*Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  has 
alleged  that  I  have  been  guilty  of  dis- 
courtesy; but  I  think  that  if  anyone 
has  a  right  to  complain  of  discourtesy  it 
is  for  me  to  complain  of  discourtesy  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Leicester. 

Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  How  ? 

•Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  In  the  first 
place,  I  had  no  notice  that  this  subject 
was  to  be  brought  forward. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  It  was  on  the 
Paper. 

♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  the  courtesy  to 
inform  me  as  to  the  subject  he  wished 
to  draw  attention  to ;  and  I  think  that 
the  Committee  will  certainly  acquit  me 
of  any  discourtesy  in  not  having,  under 
the  circumstances,  been  provided  with 
all  the  papers  relating  to  an  incident 
which  happened  more  than  a  year  ago. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Liverpool  has  asked  for  some  information 
with  regard  to  the  case  of  the  Chief 
Fahwoondoo,    and   the    only  answer  I 
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have  to  give  is  that  at  the  time  re- 
ferred to  the  country  in  -which  that 
chief  had  authority  was  in  an  ex- 
tremely critical  and  dangerous  con- 
dition; and  Fahwoondoo  was  suspected 
of  secretly  aiding  those  opposed  to  us  ; 
and,  in  the  exercise  of  his  discretion, 
Mr.  Crawford  thought  it  right  to 
arrest  Fahwoondoo  and  bend  him  down  to 
Freetown.  That  official  was  justified 
in  what  he  did  by  the  difficult  position 
in  which  affairs  were  placed ;  but  when 
Sir  James  Hay  found  there  was  not 
sufficient  grounds  for  detaining  him  he 
was  released. 

Sib  W.  PLOWDEN  (Wolverhampton, 
W.) :  It  appears  to  me  that  the  two 
chiefs  who  have  been  referred  to  were 
arrested  in  the  most  illegal  manner,  and 
that  the  illegality  of  those  arrests  has  been 
fully  established.  But,  notwithstanding 
this,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  appears 
to  justify  what  was  done.  I  should  like* 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  ques- 
tion with  regard  to  the  unfortunate  man 
Gbannah  Gomb>,  who  died  from  the 
treatment  he  received  during  his  cap- 
ture and  subsequent  confinement.  I 
would  remind  him  that  this  matter  was 
the  subject  of  a  question  addressed  to 
him  some  months  ago  ;  and  I  would  ask 
whether  he  has  not  received  information 
as  to  the  conduct  of  those  who  are  re- 
sponsible for  what  then  took  place.  We 
have  heard  of  the  expression  of  dissatis- 
faction on  the  part  of  the  Government 
with  what  was  done  by  those  persons ;  and 
I  should  like  to  hear  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  any  measure  of 
punishment  has  been  enjoined  by  the 
Governor  or  any  other  authority  with 
regard  to  their  action  ?  If  not,  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  representing 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  might  fairly 
say  he  is  prepared  to  express  the  dis- 
satisfaction they  feel  with  regard  to  the 
very  cruel  treatment  to  which  that  indi- 
vidual was  subjected. 

♦Baron  H.   de  WORMS:  During  the 

time     the    hon.    Gentleman    has    been 

speaking  I   have  read  the  Report  of  the 

answer  I  made  to  the  question  he  has 
referred  to,  and  I  find  that  I  then  said 
the  Secretary  of  State  had  had  under 
consideration  the  conduct  of  those  who 
had  so  treated  that  unfortunate  man, 
and  had  expressed  his  disapproval,  at  the 
same  time  warning  them  of  what  would 


be  the  consequence  if  there  were  any 
repetition  of  the  offence. 

•Mb.  PIOTON:  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   knows  that  when  I   ventured  to 
allude   to  Mr.  Crawford  while  another 
matter  was  before  the  Committee  I  was 
out  of  order,  and  I  was  rightly  stopped 
by  the  Chairman,  I  then  stated  that  I 
wished  to  bring  this  question  before  the 
Committee,  and   I  should  hardly  have 
thought  that  a  gentleman  occupying  the 
responsible  position  of  the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  have  been  unprepared 
to  have  entered  upon  such  a  subject.     I 
do  not  think  I  ever  knew  a  case  in  which 
a  story  of  wrong  and  misery  and  cruelty 
has  been  met  in  a  more  cold-hearted 
way  than  that  in  which  this  case  has 
been  met  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  is  all  very  well  for  him  to  think  that, 
because  I  am  an  insignificant  Member  of 
this  House,  he  can  afford  to  despise  a 
question  of  this  sort  when  brought  for- 
ward by  me  ;  but  the  matter  is  one  that 
does  not  rest   with   me  ;  it  rests  with 
public  opinion,  and  I  am  persuaded  that 
public  opinion  will  be  on  my  side  when  I 
am  found  raising  a  question   of  justice 
and  right,  and  can  show  that  I  have  a 
fair  claim  to  courteous  treatment  from 
the  Ministerial  Bench.     I  assert  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  treated  me 
with  due  courtesy,  end  that  if  he  thinks 
he  can  in  the  space  of  five  minutes  pooh- 
pooh  a  subject  which  it  has  necessarily 
taken  considerable  time  to  put  forward 
in  detail  he  is  mistaken.     He  says  the 
Government  have  condemned  the  em- 
ployment of  liquor  to  a  demoralising  ex- 
tent among  these  people ;  but  I  ask  for 
some  evidence  of   this.     Let  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman  produce  a  despatch  in 
which     the     Government      has     taken 
this  course.     There  is   nothing   of   the 
kind  in  the  Blue  Book;  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  approval  of  the  Governor 
is  asked  for  and  given,  and  the  expenses 
are  allowed.     Can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man explain  the  unrighteous  treatment 
of    Fahwoondoo  and  his  friends?    The 
Governor  said  an  illegal  act  had  been 
perpetrated,  which  he  condemned,   and 
ordered  not  to  be  repeated.   The  question 
I  have  brought  before  the  Committee  is 
one  of  humanity,   and  I   say  that   the 
Government  dare  not  treat  the  people   of 
Wales  or  Scotland  as  they  treat  these 
poor  natives.   I  am  afraid  I  cannot  men- 
tion Ireland  along  with  Wales  and  Scot 
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land,  because  things  which  are  done  there 
are  justified  by  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
do  not  arouse  so  much  attention  here  as 
any  wrong  that  might  be  inflicted  on  the 
people  of  Scotland  or  Wales,  in  regard 
to  whom  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  take  a  very  different  course  of 
action.  I  am  afraid  that  no  good  result 
will  follow  what  is  being  done  in  Africa 
until  we  understand  that  the  black  man's 
life  is  as  sacred  as  that  of  the  white,  and 
that  if  the  black  is  slaughtered  needlessly 
a  full  account  will  be  demanded.  Here, 
however,  no  such  account  has  been 
demanded,  and  no  punishment  has  been 
inflicted.  There  has  been  nothing  but  a 
weak  expression  of  the  hope  that  such 
things  will  not  happen  in  the  future.  I 
earnestly  trust  that  I  shall  have  the 
support  of  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  in  condemning  this  most 
unrighteous  course. 

Mi*.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton); 

I  cannot  but  regret  that  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman,  who  is  responsible   for  this 

Vote,  has  not  taken  a  different  course. 
He  has  been  dealing  with  a  matter  in- 
volving acts  of  reckless  cruelty  of  which 
he  has  given  us  no  clear  condemnation, 
nor  is  there  any  clear  condemnation  of 
those  acts  in  the  Blue  Book.  He  has 
•given  us  some  very  nice  phrases  about 
the  desire  of  the  Government  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  diminish  the  liquor 
traffic,  but  there  is  no  distinct  condemna- 
tion of  that  traffic  in  the  despatches  here 
produced.  The  Committee  have  a  right  to 
expect  something  more  definite.  The 
truth  is  that  most  of  the  officials  in  contact 
with  these  unfortunate  people  treat  them 
as  though  they  were  not  human 
beings  on  anything  like  the  same 
level  with  ourselves,  and  that  is 
the  difficulty  of  dealing  with  the 
different  native  races — a  difficulty  which 
the  Colonial  Office  should  take  care  to 
diminish  as  much  as  possible  by  express- 
ing disapproval  of  the  use  of  violence 
such  as  Captain  Crawford  has  exhibited. 
I  trust  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  will  go  a  Division  upon  this 
question,  and  that  the  vote  will  not  be  a 
Party  vote  ;  but  that  those  who  are  in 
the  habit  of  saying  something  ought  to 
be  done  in  behalf  of  the  aborigines  by 
the  European  race  will  now  come  forward 
and  give  their  votes  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment. 
Mr.  Picton 


♦The  CHANCELLOR  or  thb  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's 
Hanover  Square :  I  should  be  exceed- 
ingly reluctant  to  find  this  House  avowing 
that  there  is  not  the  same  feeling  in  * 
regard  to  this  question  on  both  sides  of 
the  House.  It  would,  indeed,  be  giving 
a  wrong  impression  to  our  fellow-subjects 
in  many  parts  of  the  world  to  say  that 
the  same  feeling  did  not  apply  to  every 
part  of  the  House.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  is  under  the  disadvantage  that 
he  has  not  been  able  to  study  the  move 
recent  despatches  bearing  on  this 
matter  during  the  past  few  days,  and, 
therefore,  it  is  impossible  for  him  to 
answer  with  that  precision  on  the  sub- 
ject than  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way, through  having  the  subject  in  their 
minds,  require.  Under  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  however,-  I  trust  that  hon. 
Members  will  not  feel  it  necessary  to 
divide.  We  shall,  of  course,  vote  against 
the  Motion  to  reduce  the  Vote,  and 
may  give  our  fellow-subjects  in 
distant  parts  of  the  world  the  im- 
pression that  we  approve  of  the  pro- 
ceedings which  hon.  Members  have  so 
strongly  condemned  in  the  course  of  the 
Debate  ;  and  it  may  be  that  after  we  haye 
had  time  to  thoroughly  examine  into 
them,  we  shall  not  approve  of  those  pro- 
ceedings. To  force  on  a  Division  at  this 
moment  may  be  to  give  a  wrong  impres- 
sion by  inducing  the  outside  world  to 
believe  that  there  is  a  difference  of 
opinion  amongst  us.  I  need  scarcely 
assure  hon.  Members  that  occurrences  of 
this  sort  create  the  same  impression  on 
the  Government  as  on  other  people.  It 
certainly  happens  sometimes  that  there 
are  unfortunate  occurrences  affecting 
other  races  than  our  own  in  which 
British  officials  are  concerned;  but,  on 
the  whole,  the  government  of  native 
peoples  by  Englishmen  has  been  less 
marred  by  such  occurrences  than  any 
other  European  administration  of  native 
affairs.  In  fact,  our  administration  has 
been  singularly  free  from  these  deplor- 
able occurrences.  With  respect  to  the 
exceptional  instance  before  the  Com- 
mittee, our  view  has  now  been  expressed ; 
and  in  these  circumstances  I  trust  that 
we  shall  not  be  compelled  to  divide, 
for  the  Division  might,  as  I  have  ex- 
plained, create  a  perfectly  false  impres- 
sion. 
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(6.35.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  am 
glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan-  j 
-cellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  thought  it 
necessary  to  supplement  the  very 
inadequate  remarks  of  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  with  regard  to 
these  occurrences,  and  I  endorse  what  he 
has  said — that  our  agents  in  distant  parts 
of  the  world  have  great  difficulties  to 
contend  with,  and  that  their  administra- 
tion is  less  marred  by  these  deplorable 
occurrences  than  the  administration 
of  the  officials  of  other  European 
nationalities;  but  I  do  hold  that  the 
Government  should  always  express 
strong  reprobation  when  these  deplorable 
incidents  take  place.  I,  myself,  have 
a  notice  on  the  Paper  bearing  on  this 
subject,  namely — 

"  On  Civil  Service  Estimates,  Class  V.,  Vote 
3,  Sab-head  I.,  to  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£100  (part  of  the  Salary  of  the  Governor  of 
Sierra  Leone)/' 

The  subject,  however,  has  been  so 
fully  and  adequately  laid  before  the 
Committee  by  my  hon.  Friend  below  the 
Gangway  that  I  do  not  desire  to  go  over 
the  ground  again.  I  would  say,  generally, 
however,  that  the  result  of  perusing  the 
Blue  Books  has  been  to  strengthen  me 
in  the  suspicion  I  have  always  enter- 
tained that  the  object  with  which  native 
races  in  all  parts  of  the  world  are  treated 
with  cruelty  and  severity,  especially  on 
the  West  Coast  of  Africa,  is  not  the 
humane  one  which  is  sometimes  put 
forward  as  the  pretext,  but  is  to  further  the 
interests  of  local  traders  and  monopo- 
lists. The  object  in  the  particular  case  to 
which  the  attention  of  the  Committee  has 
been  called,  seems  to  have  been  to  raise 
the  profit  of  British  merchants  from  5  per 
cent,  to  100  per  cent.  Fourteen  cases  of 
gin  were  given  to  the  native  chiefs.  It 
ought  to  be  distinctly  understood  that 
such  gifts  ought  not  to  be  made  by 
officials  of  the  Government,  and  I  think 
we  are  justified  in  asking  for  a  distinct 
pledge  from  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
•that  this  practice  will  be  discontinued 
in  future.  But  Mr.  Copland  Crawford  has 
been  guilty  in  another  case.  Tried 
before  the  Colonial  Court  for  flogging 
his  servant  to  death,  he  was  convicted  of 
manslaughter  and  sentenced  to  12 
months'  imprisonment.  From  Sierra 
Leone  he  was  sent  to  England  to  undergo 
the  sentence,  as  it  was  held  that  his 
health  was  not  such  as  to  enable  him  to 


endure  the  confinement  in  the  severe 
climate  of  the  colony ;  but  on  reaching 
these  shores,  he  was  examined  by  two 
medical  men,  who  certified  that  his 
health  was  so  bad  that  his  life  would  be 
jeopardised  by  imprisonment.  The 
result  is,  that  Mr.  Crawford  goes  scot 
free.  It  may  be  that  there  was  sufficient 
ground  for  releasing  him ;  that  he  had 
suffered  so  much  from  the  ill  effects  of 
the  climate  that  it  was  necessary  to 
remit  the  punishment,  but  I  would  ask 
who  were  the  medical  men  who  signed 
the  certificate,  and  what  was  the  form  of 
it  ?  Did  the  certificate  say  that  the  man 
was  so  ill  that  it  would  be  fatal  to  him  to 
endure  this  12  months'  imprisonment? 

*(6.40.)  Me.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN: 
I  suppose  I  am  right  in  assuming  that 
Mr.  Crawford  will  not  be  employed  any 
longer  by  the  Colonial  Office. 

*(6.40.)  Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  I  can 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  all  the 
assurance  he  desires  in  that  respect.  I 
may  explain  that  Mr.  Crawford  was  sent 
to  this  country  from  Sierra  Leone  because 
it  was  found  that  his  health  was  too  bad 
to  admit  of  his  being  detained  there.  It 
was  believed  that  if  imprisoned  in  that 
climate  he  would  not  live  many  months. 
On  his  arrival  at  Liverpool  he  was 
examined  by  Mr.  Palmer  Ross,  colonial 
surgeon  of  Sierra  Leone,  at  the  instance 
of  the  Colonial  Office,  and  by  Dr. 
Beamish,  the  senior  surgeon  at  Walton 
Prison,  at  the  instance  of  the  Home 
Office,  and  they  certified  as  follows : — 

"In  accordance  with  the  instructions  of 
the  right  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  we  proceeded  on  board  the  S.S. 
Lagos  immediately  on  her  arrival  at  Liver- 
pool (from  Sierra  Leone)  at  8  p.m.  of  the  24th 
instant,  and  medically  examined  Captain  Craw- 
ford. We  found  the  following  conditions  to  be 
present : — Absence  of  reflex  action  at  left  knee, 
slightly  present  in  right  knee ;  impaired 
sensibility  of  left  foot  and  leg  up  to  Knee; 
inability  to  clench  the  hands  tightly;  un- 
steadiness of  gait ;  oedema  of  both  ankles  and 
feet ;  enlargement  of  abdomen  (evidently  from 
fluid)  with  increased  size  of  liver  and  spleen ; 
excited  action  of  heart ;  marked  mental  excite- 
ment ;  slight  hesitancy  in  speech." 

I  think  that  hon.  Gentlemen  will  admit 
that  such  a  state  of  health  was  amply 
sufficient  to  warrant  the  medical  officers 
examining  him  in  recommending  that 
the  remainder  of  the  sentence  should  he 
remitted. 

(6.42.)     Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury,  E.):   I  think  we  should  congva- 
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tulate  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  on 
the  Debate  he  has  brought  about  this 
afternoon.  He  has  taken  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  and  spent  a  large  amount  of 
time  in  looking  up  the  case  and  in  laying 
it  before  the  House ;  and  after  hearing 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  it  seems  to  me  that 
there  is  only  one  course  to  follow.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  us  not  to 
arrive  at  a  too  hasty  decision,  and  not  to 
appear  to  give  a  one-sided  vote ;  then,  I 
would  suggest  that  the  proper  way  to 
obviate  any  appearance  of  the  kind  would 
be  to'  pospone  the  Vote  so  as  to  give  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  the 
opportunity  he  desires  of  informing  himself 
on  the  subject.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  not  accept  this  suggestion,  I 
would  advise  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  to  divide  the  Committee.  The 
Under  Secretary  cannot  justly  complain 
of  having  been  taken  by  surprise,  for  I 
see  the  following  on  the  Notice  Paper : — 

"Mr.  Picton, — On  Civil  Service  Estimates, 
Glass  V.,  Vote  3,  Sub-head  J  (Western  Coast 
of  Africa),  to  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£600." 

In  face  of  such  a  notice  1  should  hold 
it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Minister 
responsible  for  the  Vote  to  come 
down  fully  prepared  for  its  discus- 
sion. It  is  his  duty,  I  take  it, 
to  go  through  all  the  Blue  Books  relating 
to  his  Department  from  time  to  time. 
As  he  has  failed  to  make  a  defence  on 
this  occasion,  the  only  alternative  is  to 
postpone  the  Vote  in  order  to  enable 
him  to  make  himself  acquainted  with 
the  facts  and  to  give  us  what  explana- 
tion he  can.  The  indictment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  had  not  yet  been 
adequately  replied  to. 

Mb.  W.  A.  M'ARTHUR  (Cornwall, 
Mid,  St.  Austell):  I  think  it  only  just 
to  the  Government  to  say  that  I  know 
from  private  sources  that  Mr.  Crawford's 
health  was  such  as  to  render  it  quite 
impossible  that  he  should  undergo  the 
sentence  of  imprisonment  passed  upon 
him.  I  admit  that  it  is  extremely 
difficult  for  the  Colonial  Office  to  control 
the  action  of  its  subordinates  in  all  parts 
of  the  world.  At  the  same  time, 
questions  of  the  sort  under  discussion 
ought  not  to  be  lightly  passed  over,  as 
by  so  doing  we  may  make  a  bad  impres- 
sion upon  the  native  races  if  they  have 
reason  to  think  that  an  English  subject, 
Mr  J.  Rotdaiids 


whether  black  or  white,  and  whether  at 
Sierra  Leone  or  in  Regent-street,  does 
not  have  fair-play  at  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  We  govern,  I  suppose, 
more  coloured  races  than  any  nation  in 
the  world,  and  I  believe  the  British 
Government  is  more  popular  amongst 
all  coloured  races  than  any  other  Go- 
vernment for  the  reason  that  these 
races  believe  they  receive  fair  play  at 
our  hands.  It  is  of  immense  importance 
that  that  sentiment  should  be  sustained. 
It  is  of  enormous  advantage  to  the  trade 
of  this  country ;  therefore,  I  think  that 
whenever  instances  occur  where  natives 
have  been  subjected  to  unjust  treatment 
at  the  hands  of  our  Agents,  they  should 
be  thoroughly  examined  into  and  pro- 
nounced  upon  in  this  House.  I  trust  it 
is  not  intended  in  the  future  to  allow 
colonial  matters  to  slide. 

*(6.49.)  Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM 
(Gloucester,  Cirencester)  :  I  would 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  postpone 
this  Vote,  as  I  agree  with  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  it  would  be  a  thing 
to  be  deplored  to  have  a  Division  upon  a 
subject  upon  which  we  ought  to  be  all 
as  one  man.  Wicked  and  abominable 
deeds  have  been  committed  in  the  name 
of  this  country,  and  the  Minister  who  is 
called  upon  to  reply  for  our  Colonial 
Office,  without  having  thoroughly  in- 
formed his  mind  on  the  question,  gets 
up  and  offers  an  apology  which  almost 
suggests  some  excuse  for  the  person 
who  is  mainly  responsible.  We  have  a 
right  to  demand  a  more  satisfactory 
reply  than  that,  in  the  light  of  a  more 
searching  examination  of  the  facts.  We 
have  a  right  also  to  be  told  not  only  that 
Mr.  Crawford  has  been  dismissed  from  the 
Service  of  the  Crown,  but  that  he  has 
been  dismissed  under  conditions  which 
will  debar  him  from  receiving  a  pension. 
The  Minister  in  charge  of  the  Vote 
ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of  making 
such  a  speech  as  will  prevent  the  neces- 
sity of  a  Division. 

*(6.50.)  Mb.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen): 
The  tone  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
addressed  the  Committee  was  so  essen- 
tially different  from  that  which  had  pre- 
viously been  adopted  on  the  Government 
Bench  that  I  should  be  glad  if  it  were 
possible  to  avoid  a  Division.  But  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  in  face  of  one  case  which  has 
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been  referred  to,  it  is  possible  to  escape 
a  Division?  I  speak  of  the  case  of 
Gombo.  He  was  a  chief  held  in  high 
respect  and  exercising  authority  in  his 
own  country.  His  is,  therefore,  an 
instance  from  which  we  may  form  a 
judgment  as  to  the  way  in  which  the 
poorer  people  are  treated.  It  was  con- 
sidered necessary  to  arrest  him.  He 
was  arrested,  and  he  was  subjected 
to  torture  which  led  directly  to  his 
death.  His  hands  were  tied  behind 
his  back  tightly  with  ropes  that  cut 
through  the  flesh.  It  is  impossible 
that  this  should  not  have  been  known 
to  those  who  were  responsible  for  the 
arrest.  The  chief  was  so  seriously 
wounded  by  this  operation  that,  after  he 
was  taken  to  prison,  the  hand  mortified 
and  he  died  in  consequence.  What  did 
the  Colonial  Office  do?  Here  was  a 
man  cruelly  done  to  death,  and 
treated  as  badly  as  prisoners  in 
Siberia.  Did  the  Colonial  Office 
express  any  condemnation  of  the  pro- 
ceeding? Not  by  a  single  word.  Did 
they  take  any  steps  to  punish  the 
persons  who  were  wilfully  guilty  of 
such  atrocious  cruelty  ?  They  took  no 
steps  even  to  ascertain  who  was  to 
blame,  and  they  actually  abstained  from 
a  single  word  of  condemnation.  Lord 
Knutsford's  Despatch  of  the  4th  of 
March,  1889,  merely  acknowledged  the 
receipt  of  the  Despatch  informing  him 
of  the  Chief's  death,  and  his  next 
Despatch  conveys  his  approval  of  such 
orders  as  had  been  issued  to  the  police 
for  the  avoidance  of  such  accidents  m  the 
future.  What  is  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer's  opinion  of  this  mode  of 
treating  such  a  case  ?  How  does  he 
think  it  is  possible  for  us  to  hold  up  our 
heads  before  the  world  ?  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances I  have  referred  to,  if  the 
proposed  reduction  is  pressed  to  a 
Division  I  shall  vote  for  it 
#(6.57.)  BaeonH.de WORMS:  Injustice 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  I  cannot  allow 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  go  unchallenged.  Lord 
Knuteford  did  condemn  the  unfortunate 
occurrence  to  which  reference  has  been 
made,  and  I  have  stated  that  the 
strictest  orders  were  given  to  the  police 
that  handcuffs  should  be  used,  and  that 
the  greatest  care  should  be  taken  that  no 
injury  or  hardship  should  be  committed. 
That  which   Lord  Knutsford    approved 


was  not  the  unfortunate  occurrence,  but 
the  immediate  action  taken  by  the 
Governor  with  the  object  of  preventing 
a  repetition  of  it.  The  man  was  violent 
in  resisting  his  arrest,  and  his  hands  had 
to  be  secured.  The  police  had  no  hand- 
cuffo  with  them,  and  the  rope  they  used 
was  extremely  hard.  It  was  in  con- 
sequence of  its  hardness,  rather  than  of 
the  tightness  with  which  it  was  tied, 
that  his  hand  was  lacerated.  The  man 
was  in  an  extremely  bad  state  of  health. 
(6.59.)  Mr.  LABOUCHBRE:  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  hopes  we 
will  not  take  a  Division,  because  it  may 
produce  a  wrongful  impression  on  the 
black  races  if  they  vote  as  he  says  they 
will  have  to  do  on  the  other  side.  But 
we  have  two  matters  to  consider.  In  the 
first  place,  we  have  to  insist  that 
cruelties  of  this  nature  should  be  pre- 
vented in  the  future ;  and,  in  the 
next  place,  we  have  to  consider  the 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Most  unquestionably  the  action  of  the 
Government  has  been  most  improper  in 
this  matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
explained  that  Mr.  Crawford,  when  he 
came  to  England  after  having  been 
sentenced  to  12  months'  imprisonment 
for  flogging  his  servant  to  death,  was 
liberated  because  he  was  ill.  But  what 
are  we  to  think  of  the  administration  of 
affairs  in  this  place,  when  an  officer  who 
flogs  his  servant  to  death  receives  a 
punishment  of  only  12  months'  imprison- 
ment ?  I  should  have  thought  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ought  to  have  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  such  a  punish- 
ment was  utterly  inadequate.  With 
regard  to  Gombo,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man Jhas  explained  that  what  occurred 
was  a  mere  accident.  The  police  did 
not  happen  to  have  handcuffs  with  them, 
and  the  rope  happened  to  be  rather  too 
stiff.  But  when  the  facts  were  repre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty's  Government  did 
they  make  any  protest  ?  I  say  there  is 
actually  none  on  record.  The  right  hon 
Gentleman  says  Lord  Knutsford  approved 
of  the  instructions  given  to  the  police  to 
be  more  careful  in  the  future,  but  no- 
body was  punished.  We  have  another 
charge  also  to  make  against  the  Govern- 
ment. It  is  recorded  in  a  Despatch 
printed  in  the  Blue  Book  that  Mr.  Craw- 
ford gave  50  cases  of  gin  to  the  native 
Chiefs.  The  Governor  makes  no  sort  of 
protest  against  this  gift,  but  treats  it  as 
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a  matter  of  course,  and  we  may  presume, 
theref  ore,that  this  is  the  way  in  which  these 
chiefs  are  habitually  treated  in  this  part 
of  the  world.  I  think,  on  the  whole,  that 
the  Government  have  come  exceedingly 
badly  ont  of  this  discussion.  They  have 
not  acted  with  any  sort  of  energy  or 
determination,  and  if  we  had  not  had 
this  discussion,  the  things  would  have 
been  passed  over  as  if  they  were  entirely 
normal.  Under  these  circumstances,  if 
we  go  to  a  Division,  I  shall  certainly 
vote  for  the  reduction. 

(7.5.)  Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR : .  I  wish 
to  know  what  foundation  there  is  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement  that 
Gombo  behaved  with  great  violence 
when  he  was  arrested  1 

♦Baron  H.  db  WORMS :  The  statement 
is  founded  on  information  at  the  Colonial 
Office. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR:  There  is  a 
Despatch  from  the  Governor  to  Lord 
Knutsford  reporting  the  arrest,  and 
it  does  not  contain  a  word  about 
resistance  on  the  part  of  Gombo. 
There  is  not  even  a  hint  in 
the  evidence  of  the  Commissary 
of  Police  that  Gombo,  after  his  arrest, 
did  not  proceed  to  gaol  with  the  greatest 
quietness.  I  give  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man notice  that  we  shall  call  on  him  to 
produce  at  a  later  date  the  information 
on  which  he  founds  his  statement,  that 
the  course  taken  was  justified  by  Gom- 
bo's  violence.  I  am  willing  to  concede 
that  the  intervention  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  the  debate  has 
given  a  considerably  different  complexion 
*to  that  which  it  previously  bore.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary had  treated  the  indictment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Leicester 
.(Mr.  Picton)  with  a  levity  which  was 
very  unbecoming,  and  which  led  to  a 
strong  feeling  of  resistance.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  somewhat 
smoothed  the  situation  by  the  very 
candid  expression  of  his  feeling  of  con- 
demnation of  the  actions  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  alluded.  But  that  is  not  enough. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that 
we  cannot  allow  it  to  go  forth  to  the 
millions  of  the  native  races  who  are  de- 
pendent on  us  that  such  transactions  as  are 
recorded  in  this  Blue  Book  are  treated 
with  anything  but  the  strongest  con- 
demnation by  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
Mr.  LaboucJiere 


excuses  the  inadequacy  of  his  reply  by 
the  shortness  of  the  notice.  If  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  consent 
to  give  the  Under  Secretary  an  oppor- 
tunity of  further  discussing  the  case 
later  we  shall  be  willing  to  refrain  from 
taking  a  Division  on  the  present  occasion. 
Unless  this  be  done,  I  think  we  are 
bound  to  challenge  the  opinion  of  the 
House  on  the  question. 

(7.9.)  Capiain  BETHELL:  Hon. 
Members  opposite  have  treated  the 
case  as  if  Mr.  Crawford  was  guilty  of 
an  act  of  personal  cruelty  to  Gombo. 
I  think  it  is  only  just  to  point  out  that, 
although  Mr.  Crawford  was  rightly 
responsible  for  the  binding  of  the  man, 
of  course,  the  actual  work  was  carried 
out  by  the  police.  No  doubt  Mr.  Craw- 
ford behaved  extremely  badly  in  another 
matter,  and  was  properly  punished,  but, 
at  the  same  time,  I  think  it  is  fair  to 
acquit  him  of  the  charge  of  personal 
cruelty  in  this  particular  matter. 

(7.10.)     Mr.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire, 

Brigg)  :  The  complaint  we  make  is  that 

not  the  slightest  punishment  has  ever 

been  meted  outi  not  to  Mr.  Crawford, 

but  to  the  police.     Now  we  come  to  the 

case  of  Crawford.     It  is  said  he  is  not 

responsible  for  what  occurred.     We  say 

he  is.     He  himself  has  told  us  that  the 

acts  of  cruelty   were  done  by  himself. 

What  we  complain  of  is  that  when  he 

deliberately  drew   the  attention  of  his 

superior  officer  to  what  he  had  done,  not 

one  particle  of  reproof  is  meted  ont  to 

him.   In  his  letter  dated  December  11th, 

and  which  is  given  in  the  Blue  Book, 

Mr.  Crawford  dealt  with  two  or  three 

different  subjects.     In  the  first  place  he 

told  his  superior  officer  that  he  was  about 

to  commence  almost  military  operations 

against  certain  persons  whose  names  he 

gave,  and  then  he  said  he   had  seen 

certain  Chiefs,  and  added — 

"  I  have  so  far  succeeded  in  effecting  peace 
between  them,  and  they  have  all  left  quite 
satisfied.  On  their  departure  I  gave  them  14 
cases  of  gin  and  14lbs.  of  tobacco,  for  which  I 
would  ask  Your  Excellency's  approval.*' 

What  took  place?  A  formal  and  cate- 
gorical answer  was  returned  by  His 
Excellency.  His  Excellency  pointed  out 
that  Mr.  Crawford  had  exceeded  his 
instructions  with  regard  to  the  warlike 
operations — that  his  duty  was  limited  to 
defensive  operations — and  there  was  not  a 
word  of  reproof  as  to  the  matter  which 
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has  been  dwelt  upon  by  various  Members 
of  the  Committee.  In  his  answer  His 
Excellency  never  indicated  in  any  sort  of 
way  that  Mr.  Crawford  had  done  any- 
thing of  which  he  ought  to  be  ashamed. 
We  complain  that  different  treatment 
was  meted  out  to  the  constable  with  his 
hard  rope  and  to  Mr.  Crawford  with  his 
14  cases  of  gin.  It  appears  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  come  down  to  the  House 
prepared  to  deal  with  the  matter.  In 
point  of  fact,  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  has  been  thrown  over  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  the 
ground  that  the  Under  Secretary  has 
really  not  had  time  to  read  the  matter 
up.  We  are  to  understand  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  had  time  to 
learn  what  is  going  on  in  his  own  office 
the  thing  would  have  been  put  in  a 
nicer  way.  With  an  innocence  which 
was  very  touching,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  suggested,  "  You  had  better 
not  divide,  because  it  will  put  us  in  an 
unfortunate  position ;  we  must  vote 
against  you  whether  you  are  right  or 
wrong,  and  it  will  give  a  wrong  im- 
pression." I  do  not  see  why  they  should 
vote  against  us.  If  we  are  right  let  the 
Government  do  "violence  to  their  feelings 
and  vote  right  for  once.  If  it  is  right 
this  amount  should  be  struck  out  of  the 
Vote  let  the  Government  agree  to  strike 
it  out.  If  they  cannot  do  that  they  can 
at  least  postpone  the  Vote  until 
such  time  as  they  are  ready  to  deal 
properly  with  this  atrocious  matter. 
To  enable  the  Government  to  consider 
the  matter  and  make  up  their  minds  in 
regard  to  it  I  am  prepared  to  move 
that  you,  Sir,  should  report  Progress.  I 
do  not  wish  to  press  the  Motion  to  a 
Division,  but  I  will  do  so  if  the  Govern- 
ment say  they  will  not  withdraw  the 
Vote.  I  venture  to  suggest  that  there  is 
something  very  unconstitutional  in  this 
matter.  The  Government  say  they  have 
information  which  we  are  not  possessed 
of.  I  ask  them  to  lay  that  information  on 
the  Table.  If  they  have  not  given  us 
all  the  information,  let  them  give  it  to 
us.  Perhaps  we  are  all  in  the  wrong ; 
let  the  Government  give  us  all  the  in- 
formation they  possess,  and  we  shall  see 
how  the  matter  stands.  A  very  perti- 
nent question  which  was  put  from  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  has  not  yet  re- 
ceived an  answer.  Is  it,  or  is  it  not,  a  fact 
*hut  this  man  is  to  receive  a  pension  for  his 


services  ?  Are  the  Government  prepared 
to  say  that  Mr.  Crawford  shall  not,  when 
he  recovers  from  his  illness,  as  wo  all  hope 
he  will,  and  as  we  all  believe  he  will,  be 
re-employed  in  Her  Majesty's  Service? 
I  ask  for  an  answer  to  this  question. 

•Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  He  will  not. 
Mb.  WADDY :     And   he  is     not   to 
have  a  pension. 

•Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  If  the  matter 
arises  it  will  be  considered. 

Mr.  WADDY :  Are  we  to  be  told  that 
this  man  is  to  have  a  pension  notwith- 
standing that  he  has  committed  these 
atrocities?  If  we  are  not  to  have  an 
answer  to  the  question  I  will  move  to 
report  Progress. 

(7.20.)  Mr.  HANBURY :  I  should 
like  to  have  a  little  more  information  on 
this  point.  Is  this  man  going  to  have 
a  pension,  or  is  he  not  ?  It  is  really  the 
gist  of  the  whole  thing.  I  doubt 
whether  it  is  possible  to  give  him  a  pen- 
sion. I  was  astonished  to  hear  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  it  has  to  be  con- 
sidered. 

•Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  I  never  said 
anything  of  the  sort.  I  said  if  the  matter 
arose  it  would  be  considered. 

•(7.21.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  As  a  matter 
of  fact  the  question  has  not  arisen.  No 
application  has  been  made  to  the  Trea- 
sury for  a  pension.  When  the  case 
comes  before  the  Treasury  with  the  cer- 
tificates that  will  have  to  be  given  as  to 
good  conduct,  of  course  it  will  be  dealt 
with  as  it  deserves.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  is  unable  to  answer  the  question 
which  has  really  not  yet  been  put  to  him. 
It  does  not  rest  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  the  Colonial  Office  to 
decide  whethor  the  man  shall  have  a 
pension.  The  matter  will  come  before 
the  Treasury  and  will  be  dealt  with  on 
its  merits. 

(7.22.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Is  it 
not  a  fact  that  a  man  who  is  compelled 
to  retire  from  the  Service  on  account  of 
a  serious  crime  is  not  entitled  to  a  pen- 
sion? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  have  little  hesita- 
tion in  saying  he  will  not  be  entitled  to 
a  pension.  There  have  been  cases,  no 
doubt,  where  it  has  been  proved  that 
the  person  committing  an  offence  had 
suffered  from  sunstroke,  or  had  suffered 
from  the  climate  to  such  a  degree  that 
his  head  was  affected,  and  was  not  properly 
responsible  for  his  actions.     I  do  not  sug- 
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gest  that  that  may  have  occurred  in  the 
present  case  ;  but  I  make  the  remark  to 
show  that  it  is  difficult  on  the  spur  of 
the  moment  to  give  a  final  and  definite 
answer.  I  should  say,  speaking  off- 
hand, that  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
are  such  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
give  such  an  officer  a  pension. 

(7.23.)  Mr.  PICTON  :  I  fully  appre- 
ciate the  intervention  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  but  I  ask  him  whether 
the  case  has  been  answered  this  evening, 
and  whether  he  will  not,  under  the 
circumstances,  consent  to  postpone  the 
Vote.  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  says  he  does  not  know  anything 
about  the  matter,  which  practically 
amounts  to  him  saying  he  does  not 
understand  his  business. 
♦Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  It  is  impossible,  after 
the  long  Debate  which  has  taken  place, 
to  postpone  the  Vote.  The  case  was 
stated  at  considerable  length  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester,  and  I  think  the 
Committee  are  in  full  possession  of  the 
facts  and  able  to  form  a  judgment  upon 
them. 

Mb.  WADDY  :  Will  the  Government 
lay  on  the  Table  the  documents  they 
have  spoken  of  ? 

*(7,25.)  Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe)  :  An  important  Constitutional 
point  has  been  raised  by  the  reply  of  the 
Under  Secretary.  Certain  statements 
were  made  on  this  side,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  got  up  and  defended 
the  cruel  conduct  of  this  man  on  the 
ground  that  certain  information  is  in 
possession  of  the  Colonial  Office  which 
has  not  been  laid  before  the  House.  It 
is  surely  idle  to  print  Blue  Books  and 
circulate  them  amongst  Members  of  the 
House  if  a  Minister  can  get  up  and 
defend  action  on  the  possession  of  infor- 
mation which  is  not  in  the  possession 
of  the  Members  of  the  House.  We 
quite  understand  this  kind  of  thing 
from  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  but 
it  is  new  to  have  it  from  the  Colonial 
Office.  If  there  was  no  other  reason  why 
this  Vote  should  be  postponed  a  reason 
has  been  supplied  by  the  Under  Secre- 
tary. 

(7.26.)  Mb.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries): 
I  was  in  hopes  the  Under  Secretary 
would  give  some  reply  to  what  has  been 
advanced.  The  Under  Secretary  has 
referred  to  something  that  is  not  in  the 
Blue  Book.  Why  is  it  we  are  not  in 
Mr.  Goschen 


possession  of  the  additional  information 
he  has  got  ?     . 

Mb.  W.  JAMES  (Gateshead)  :  I  do  not 
think  anyone  would  be  disposed  to  charge 
me  with  obstructing  public  business  ;  but 
unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give 
us  all  the  information  he  has  I  think  I 
should  be  justified  in  moving  to  report 
Progress. 

(7.27.)  Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  We  want  to  know  on  what 
evidence  other  than  that  contained  in  the 
Blue  Book  the  Colonial  Office  have  acted. 
I  appreciate  the  force  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  objection  to  report 
Progress,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  vote 
for  that  Motion  if  it  is  made.  But  we 
have  had  sprung  upon  us  by  the  Under 
Secretary  the  fact  that  there  is  in- 
formation which  has  not  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  I  think  the  House 
is  entitled  to  ask  for  the  despatch. 

*Babon    H.    de  WORMS:    I  said  in- 
formation. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  The  informa- 
tion must  have  come  in  one  or  two 
ways :  it  must  have  come  either  in  a 
telegram  or  a  despatch. 

(7.29.)  Mb.  WADDY :  At  allevents,I 
move  to  report  Progress. 

(7.30.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (Mr. 
Waddy.) 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  61 ; 
Noes  121.— (Div.  List,  No.  111.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  Item 
J,  £2,500,  for  Western  Coast  of  Africa, 
be  reduced  by  £500." 

(7.38.)  Mb.  PICTON:  I  hope  now 
we  may  come  to  a  Division,  but  with  the 
understanding  that  upon  the  Report 
stage  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  will  be  able  to  give  us  more 
ample  information,  more  especially  as  to 
the  despatch  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  referred  as  giving  the 
information  upon  which  he  has  based  a 
statement  he  has  made.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  in  a  position  to 
give  us  that  information  now,  I  do  not 
wish  to  occupy  time,  but  certainly  many 
of  us  will  expect  the  information  upon 
the  Report  stage. 

(7.39.)  Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOB:  I 
accept  the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
and   it   is  not    my  intention  to   stand 
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between  the  Committee  and  a  Division. 
I  only  wish  to  say,  by  way  of  personal 
explanation,  that  when  the  Under 
Secretary  explained  that  Gbannah  Gomfco 
violently  resisted  arrest,  I  asked?  in  what 
despatch  such  resistance  was  referred  to, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he 
made  the  statement  upon  information  in 
the  possession  of  the  Foreign  Office.  It 
was  not  until  half  an  hour  after  that 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  charged 
me  with  having  misquoted  him ;  he  did 
not  do  so  immediately  after  1  had 
spoken. 

(7.40.)  The  Committee  divided: — 
Ayes  64;  Noes  11 4.— (Div.List,No.  112.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

(7.50.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  The 
Amendment  I  have  to  move  is  the 
reduction  of  Sub-head  P  by  £200. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Before  that,  I  'desire  to  move 
a  reduction  under  the  present  item 
by  £150,  and  I  do  this  for  the 
purpose  of  eliciting  some  information 
from  the  Government  as  to  their  policy 
and  the  present  position  of  affairs  in 
reference  to  the  unfortunate  King  Ja-Ja. 
From  the  consternation  among  Members 
of  the  Government  on  the  mention  of 
this  name,  it  would  seem  they  have 
forgotten  all  about  Ja-Ja,  but  I  think  it 
will  be  found  the  matter  is  pertinent  to 
this  Vote.  It  will  be  desirable  to  explain 
the  circumstances  under  which  JaJa 
was  two  or  three  years  ago  kidnapped 
by  a  British  officer. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
is  referring  to  a  matter  which  does  not 
appear  to  be  included  in  the  Vote.  This 
is  not  the  Vote  for  the  Colonial  Office. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE :  This  is  a  Vote, 
I  understand,  for  the  Governors  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Only  one  Governor, 
that  of  Sierra  Leone,  and  the  matter  does 
not  refer  to  that  colony. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE:  On  what  part 
of  the  Votes  shall  I  be  in  order  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  not  be  in  order  upon  this  Vote. 

(7.52.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  have  to 
move  a  reduction  in  Item  P,  the  salary 
of  the  High  Commissioner  in  the  Western 
Pacific.  I  desire  to  move  the  reduction 
not  on  account  of  any  general  disposi- 
tion to  find  fault  with  the  conduct  of 
Her    Majesty's    Representative    in  the 


Western  Pacific,  on  the  contrary,  speak- 
ing generally,  the  High  Commissioner 
deserves  the  praise  of  the  country  for 
having  done  his  best  in  the  interests  of 
all  parties.  But  there  are  circumstances 
in  which  it  is  impossible  for  the  best  of 
High  Commissioners  or  Deputy  Com- 
missioners to  withstand  the  influence  of 
a  long-continued  and  bad  policy.  In 
the  Debate  which  has  just  taken  place 
the  Representative  of  the  Government 
has  disclaimed  the  idea  that  the  expedi- 
tions were  designed  for  wholesale 
slaughter  and  bombardment;  the  expedi- 
tions on  the  West  Coast  were  primarily 
made,  he  said,  with  a  definite  object,  the 
release  of  prisoners,  and  so  on,  but  this 
description  does  not  apply  to  naval  action 
in  the  Pacific  generally.  In  a  succession 
of  Blue  Books  we  have  stories  of  the 
cruise  of  H.M.S.  Diamond  and  H.M.S. 
Opal,  and  these  narrations  are  nothing 
else  than  a  series  of  bombardments  of 
native  villages,  of  slaughterings,  and  of 
destruction  of  native  settlements  and 
canoes.  It  is  not  necessary  that  I  should 
go  back  upon  these  official  accounts  of 
two  or  three  years  ago,  but  I  refer  to  the 
latest  incidents  of  the  kind  which,  though 
they  have  not  yet  found  their  place  in  a 
Blue  Book,  and  only  appear  in  a  news- 
paper paragraph,  bear 'all  the  traces  of  a 
continuance  of  that  policy  with  which  we 
have  long  been  familiar.  The  paragraph 
to  which  I  draw  attention  appeared  on 
December  17th  last,  and  described  how 
H.M.S.  Royalist  had  completed  a  seven 
months'  cruise  in  the  Pacific  Seas, 
during  which  time  many  villages  were 
burned,  islands  bombarded,  and  canoes 
and  plantations  destroyed  for  several 
murders  which  had  been  committed.  I 
admit  that  those  bombardments  were 
caused  by  acts  of  violence  committed  by 
the  natives,  but  our  policy  in  this  re- 
spect seems  to  be  that  if  we  cannot 
catch  the  actual  murderers  we  execute 
vengeance  upon  the  whole  people. 
This  seems  to  me  to  be  a  barbarous 
state  of  things.  We,  in  met,  do  exactly 
as  the  natives.  They  look  upon  Euro- 
peans as  a  hostile  tribe,  and  when 
natives  are  ill-used  by  certain  Europeans 
they  revenge  themselves  upon  the  next 
European  they  catch,  and  very  likely 
kill  him.  We  do  exactly  the  same 
thing,  for  when  Europeans  are  ill-used 
we  make  reprisals,  subjecting  natives 
generally  to  bombardment,  the  destruc- 
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tion  of  their  property,  and  all  the  harm 
we  can  inflict.  It  is  a  barbarous  pro- 
ceeding, and  we  cannot  be  surprised  if 
the  natives  continue  it.  If  the  first 
offence  had  baen  committed  by  the 
natives  these  hostile  operations  might  be, 
to  some  extent,  palliated.  But  we  have 
it  on  the  highest  authority — that  of  Her 
Majesty's  Commissioner,  according  to 
the  recent  Blue  Book  on  New  Guinea — 
that  the  natives  are  the  persons  first 
sinned  against.  They  defend  themselves 
or  make  reprisals  for  injustice  suffered, 
and  then,  because  the  actual  offenders 
cannot  be  discovered,  we  execute 
vengeance  upon  the  whole  tribe,  men, 
women,  and  children  being  killed,  and 
whole  villages  being  destroyed.  The 
High  Commissioner  has  told  us  that  in 
many  of  these  cases  the  natives  had  what 
they  might  consider  reasonable  excuse  for 
what  they  did.  Sir  Peter  Scratchley  has 
given  us  the  result  of  investigations  he 
made,  and  in  many  cases  the  killing 
of  Europeans  has  been  caused  by  crimes 
committed  by  the  latter  against  native 
law,  unfair  dealing,  and  the  demand  for 
vengeance  aroused  by  the  evils  of  the 
labour  traffic.  It  is  the  opinion  of  Sir 
Peter  Scratchley  that  on  nearly  every 
occasion  the  natives  had  received  direct 
or  indirect  provocation,  and  in  many 
cases  the  fate  that  befel  Europeans  was 
the  result  of  reckless  disregard  of  warn- 
ings given.  The  account  of  the  cruise 
of  the  Royalist  is  but  a  parallel  to  many 
such  cruises  by  Her  Majesty's  ships.  It 
is  a  lamentable  state  of  things,  and 
surely  it  is  incumbent  upon  us  to  try  to 
put  a  stop  to  it.  I  might  quote  other 
evidence  from  the  Blue  Books.  Mr. 
Musgrave,  the  .  Deputy  Commissioner, 
says  that  the  recruits  from  New 
Guinea  were  irregularly  obtained  in  the 
first  instance — meaning  that  the  natives 
were  kidnapped.  Mr.  Forbes  also,  our 
Resident  in  Samarang,  says  natives  were 
kidnapped  or  entrapped  by  false  state- 
ments, and  the  crimes  of  a  few  Europeans 
in  this  way  are  enough  to  inflame  the 
natives  of  the  Archipelago  against  white 
men  for  a  whole  generation.  In  fact,  the 
authoritative  evidence  of  our  own  officers 
shows  that  outrages  on  whites  are  the 
result  of  aggression,  in  the  first  instance, 
of  whites  against  natives,. either  on  the 
part  of  individuals  or  by  those  engaged 
in  prosecuting  the  Labour .  traffic,  and 
whose  crimes  are:  avenged  upon  their 
Sir  Q.  Campbell 


successors.  In  our  Blue  Books  we  have 
accounts  of  barbarities  committed  by 
natives ;  but  we  have  no  statement  from 
th£  blacks  of  their  wrongs,  which  might 
excuse  tneir  barbarous  vengeance.  No 
one  who  reads  the  information  put  before 
us  can  doubt  the  grave  evils  of  the  labour 
traffic.  I  ask,  Do  the  Government  mean 
to  maintain  the  system  of  which  this 
cruise  of  the  Royalist  offers  an  example  1 
Is  it  the  only  system  we  can  resort  to  ? 
I  hope  we  may  be  told  that  there  is  no 
intention  to  continue  this  policy  of  simply 
barbarous  vengeance,  this  system  of 
merciless  bombardment  and  slaughter, 
which  is  a  discredit  to  the  British  name, 
and  condemned  on  high  authority.  1 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£250. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
has  not  observed  that  there  is  no  salary 
for  the  High  Commissioner  included  in 
the  Vote.  There  is  for  the  Deputy  Com- 
missioner. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  move  the  re- 
duction in  respect  to  the  salary  of  the 
Deputy  Commissioner. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed? 
"That  Item  P  1,  £1,890,  for  salaries  of 
the  Western  Pacific  High  Commission, 
be  reduced  by  £250,  part  of  the  salaries 
of  the  Deputy  Commissioners." — {Sir 
George  Campbell.) 

(8.10.)  Colonel  NOLAN :  I  do  not 
agree  with  till  the  hon.  Member  has 
said;  but  I  think  he  deserves  the 
thanks  of  the  public  for  bringing 
this  question  before  the  Committee. 
The  Committee  is  not  largely  attended 
at  this  moment,  but  this  is  a  question 
which  ought  to  receive  European 
attention,  and  our  discussion  here 
may  serve  to  draw  that  attention 
to  it.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  that  these  proceedings  are 
particularly  discreditable  to  the  British 
name.  I  remember  a  speech  delivered 
about  a  month  ago  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Dublin  (Sir  T.  Esmonde) 
on  his  return  from  the  Pacific,  wherein 
he  said  that  the  British  were  more 
tolerant  towards  the  natives  than  the 
Germans  were.  Outside  the  sphere  of 
American  influence  the  English  and 
Germans  are  best  known  among  &e 
natives,  and  it  is  acknowledged  that,  of 
the  two,  the  Enjglish  are  the  more 
tolerant,  so  that  it  is  the  eonduct  of 
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Europeans  towards  the  natives  that  is  in 
question,  and  the  action  of  England  is 
not  to  be  singled  out  for  condemnation. 
To  a  certain  extent  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member,  and  I  think  that  bombardment 
of  towns  is  about  the  worst  remedy  that 
can  be  resorted  to  to  check  the  violence  of 
natives,  but  I  cannot  go  so  far  as  to  say 
when  Europeans  are  murdered,  even 
if  other  Europeans  have  been  aggressors, 
that,  therefore,  the  murderers  are  to 
escape.  It  may  be  impossible  to  find 
any  evidence  to  convict  the  actual  mur- 
derers, it  may  be  that  the  natives  on  an 
island  may  kill  and  eat  a  whole  boat's 
crew,  and  some  punishment  must  be 
inflicted  upon  the  inhabitants  of  that 
island.  I  should  not  object  to  the  land- 
ing of  a  force,  and  the  shooting  of  a  cer- 
tain number  of  men,  but  a  bombardment 
kills,  probably,  only  the  old  people,  the 
women,  and  children,  because  all  who 
are  able  to  do  so  seek  shelter  when  the 
first  shell  falls.  I  look  upon  bombard- 
ments of  towns  as  cruel  and  unnecessary, 
and  I  really  think  it  ought  to  be  ruled 
out  of  all  warfare,  civilised  or  uncivilised. 
Of  course,  if,  in  the  shelling  of  a 
fortified  place,  a  shell  falls  among  the 
civil  population  that  is  but  one  of  the 
chances  of  war.  It  would  be  quite 
possible  to  land  a  larger  force  to 
capture  a  certain  number  of  men 
who,  in  all  probability,  if  not  the 
actual  murderers,  must  havo  connived  at 
the  murder  of  Europeans,  and  execute 
them.  Though  I  do  not  go  so  far  as 
the  hon.  Member,  I  support  his  protest, 
for  I  think  the  polic/of  bombardment 
ridiculous,  and  it  inflicts  punishment 
upon  those  who  are  least  guilty  among 
the  people.  An  arrangement  should  be 
arrived  at  by  the  American  and  Euro- 
pean Governments  for  police  measures 
for  the  punishment  of  outrages  upon 
Europeans.  Punishment  there  must  be, 
or  there  will  be  no  chance  for  any  ship- 
wrecked crew;  and  the  punishment 
should  be  severe  and  systematic.  I  do 
not  blame  the  officers  of  the  Royalist,  for 
they  were  only  obeying  orders  and  fol- 
lowing the  old  custom ;  but  in  future  I 
should  like  to  see  the  shelling  of  villages 
discontinued,  unless  resistance  is  offered. 
•(8.14.)  Babon  H.  de  WORMS:  No 
specific  allegations  have  been  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  and  it 
is  rather  difficult  to  answer  the  vague 
and  general  accusations  which  the  hon. 


Gentleman  has-  made  against  those  who 
have  to  administer  affairs  in  the  Pacific* 
The  hon.  Member  quoted  from  a  Blue 
Book,  dated  some  years  back,  the  opinion 

of  Sir  Peter  Scratehley 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  referred  to 
the  cruise  of  the  Royalist,  and  that  vessel 
has  only  just  returned. 

•Babon  H.  de  WORMS:  The  hon. 
Member  dwelt  upon  the  opinion  of  Sir 
Peter  Scratehley,  who  has  been  dead  for 
more  than  three  years.  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  when  extreme  mea- 
sures are  resorted  to  Her  Majesty's  naval 
officers  act  with  as  much  humanity  as 
is  possible,  considering  the  object  in 
view.  The  statement  that  the  whites 
are  always  the  aggressors  cannot  be  sub- 
stantiated. Within  the  last  few  months 
a  crew  of  Europeans  were  engaged  in 
fishing  when  they  were  all  murdered, 
and  most  of  them  eaten  by  the  natives. 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.)  : 
Were  they  in  their  boats  ? 

•Babon  H.  de  WORMS :  They  had 
landed  on  the  coast  with  no  intention  but 
fishing. 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON:  Landing 
was  regarded  as  an  act  of  aggression. 

•Babon  H.  de  WORMS:  There  have 
been  many  cases  where  Europeans  have 
been  murdered  without  any  provocation. 
It  is  only  in  such  extreme  cases  that  it  is 
necessary  for  us  to  assert  our  authority, 
and  to  show  the  natives  that  these 
horrible  massacres  cannot  take  place 
with  impunity.  The  only  way  of 
punishing  tribes  who  commit  outrages  on 
passing  vessels,  or  on  individual  traders, 
is  by  what  may  be  called  an  act  of  war. 
The  High  Commissioner  has  no  juris- 
diction over  the  inhabitants  of  the  islands. 
Those  responsible  for  carrying  out  such 
an  act  of  war  are  the  officers  of  Her 
Majesty's  ships ;  the  action  can  only  be 
carried  out  by  means  with  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken  is  familiar.  I  am  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  say  if  bombardment  or  another 
method  should  be  adopted ;  that  does  not 
come  within  the  scope  of  my  duties. 
The  only  assurance  I  can  give  the  Com* 
mittee  is  that  these  extreme  measures 
are  only  taken  in  extreme  cases,  and 
that  they  are  always  carried  out  with 
the  greatest  humanity,  considering  the 
object  in  view.  No  more  force  is  used 
than  is  absolutelynecessary.  No  brutality 
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is  used,  and  it  is  with,  the  greatest  regret 
that  Her  Majesty's  ships  are  sometimes 
obliged  to  be  employed  in  this  service. 

(8.20.)  Colonel  NOLAN:  It  is  an 
important  admission  we  have  had  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  he  disclaims 
the  onus  of  these  proceedings,  and  throws 
all  the  responsibility  upon  naval  officers. 
Now,  I  do  not  believe  that  when  this 
statement  becomes  known — of  course, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  correct  or 
amplify  or  explain  his  statement  in 
Hansard — but  I  do  not  believe  that 
after  this  statement  naval  commanders 
will  resort  to  the  practice  of  shelling 
native  settlements  on  their  own  initiative, 
unless,  of  course,  they  consider  them- 
selves justified  by  the  armed  resistance 
of  the  natives.  Now  that  entire  respon- 
sibility is  thus  officially  cast  upon  the 
naval  officers  in  the  Pacific  I  do  not 
believe  they  will  do  it. 

•Babon  H.  db  WORMS  :  The  entire 
control  of  the  operations  ;  and,  therefore, 
the  responsibility  must  be  with  the 
commander  of  the  ship. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  It  comes  to  very 
much  the  same  thing.  I  do  not  believe 
that  any  captain  of  a  ship  will  incur  the 
responsibility  of  bombarding  a  village  if 
all  the  odium  of  the  act  is  to  rest  upon 
him,  an  odium  which  the  Under  Secretary 
is  so  anxious  to  disclaim. 

(8.25.)  Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  : 
I  think  we  are  all  ready  to  pro- 
test against  the  doctrine  that  we  are 
justified  in  shelling  a  native  village 
because  some  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
village  may  have  had  a  quarrel  with 
Europeans,  which  ended  fatally  for  the 
latter.  It  may  be  that  those  engaged  in 
the  quarrel  are  not  in  the  village  at  the 
time  of  bombardment,  and  the  innocent 
only  suffer  from  our  reprisals.  I  some- 
times doubt  our  claim  to  be  considered 
pioneers  of  civilisation  when  I  read  of 
such  incidents,  and  I  am  not  surprised 
that  savage  peoples  do  not  always  accept 
our  ideas  of  civilisation,  thus  enforced  by 
shot  and  shell.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  made  a  Ministerial  speech  from 
a  Ministerial  point  of  view,  but  it  is  not 
a  complete  answer  to  the  criticisms 
offered. 

(8.27.)  Notice  taken,  that  40 Members 
were  not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 
Baron  H.de  Worms 


(8.30.)  Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON :  In 
regard  to  colonial  matters  I  would  ad- 
vise no  man,  no  matter  what  his  political 
views,  to  be  party  to  a  count  out.  These 
matters  cannot  be  treated  lightly,  and 
the  House  cannot  be  counted  on  the 
first  night  after  re-assembling  when 
colonial  matters  are  being  discussed.  It 
is  not  a  matter  which  directly  affects  the 
country  I  come  from.  Still  I  would  ask, 
What  would  have  been  the  effect  in'  the 
colonies  had  they  read  in  the  papers  to- 
morrow that  the  House  had  been  counted 
out  on  colonial  questions?  I  would 
venture  to  address  the  word  of  warning 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  that  it  is  not  well 
that  colonial  matters  should  be  treated 
in  this  way.  1  am  aware  that  others 
are  prepared  to  address  the  House  on 
the  subject,  and  I,  therefore,  resume  my 
seat  with  great  comfort  and  convenience 
to  myself.     (8.32.) 

(9.4.)  Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  I  think 
it  will  be  difficult  to  find  a  more  im- 
portant subject  affecting  this  Empire 
than  that  which  has  been  raised  in  con- 
nection with  this  Vote.  The  proceedings 
which  are  under  consideration  in  con- 
nection with  this  Vote  illustrate  in  a 
very  forcible  manner  the  nature  of  our 
policy  in  dealing  with  what  I  suppose  1 
must  call  heathen  or  barbarous  tribes  in 
different  portions  of  our  dominions. 

(9.5.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
were  not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

(9.7.)  Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  The  fact 
that  two  counts  have  taken  place  within 
the  last  half  hour  or  so  adds  point  to  the 
observations  I  was  about  to  make.  It  shows 
the  deplorable  absence  of  interest  on  the 
part  of  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
in  the  proceedings  on  colonial  matters  at 
a  distance  from  home,  but  which  yet  go 
to  the  root  of  our  dominions  throughout 
the  world,  and  until  Members  feel 
bound  by  a  sense  of  duty  to  take  a 
greater  interest  in  these  matters,  and  to 
listen  to  the  facts  we  are  able,  by  indus- 
trious investigation  of  the  Blue  Books,  to 
bring  before  the  country,  I  am  afraid 
that  the  nefarious  atrocities  that  disgrace 
our  character  in  the  eyes  of  the  people 
we  profess  to  try  to  civilise  will  never 
cease.  When  the  count  was  moved  I 
was  about  to  say.  that  it  has  been  a 
frequent  matter  of  comment  that,  with 
all  our  boasted  Christianity,  the  results 
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of  our  opsrations  amongst  native  races 
have  been  miserable  to  a  degree,  and 
that  it  is  not  surprising  that  we  are  not 
more  successful  in  gaining  oyer  to 
Christianity  heathen  tribes  in  the  West- 
ern Pacific,  as  well  as  elsewhere,  when 
we  consider  the  methods  adopted  to  im- 
press upon  them  what  we  regard  as 
the  fundamental  principles  of  morality. 
It  is  also  a  matter  of  comment  that,  even 
where  we  do  partially  succeed  in  con- 
verting the  heathen,  the  good  that  we 
may  do  is  almost  as  speedily  undone  by 
the  mischief  produced  by  the  amount  of 
spirituous  liquor  we  introduce  amongst 
the  natives  in  the  name  of  British  trade. 
I  am  not,  however,  on  this  occasion 
going  to  comment  on  that  aspect  of  the 
case,  though  I  cannot  shut  my  eyes  to 
the  fact  that  it  is  one  of  sufficient  im- 
portance to  require  the  constant  atten- 
tion of  Members  of  this  House.  But  in 
connection  with  the  particular  matters 
which  we  have  under  our  consideration 
to-night,  I  want  to  insist  on  the  peremp- 
tory duty  which  rests  upon  us  as  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons  to  control 
far  more  than  we  do  at  present  the 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  Representatives 
in  the  form  of  the  officers  of  ships  of  war 
and  Consuls  who  seem  to  exercise  an  abso- 
lutely autocratic  power  of  life  and  death, 
and  to  exercise,  in  the  most  ruthless 
manner,  the  power  which  is  placed  in 
their  hands  for  the  purpose  of  destroying 
whole  villages  and  districts  and  great 
numbers  of  the  lives  of  natives.  I  have 
here  a  newspaper  report  of  "  A  Cruise  of 
Revenge "  in  the  South  Pacific,  and  I 
want  the  Committee  to  observe  what 
the  facts  are.     The  report  says — 

"  Her  Majesty's  ship  Roy  aha  t  completed,  on 
the  15th  ultimo  " 

— that  is  somewhere  at  the  end  of  last 

year — 

"  A  seven  months'  cruise  in  the  Pacific  seas, 
during  which  many  villages  were  burned  down, 
islands  bombarded,  and  canoes  and  plantations 
destroyed.  The  Royaliat  paid  the  most  atten- 
tion to  the  Solomon  Group,  where  several 
murders  had  been  committed.  After  investi- 
gating the  case  of  the  massacre  of  the  crew  of 
fiie  vessel  Savo  and  the  murder  of  Messrs. 
Dabelle,  the  Royaliat  fired  on  the  villages  of 
the  murderers.  The  natives,  however,  had  fled 
on  the  approach  of  the  war  vessel,  and  none  of 
them  were  killed.  Their  villages,  canoes,  and 
plantations  were,  however,  destroyed  by  the 
war  ship's  guns.  Manoba  was  shelled  by  the 
Royaliat  and  the  place  destroyed.  This  was 
the  chastisement  for  the  murder  of  Mr.  Arm- 
strong, the  Government  Agent.  Dinner  Island 
was   also  bombarded  by  the   Royaliat.    The 

VOL.  CCCXUV.     [thibd  sehtk]     ' 


natives  at  this  place  had  murdered  two  pro- 
spectors who  had  visited  the  place.  The  natives 
here  also  had  fled,  fearing  the  destruction  of 
their  villages,  and  witnessed  the  bombardment 
from  the  tops  of  the  mountains.  When  the 
Royaliat  visited  Ren  don,  Lpko  Kongo,  she  re- 
ceived news  of  the  massacre  of  a  boat's  crew  of 
the  Enterprise.  After  killing  the  crew,  the 
natives  cut  up  the  bodies  in  a  shocking  manner, 
and  ate  most  of  them.  The  place  was  shelled 
by  the  Royaliat.  after  an  unsuccessful  attempt 
had  been  made  to  capture  some  of  the  mur- 
derers. Some  of  the  Royaliat'a  crew  suffered 
considerably  from  fever,  but  no  deaths 
occurred." 

I  am  not  desirons  at  all  of  inveighing  in 
general  or  unmeasured  terms  against  the 
actions  of  our  Representatives  in  these 
distant  and  barbarious  latitudes.     I  am 
perfectly  well  aware  that  the  duty  which 
our  Representatives  have  to  carry  out, 
under    such    conditions,    and    in   such 
places,    is    onerous    and   difficult,    and 
highly    responsible.      No    doubt    great 
crimes  are  committed   by   the    natives, 
and     I     do     not      say     they      should 
not  be  visited  by  some  sort  of  retribu- 
tion ;  but  it  does  appear  to  me  that  in 
many  of  thess  cases  our  Representatives 
do  not    act    with   as    much  judgment, 
clemency,  and  regard  for  the  principles  of 
Christianity  which  they  are  supposed  to 
be  trying  to  spread  as  they  should  do.    If 
we  have  regard  to  the  instructions  con- 
tained in  the  Blue  Books,  which  lay  down 
distinctly  that  a  policy  of  revenge  is  not 
to  be  followed,  it  appears  to  me  that  in  a 
case  like  this  those  principles  have  been, 
to  a  very  great  extent,  departed  from. 
And  if  we  find  that  the  crimes  of  which 
the  natives  are  guilty  are  in  some  in- 
stances induced  by  the  ill-treatment  they 
(the    natives)    receive    from    our    own 
countrymen,    I    think    we    shall    have 
made    out  a  very  strong  case  why  we 
should    exercise    much  more  stringent 
control  over  those    to  whom  are  com- 
mitted such  terrible  powers  over  life  and 
death  tlian  has  hitherto  been   exercised. 
In  order  to  illustrate  the  principles  I 
have  laid  down  I  will  quote  from  trie- 
Blue  Book  of  this  year.     I  find  that  in 
the  appointment  of  John  Douglas,  Esq., 
to  be  Her  Majesty's  Special  High  Com- 
missioner to  protect  the  territory  of  New 
Guinea,  he  is  required  "  to  promote  to  the 
utmost  of  his  power  religion  and  civilisa- 
tion amongst  the  natives  of  the  Protec- 
torate/1 and  to  prevent  and  restrain  all 
violence  and  injustice  that  may  be  prac- 
tised against  the  natives.     I  would  ask 
the  Committee  whether  we  can  find  in 
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the  narrative  I  have  just  read  out 
to  the  House  anything  to  show  tbat 
these  principles  are  practised — prin- 
ciples which,  I  suppose,  the  occu- 
pants of  the  Government  Bench  are 
most  ready  to  preach  ?  I  say  that  even 
if  we  do  find  barbarous  savages  killing 
and  eating  their  neighbours  and  taking 
the  usual  methods  of  revenge  upon 
foreigners  who  come  to  interfere  with 
their  institutions,  and  to  commit  all 
manner  of  misdeeds  amongst  them,  it  is 
not  the  right  way  to  promote  religion 
and  civilisation  to  go  in  a  harum-scarum 
fashion  to  the  islands  bombarding  the 
towns,  burning  the  villages,  and  destroy- 
ing the  canoes  and  plantations.  If  we 
have  got  no  farther  in  our  notions  of 
Christianity  and  civilisation  than  that,  I 
think  the  less  we  talk  about  either  our 
civilisation  or  our  Christianity  the  more 
honest  it  will  be  for  all  of  us. 
I  find  in  the  Blue  Book  a  good  deal  of 
information  of  a  similar  kind  as  to  the 
principle  on  which  our  officers  are 
supposed  to  act  in  dealing  with  these 
natives.  What  I  want  to  know  is  why 
we  find  such  wholesale  destruction  and 
massacre  by  our  own  agents  as  are 
illustrated  by  the  facts  which  I  have 
placed  before  the  House  ?  I  suppose  the 
Government  case  is  that  whatever 
measures  are  taken  'they  are  justified  by 
the  necessity  of  preventing  further  out- 
rages on  the  part  of  the  natives.  I  say 
we  must  look  a  little  further  back  and 
see  what  were  the  causes  of  the  outrages. 
I  will  quote  a  passage  I  find  on  page  26 
as  an  illustration  of  the  argument  I  am 
endeavouring  to  place  before  the  Com- 
mittee. It  is  a  Report  of  Sir  Peter 
Scratchley. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  question 
now  before  the  Committee  refers  to  the 
action  of  the  Western  Pacific  Commis- 
sion. New  Guinea,  to  which  the  Blue 
Book  from  which  he  wishes  to  quote 
refers,  cannot  now  be  dealt  with. 

Mr.  CONYBE ARE  :  I  am  quite  aware 
that  there  is  very  often  a  difficulty  in 
obtaining  particulars  of  matters  under 
particular  Votes,  and  I  shall  be  very 
sorry  if  I  am  introducing  a  question  in 
its  wrong  place.  I  have  been  trying  to 
discover  whether  there  is  any  other  Vote 
under  which  New  Guinea  can  be  brought. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  question  of 
New  Guinea  was  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  Committee  in  reference 
Mr.  Conybeare 


to  the  former  items  which  are  now 
passed. 

Mr.  CONrBEARE :  Well,  I  am  not 
referring  solely  to  the  question  of  New 
Guinea.  I  think,  Sir,  if  you  will  permit 
me  to  read  the  extract  you  will  see  that 
it  does  not  apply  to  New  Guinei  alone. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  address  his  remarks  to  the  Com- 
mittee in  any  order,  we  can  get  on ;  but  he 
must  address  himself  to  some  particular 
item  of  the  Vote. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE :  That  is  precisely 
what  I  wish  to  do.  The  passage  on  page 
26  says  that  the  most  important  com- 
plaint made  by  natives  against  white 
men  was  a  charge  brought  against  two 
men  named  Jeyes  and  Currie  ;  that  they 
were  in  the  habit  of  systematically 
violating  the  young  women  of  a  tribe, 
and — what  appeared  to  be  the  chief 
cause  of  his  complaint — of  violating  the 
married  women  also.  I  read  this  state- 
ment in  order  to  illustrate  my  case.  I 
say  we  ought  to  understand  what  is  the 
kind  of  conduct  that  leads  to  these 
outrages,  for  which  native  villages  are 
bombarded.  Grave  charges  of  the  most 
abominable  ill-treatment  by  Englishmen 
of  native  women  have  been  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  authorities  by 
the  natives.  It  surely  is  not  necessary 
for  me  to  labour  the  point  that  the 
minds  of  the  natives,  even  at  a  consider- 
able distance,  would  be  affected  by  such 
conduct,  and  they  would  be  filled  not 
only  with  distrust,  but  with  hatred 
against  our  fellow-countrymen.  I  will 
not  refer  to  the  next  paragraph,  which 
relates  to  the  New  Guinea  Coast.  Of 
course,  our  Representatives  have  to  face 
grave  difficulties  in  maintaining  the 
Empire  of  the  Queen  in  foreign  waters, 
and  I  should  be  very  sorry  indeed  to 
press  too  hardly  upon  men  who  perhaps 
may  err  from  an  excess  of  zeal  as  well 
as  a  want  of  discretion,  and  who  judge 
it  necessary  to  do  everything  in  their 
power  to  maintain  the  honour  of  their 
country;  but,  unfortunately  in  some 
cases,  they  go  the  wrong  way  about  it. 
Some  of  the  methods  which  are  adopted 
seem  to  .me  to  involve  not  only  the  safety 
of  individuals,  but  even  the  safety  of  the 
Empire  itself,  as  far  as  our  dominion  in 
these  lands  is  concerned.  I  hope  I  to&j 
bo  permitted  to  quote  a  single  line  from 
another  portion  of  the  Report  to  illus* 
trate  from  another  point  of  view  the 
grievances   from   which    these    natives 
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suffer.  1  find  it  stated  here  that  all  the 
recruits  from  New  Guinea  were  under- 
stood to  have  been  irregularly  taken  in 
the  first  instance.  I  find  that  a  very 
striking  method  of  taking  revenge  or 
punishing  outrages  is  apparently  resorted 
to  by  the  missionaries  themselves. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  taxing  the 
tolerance  of  the  Committee  very  much. 
He  is  continually  adverting  to  a  volume 
which  does  not  affect  this  Vote  in  order 
to  illustrate  his  points. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  I  have  no  wish  to 

argue  with  the  Chair,  but  the  cases  I 

was  referring  to  had  reference  to  other 

parts  of  the  Western  Pacific  besides  New 
Guinea.  I  would  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  give  us  some  more  in- 
formation as  to  what  they  have  to  say  in 
explanation  of  the  conduct  of  H.M.S. 
Royalist,  and  also  to  say  whether,  if  they 
think  there  is  any  justification  for  such 
action,  they  do  not  consider  it  would  be 
more  in  keeping  with  the  Christianity 
of  this  country  to  adopt  some  other 
method  of  punishing  natives  where  it 
can  be  clearly  shown  that  they  deserve 
punishment  1  It  appears  to  me  that  if 
there  is  any  basis  of  truth  whatever  in 
the  facts  we  have  been  able  to  place 
before  the  Committee,  these  officers  have 
strangely  departed  from  the  principles 
which  have  been  laid  down  for  their 
guidance.  It  is  monstrous,  and  a  dis- 
creditable thing  to  this  country,  that 
such  wholesale  outrages  should  take 
place  in  the  way  of  destruction,  not 
only  of  property,  but  also  of  life,  without 
any  real  attempt  being  made,  in  many 
cases,  at  all  events,  to  ascertain  whether 
the  crimes  committed  by  the  natives 
were  not  the  result  of  ill-treatment  on 
our  side,  and  whether  a  less  barbarous 
method  of  punishment  could  not  be 
adopted.  If  I  could  lay  before  the  Com- 
mittee other  specimens  of  the  literature 
of  tbe  Blue  Books,  I  should  be  able  to 
show  that  the  Government  have  laid 
down  certain  principles  on  this  point,  and 
also  what  they  have  done  to  enforce  them. 
I  call  upon  the  Government  to  say 
whether,  if  that  is  the  policy  which  has 
been  sanctioned  by  previous  Govern- 
ments, they  are  prepared  to  uphold  such 
a  condition  of  things  as  the  Reports  show 
to  be  existing  at  present ;  whether  they 
will  not  at  once  take  some  proper  steps 
to  prevent  any   recurrence  of  such  out- 


rages as  I  feel  sure  every  Englishman 
must  in  his  heart  abhor  ? 

(9.42.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  As  I 
was  the  first  to  quote  from  the  Blue 
Book,  I  should  like  to  explain  how 
matters  stand.  Early  in  the  present 
Session  we  pressed  the  Government  for 
information  on  the  subject,  and  we  were 
told  by  the  Under  Secretary,  "Oh,  a 
Blue  Book  will  be  laid  before  you,  which 
will  give  you  the  fullest  information." 
When  I  attempted  to  quote  from  the 
Blue  Book  in  regard  to  New  Guinea,  I 
was  told  the  information  refers  to  a 
period  before  New  Guinea  was  annexed. 
Again,  when  we  referred  to  the  case  of 
the  Royalist,  the  Under  Secretary  said, 
"Oh,  we  know  nothing  about  the 
Royalist"  If  we  cannot  quote  Blue  Books 
of  recent  date,  it  is  entirely  because  the 
Government  fail  to  give  us  information. 
They  presented  us  a  few  weeks  ago  with 
a  Blue  Book ;  and  when  we  quote  any- 
thing from  it  they  tell  us  it  is  ancient 
history,  and  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  at  all.  What  I  quoted  from  the 
Blue  Book  went  to  show  that  these  islands 
were  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Western 
Pacific  Commission.  As  regards  the 
general  question,  officer  after  officer  lias 
declared  in  the  strongest  terms  that  the 
war  of  races  which  is  going  on  was,  in  the 
first  instance,  promoted  by  the  whites. 
We  are  told  that  these  bloodthirsty 
attacks  are  made  in  revenge  for  the 
crimes  of  whites.  To  me  it  is  a  regret- 
table state  of  things  that  we  should  be 
obliged  to  carry  on  this  barbarous  war- 
fare .  The  Under  Secretary  said  we  have 
carried  it  on  with  all  possible  humanity, 
but  what  possible  humanity  can  there 
be  in  this  cruise  of  the  Royalist  ?  The 
Under  Secretary   seems  to  think    that 

blame  attaches  to  the  naval  officers.     I 

• 

have  paid  attention  to  this  subject  for 
many  years.  I  have  carefully  studied 
the  Blue  Books,  and  I  wish  to  acquit  the 
naval  officers  of  any  blood  thirst  iness  in  the 
matter.  I  find  that  very  frequently, 
indeed,  naval  officers  have  expressed 
most  clearly  their  disgust  and  dis- 
like at  having  to  execute  a  policy 
of  revenge.  My  firm  view  is 
that  the  naval  officers  are  not  responsible 
for  these  severities ;  they  do  nothing 
but  carry  out  the  orders  given  to  them, 
and  very  often  they  show  they  carry  out 
their  orders  most  unwillingly.  It  is 
those  who  give  the  orders  who  are  res- 
ponsible. The  reason  why  these  acts  of 
3  T  2 


1819         Supply— Civil 


{COMMONS}  Service  Estimates. 


1820 


revenge  are  committed  is  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  not  the 
courage  to  check  the  demands  of  the 
traders  in  the  Pacific.  I  am  exceedingly 
sorry  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
not  seen  their  -way  to  adopt  a  more 
humane  policy,  especially  in  the  face  of 
the  declarations  of  their  own  officers  that 
directly  or  indirectly  they  will  not  pur- 
sue a  policy  of  indiscriminate  vengeance. 
(9.51 .)  DB.TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I 
must  protest  against  this  Vote  being  passed 
without  some  proper  explanation  at  the 
hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  We 
are  aware  of  the  great  powers  possessed  by 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  but 
this  is  not  a  purely  saccharine  matter. 
We  had  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  dealt  with  the  subject  in  a 
serious  spirit,  because  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that,  notably  in  the  case  of  the 
Solomon  Islands,  there  has  been  a 
great  deal  of  kidnapping  of  natives. 
There  has  been  more  cruelty  in  this 
matter  than  is  shown  on  the  surface,  and 
I  would  not  have  risen  to  take  part  in 
the  Debase  were  it  not  that  a  friend  of 
mine  had  an  opportunity  not  very  long 
since  of  seeing  what  was  being  done  in 
the  Solomon  Islands,  and  he  has  informed 
me  on  the  point.  What  is  this  Vote? 
It  is  the  Western  District  High  Com- 
mission Vote  for  Expenses  under  the 
Pacific  Islanders  Protection  Act.  If  this 
Vote  is  to  be  passed  under  the  Pacific 
Islanders  Protection  Act,  how  comes  it 
that  such  things  have  been  done  as  we 
have  heard  of  during  the  course  of  the 
Debate  ?  I  maintain  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  skirked  the  question, 
because  he  has  not  referred  to  the  causes 
of  the  present  state  of  things.  The  treat- 
ment of  the  natives  first  attracted  the 
i  attention  of  the  Queensland  Legislature, 
and  then  it  was  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  though  I 
do  not  wish  to  deal  unduly  with  the 
subject,  I  maintain  that  if  the  Commit- 
tee wish  to  promote  peace  and  to  act 
in  a  Christian  and  humanitarian  spirit, 
they  will  bring  pressure  to  bear  upon 
the  Under  Secretary,  in  order  that 
right  may  be  done  and  wrong  puni- 
shed. If  the  Debate  results  in  put- 
ting an  end  to  the  policy  of  exasperation 
disclosed  by  the  story  of  the  cruise  of  the 
Royalist  it  will  really  have  been  produc- 
tive of  benefit  and  good.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
fuses to  answer  the  arguments  which 
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have  been  addressed  to  him,  if  he  fails  to 
give  the  reasons  why  the  cruelties  which 
have  been  disclosed  have  been  perpe- 
trated, I  think  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try will  see  in  this  matter  only  another 
portion  of  their  system  of  cruelty  and 
coercion ;  and  that  when  the  day  arrives 
that  the  Government  have  to  give 
an  account  of  their  stewardship  at  the 
poll,  they  will  meet  with  that  condemna- 
tion and  reprobation  which  their  action 
in  this  matter,  as  in  everything  else, 
justly  deserves. 

(10.0.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes 60 ;  Noes  113.— (Div. List,No.ll3.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

(10.10.)  Colonel  NOLAN  :  I  should 
like  to  know  why  £200  is  to  be  paid 
because  we  are  giving  up  the  territory 
of  the  Orange  River?  Where  is  this 
territory  ? 

(10.11.)  Dr.  TANNER:  And  I  should 
like  some  explanation  as  to  the  sum  put 
down  for  travelling  expenses. 

•Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  The  item  with 
regard  to  the  Orange  River  is  simply 
payment  for  services  rendered. 

(10.12.)  Dr.  TANNER:  1  regret 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
understood  the  purport  of  my  question. 
The  item  I  desired  to  bring  under  his 
notice  was  Sub-head  3,  for  travelling 
and  other  expenses,  including  stationery 
and  printing.  Under  this  head  we  are 
asked  for  a  sum  of  £600,  whereas  last 
year  we  were  only  asked  for  £400. 
What  makes  it  all  the  more  remarkable 
is  this :  that  all  the  other  items  are 
exactly  the  same  this  year  as  last  How 
comes  it  to  pass,  then,  that,  everything 
else  being  symmetrical,  the  whole  thing 
is  spoiled  by  this  unsymmetrical  item! 
It  appears  to  be  rather  ridiculous.  Of 
course,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
unable  to  answer  this  question,  I  am 
willing  to  defer  the  consideration  of  this 
subject. 

•(10.15.)  Baron  H.  de  WORMS: 
There  is  a  sum  of  money  included  in 
the  Vote  for  the  expenses  of  the  Deputy 
Commissioner  to  the  New  Hebrides. 

Dr.  TANNER:  And  because  that 
Deputy  Commissioner  did  not  do  what 
was  expected  of  him  the  country  is 
to  be  called  upon  to  pay.  I  must  say  1 
do  not  think  we  have  had  a  satisfactory 
explanation  of  this  matter,  and  I  appeal 
to  hon.  Members  opposite  to  say  that 
they  are  not  satisfied. 
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(10.16.)  Mb.  CONYBEARE :  I  think 
we  are  still  in  a  fog  in  this  matter.  I 
understood  the  Under  Secretary  to  state 
that  this  extra  charge  was  incurred 
because  a  certain  official  had  chosen  to 
reside  outside  his  district.  But  why, 
if  he  chooses  to  reside  in  the  wrong 
place,  should  we  have  to  pay  the  expense  ? 
He  ought  not  to  be  allowed  these  travel- 
ling expenses.  The  repairing  of  a  house 
has  nothing  to  do  with  travelling  ex- 
penses. 

•Baron  H.  db  WORMS :  A  temporary 
addition  of  £200  has  been  made  to  the 
item  travelling  expenses,  in  order  to 
provide,  amongst  other  things,  for  the 
necessary  expenditure  on  the  repairs 
to  the  house  of  the  Deputy  Commissioner 
at  Tonga. 

(10.18.)  Mb.  C01SYBEARE:  He 
does  not  need  to  travel  meanwhile.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  give  a 
better  explanation  I  shall  have,  on 
another  occasion,  to  move  to  reduce  his 
salary.  The  further  we  go  the  deeper 
we  get  in  the  mire.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intends  to  shuffle  out  of  his 
responsibilities — and  I  do  not  say  this  in 
an  offensive  sense — if  he  declines  to 
give  us  any  explanation  I  will  ask  him 
upon  which  Department  does  the  respon- 
sibility rest  1 

(10.19.)  Colonel  NOLAN :  I  want 
to  know  about  the  Orange  River  Terri- 
tory. Where  is  it  ?  Has  it  anything  to 
do  with  the  Orange  River  State  ? 

♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  It  was  called 
the  Orange  River  Territory  before  it 
became  the  Orange  Free  State. 

]  (10.20.)  Colonel  NOLAN:  Then  where 
is  this  territory  1  There  are  two  places 
on  the  map.  Is  it  the  boundary  of  the 
Orange  Free  State,  or  is  it  this  place 
towards  the  mouth  of  the  Orange  River 
which  flows  into  the  Atlantic,  and  which 
constitutes  the  boundary  between  us  and 
the  Germans? 

*(10.21.)  Baron  H.  de  WORMS: 
Surely  the  hon.  Gentleman  knows  where 
the  Orange  Free  State  is.  The  British 
sovereignty  over  the  Orange  River  terri- 
tory was  proclaimed  on  the  3rd  February, 
1848,  and  revoked  by  an  Order  in  Council 
in  1854.  The  only  charges  which  now 
remain  are  charges  due  to  those  who 
served  on  that  territory  and  to  those 
to  whom  pensions  are  now  payable. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  I  quite  understand. 
It  is  the  Orange  Free  State. 


(10.23.)  Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camber- 
well,  Peckham)  :  I ,  wish  to  move  to 
reduce  the  Vote  under  Sub-head  R  (Sa- 
laries, <fcc,  Transvaal)  by  £100.  I  do  so 
in  order  to  urge  upon  the  Government 
the  inadequacy  of  the  salary  at  present 
allowed  to  our  Agent  at  Pretoria.  As- 
suming that  the  Agent  receives  £700  a 
year,  and  £300  a  year  for  office  charges 
— and,  by-the-bye,  I  may  point  out  that 
the  figures  are,  I  presume  by  mistake, 
reversed  in  the  Votes — I  would  point 
out  that  the  aggregate  expenses  attach- 
ing to  the  office  amount  to  no  less  than 
£700  a  year,  practically  leaving  only 
£300  for  salary.  Her  Majesty's  Agent 
at  Pretoria  has  to  pay  £30  a  month  for 
rent  and  £200  a  year  to  his  clerk  and 
interpreter,  his  travelling  expenses  are 
not  less  than  £40  a  year,  and  other 
necessary  expenses  amount  to  £100  a 
year.  The  Committee  must  bear  in 
mind  that  our  Agent  at  Pretoria  is  not 
merely  a  Consul,  but  an  official  of  diplo- 
matic rank,  and  I  maintain  that  the 
salary  ought  to  be  £1,500  or  £2,000  a 
year.  Our  Agent  at  Zanzibar  receives 
over  £2,000  a  year,  and  that  post  is  not 
half  so  important  as  the  one  at  Pretoria, 
especially  in  the  present  important  state  of 
South  African  politics.  There  are  a  large 
number  of  Englishmen  in  the  Transvaal, 
we  have  millions  of  capital  invested  in 
South  Africa,  and  it  is  desirable  above 
all  things  that  at  the  present  juncture 
we  should  have  a  really  able,  capable, 
and  experienced  Minister  at  Pretoria. 
It  is  ridiculous  to  suppose  that  such  a 
man  can  be  obtained  for  the  small 
salary  now  given,  and  I  understand,  in 
fact,  that  the  Government  recently  had 
some  difficulty  in  t  filling  the  post.  I 
repeat  that  our  agency  in  Pretoria  is  the 
most  important  diplomatic  post  in  South 
Africa  at  the  present  time,  and  I  hope, 
for  the  reasons  I  have  stated,  that  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  will 
recommend  the  Treasury  to  appreciably 
augment  the  salary  and  allowances  of 
Her  Majesty's  Agent. 

•(10.28.)  Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  I 
may  point  out  that  the  salary  .of  the 
office  has  been  already  increased  from 
£400  to  £700,  and  £200  more  has  been 
granted  for  office  expenses.  In  those 
circumstances  I  do  not  think  the  Trea- 
sury would  be  disposed  to  grant  a  further 
increase . 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  wish  to  call 
the  attention  of  the    Secretary  to  the 
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Treasury  to  the  constant  misprints 
which  occur  in  the  Estimates.  Surely 
they  ought  to  be  avoided. 

(10.30.)     Mb.  CONYBEARE :  Before 
we  go  to  another  subject,  I  propose   to 
say  one  word  on  this   question.     I  have 
on  more  than  one  occasion  been  enter- 
tained in     the    Transvaal,   and    1    can 
endorse  what  fell  from  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  as  to  the  cost  of  living  in  that 
country.     The  state  of  affairs  there  has 
arisen  to  a  great  extent  from  the  protec- 
tive policy  inflicted  upon  the  country  by 
the  Boer  Government.     I  mention  that 
to  show  that  our  Resident  is  in   no  way 
responsible  for  the  high  cost  of  living. 
What  I  particularly  want   information 
about  is  as  to  who  is  the  new  Agent  who 
has  been  appointed.     I  understand  that 
the  Agent  has  recently  returned  to  this 
country  and  is  not  going  back  to  the 
Transvaal.       I     understand    from    the 
statement    made    by    the     right    hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  salary  has  already 
been     increased,     and     that     he     does 
not   propose   any    further    increase.     I 
entirely  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
opposite,  in  whose  objection   there  is  a 
great  deal  of  force.     Things  are  in  a  very 
desperate     condition     at     the     present 
moment  in   South  Africa,  and  1  think 
what      you      want      is     a     man      of 
position  who    is    willing   to    take    the 
office.     There  is  another  reason  which 
was  adduced  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite. 
In  the  disturbance  which  took  place  at 
Johannesberg  some  little   time  ago  an 
insult  was  offered  to  the  President  of 
the  Transvaal  Republic  by  some  British 
subjects,  who,  I  believe,  are  in  prison  at 
the  present  moment.      No  one  can  de- 
plore  more    than    I   do    that   such   an 
incident  has  occurred.      We   must  all 
admit  that  we  hold  the  most  friendly 
relations  with    the    Boer   Government, 
and  I  am  not  introducing  this  matter 
for  the  purpose  of  making  any  difficulty. 
It  only  illustrates  the  delicacy  of  the 
situation  at  the  present  time,  and  the 
necessity  there  is  of  having  able  men  to 
look  after  the  affairs  of  Great  Britain  in 
Africa.      I  should  like  to  know  who  is 
the  new  Agent,  whether  any  British  sub- 
j  ects  are  in  prison,  and  any  other  general 
information     with     regard     to     South 
Africa  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
may  have  to  give. 

(10.35.)      Mb.  W.  F.   LAWRENCE 
(Liverpool,  Abercromby) :  Mr.  Courtney, 
if  in  order,   I   would  like   to  ask  the 
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Under     Secretary     for     the     Colonies 
whether  he  can  report  to  the  House  any 
improvement  in  the   condition   of    the 
mining     interests     of     the     TransvaaL 
The   mining  interests,    as    is  perfectly 
well  known,  are  entirely  British,  but  they 
are  sorely  handicapped  by  the  taxation 
exacted     by     the     Boer     Government. 
Horned  cattle  are  taxed  at  the  rate  of 
£2  per  head ;   Hour  at  the  rate  of  15s. 
per  100  lbs;  pork  and  bacon,  and  suchlike, 
at  the  rate  of  Is.  per  lb. ;  and  coals  at  the 
rate  of  15s.  per  cwt.      All  these  items 
the  House  will  see  are   necessaries   of 
life.      They  are  enormously  oppressive 
to  the   mining  interest,   and  these  are 
the  items  which  are  produced  by  Boers, 
who  are  almost  entirely  farmers.     Then, 
again,  the  Import  Duties  on  goods  from 
over  sea  represent  33£  per  cent,  of  the 
invoice  price.      In  addition  to  that,  the 
taxation  for  licensing  mines  amounts  to 
£1  a  month  for  mining  an  area  of  125 
feet  by   400  feet.       I    hear    that    the 
Licence  Duty  is  altogether  preposterous, 
and  beyond  comparison  with  anything 
to  be  heard  of  in  Australia  or  in  America. 
Therefore,   I    should    like    to    ask  the 
Under    Secretary      for    the     Colonies 
whether  there  is  any  probability  in  the 
near  future  of  the  Boer   Government 
meeting    the    defined    wishes     of    the 
English      population     settled    in     the 
Transvaal,  in  order  to  ameliorate  their 
condition.     Further,  can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  report  any  definite  news  as 
to  a  forward  policy  with  regard  to  rail- 
ways, which  are  equally  important  to  the 
mining  interest  as  matters  of  taxation. 

♦(10.38.)  Sib  R.  N.  FOWLER  (Lon- 
don) :  I  wish  to  support  the  opinion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Peckham  with 
regard  to  the  salary  of  our  Representa- 
tive at  Pretoria.  It  is  obvious  that  a 
gentleman  in  that  position  has  most 
important  diplomatic  duties  to  discharge. 
Further,  I  have  been  in  South  Africa 
myself,  and,  in  common  with  others  who 
have  been  in  that  country,  I  know  the 
high  cost  of  provisions,  and  it  certainly 
seems  to  me  that  the  salary  of  our  Repre- 
sentative is  perfectly  inadequate  to 
enable  anyone  competently  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  the  position.  I  have  no 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
perfectly  agrees  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Peckham,  but  I  suspect  the  difficulty 
lies  with  the  Treasury.  I  hope  the 
Government  will  deal  with  this  matter 
in  a  liberal  spirit. 
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(10.40.)  Sir  JOSEPH  BAILEY  (Here- 
ford): I  raise  my  voice  in  support  of 
those  who  have  already  spoken  in  favour 
of  increasing  the  salary  of  pur  Repre- 
sentative at  the  Transvaal.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  thoroughly  understood  that 
the  cost  of  living  in  that  part  of  the 
country  is  altogether  different  from  what 
it  is  in  England.  In  the  Transvaal  they 
pay  as  much  for  she  commonest  vege- 
table as  we  do  here  for  forced  straw- 
berries sold  out  of  season.  Again,  any 
person  who  undertakes  the  management 
of  our  affairs  in  the  Transvaal  is 
expected  to  entertain  every  English 
visitor  of  anything  like  station,  because 
he  is  the  Representative  of  England.  He 
has  expenses  forced  upon  him  which  in 
another  position  he  would  not  incur ;  and 
I  think  England  ought  to  support  her 
Representatives,  whose  difficulties  are  so 
great,  in  a  liberal  and  becoming  manner. 

(10.42.)  Dr.  TANNER  :  Are  we  to 
understand  that  the  salaries  of  certain 
Colonial  Representatives  are  to  be  raised 
in  order  that  they  may  entertain  their 
friends  ?  The  idea  is  ridiculous.  I  think 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  done 
right  in  cutting  down  the  salary,  but 
still  I  want  to  know  how  it  has  been 
reduced  from  £700  to  £200,  for  £500  is 
a  very  large  sum.  I  should  like  to  ex- 
press my  disapprobation  of  the  way  in 
which  the  figures  are  given.  It  is  put, 
salary  £200,  expenses  £700;  making 
£1,000.  That  is  very  ridiculous,  and 
these  mistakes  ought  to  be  remedied. 
While  you  cut  down  the  salary  by  £500, 
you  immediately  raise  the  allowance  for 
rent  and  contingent  expenses  to  £700. 
You  cut  down  here,  and  raise  there,  as 
though  you  desired  to  obtain  a  sort  of 
uniformity.  I  want  to  know  why  the 
reduction  has  been  made  in  one  instance 
and  the  increase  in  the  other  ? 

(10.43.)  The  SECRETARY  to  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) : 
What  has  really  occurred  is  this :  There  has 
been  a  slip  in  the  type,  and  the  error  was 
not  discovered  when  the  Estimates  were 
revised.  I  do  not  think  too  much  blame 
should  be  put  upon  the  printers,  who 
have  to  get  the  Estimates  printed  within 
a  very  limited  time.  It  is  almost  im- 
possible to  avoid  mistakes  ;  and  though 
I  am  extremely  sorry  that  this  mistake 
should  have  occurred,  still  if,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  says,  there  is  a 
great  number,  I  have  not  been  made 
aware  of  them.    There  has  really  been 


no  change  in  this  expenditure  either  in 
one  amount  or  the  other. 

Dr.  TANNER:  These  Estimates  were 
circulated  eight  weeks  ago.  Surely 
there  has  been  time  to  remedy  these 
mistakes.  I  am  not  blaming  the  printers ; 
I  am  blaming  the  Government. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  might  explain  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  cost  of 
printing  the  Estimates  anew  in  order  to 
correct  some  errors  would  be  very 
great.  I  am  not  aware  that  there  is  a 
great  number  of  errors,  though  the  hon.  < 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  says  there  are 
many. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  Yes,  there  are. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  am  extremely 
sorry  if  that  is  the  fact.  It  has  not  been 
brought  to  my  knowledge,  and  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  Gantloman  should  say 
that  there  is  a  great  number  of 
mistakes 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  Yes,  Sir ;  there 
are  a  great  number  of  mistakes ;  in  fact, 
the  Estimates  are  full  of  printers'  errors, 
and,  although  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  has  said  the  printers  are  not 
to  blame,  I  think  they  are  very  much  to 
blame,  because  the  printers  employed 
by  this  House  get  an  enormous  sum  for 
the  work  they  do,  and  ought  to  employ  a 
sufficient  staff  to  do  the  same  duty  as  is 
done  by  every  newspaper  office  in  the 
country  in  setting  up  and  printing  docu- 
ments that  are  urgently  needed  and 
must  be  brought  out  within  a  reasonable 
time. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE :  May  I  juk,  Sir, 
as  a  point  of  order,  where  we  are  at  the 
present  moment  1 

The  CHAIRMAN:  We  are  at  present 
on  Vote  3,  Class  V.,  Sub-head  R ;  but  no 
Amendment  has  yet  been  moved. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE:  If  no  Amend- 
ment'is  before  the  Committee,  I  shall 
have  the  pleasure  of  moving  one,  in 
order  that  I  may  be  able  to  elicit  some 
answer  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  to 
the  questions  that  have  been  put  to  him. 
I  will,  therefore,  move  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  £100. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Item  R  1,  £1,000,  Salaries,  Ac., 
Transvaal,  be  reduced  by  £100."—  (Mr. 
Conybeare.) 

•Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  1  hope  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  persist  in  that 
Motion  after  I  have  answered,  as  I  was 
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about  to  do,  the  questions  to  which 
he  refers.  The  first  question  put  to 
me  was  who  is  the  gentleman  holding 
the  ad  interim  appointment  of  Resident 
of  the  Transvaal  He  is  Sir  Jacobus 
Albertus  De  Wet,  and  belongs  to  a  South 
African  family,  which  is  well- known  and  of 
high  standing.  He  is  a  gentloman  in  every 
way  well  qualified  for  the  post,  and  has 
already  distinguished  himself  by  his 
conduct  of  affairs  in  regard  to  the 
relations  between  Cape  Colony  and  Pon- 
doland  after  the  death  of  the  late  chief 
of  the  latter  territorv.  I  was  also  asked 
whether  there  was  any  one  at  present 
detained  in  prison  at  Pretoria  for  having 
taken  part  in  disturbances  connected 
with  an  insult  offered  to  the  South 
African  flag.  I  am  informed  that  there 
is  only  one  man  so  detained,  and  he  has 
been  committed  for  trial,  which  he  is 
now  awaiting.  Then  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Abercromby 
Division  of  Liverpool  has  asked  a 
question  with  regard  to  the  mining 
interests  of  the  Transvaal.  I  am  afraid 
that  that  is  a  matter  on  which  I  am 
hardly  able  to  enter  into  any  detail, 
inasmuch  as  we  have  no  control  over 
the  Transvaal  Government,  but  I  may 
say  that  I  believe  that  British  subjects 
who  have  acquired  concessions  from  the 
Transvaal  Government  are  treated  in  a 
fair  spirit  by  the  Government  of  the 
Transvaal,  and  I  hope  that  spirit  will 
continue  to  be  evinced. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE:  I  am  much 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  information  he  has  given ;  but  he 
has  described  the  appointment  of  the 
Resident  in  the  Transvaal  as  an  ad 
interim  appointment,  whereas  I  should 
hope  the  Government  will  see  their  way 
to  make  it  a  permanent  one.  With 
regard  to  the  other  matter,  the  imprison- 
ment of  an  Englishman  for  insulting  the 
President  of  the  Transvaal  Republic,  the 
complaint  is  that  the  man  is  kept  in 
prison  and  not  brought  to  trial,  that  is 
to  say,  he  is  being  detained  there  without 
any  attempt  being  made  to  bring  him  to 
trial.  It  is  on  that  point  I  should  have 
been  glad  to  have  heard  some  statement 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

♦Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) : 
An  hon.  Member  has  put  questions  to 
the  Under  Secretary  which,  I  think, 
should  have  drawn  from  him  a  fuller 
statement  than  he  has  made  of  the  posi- 
tion of  those  British  subjects  who  have 
Baron  H.  de  Worms 


settled  in  the  Transvaal.  When  asked  to 
vote  money  to  the  British  Agency  in  the 
Transvaal,  I  think  we  are  entitled  to 
know  more  about  the  position  of  our 
fellow-subjects  there.  This  is  about  the 
only  opportunity  we  have  in  the  course 
of  the  year  of  raising  such  a  question, 
and  I  think  the  Minister  responsible  for 
our  policy  in  that  part  of  the  world 
ought  not  to  treat  in  a  cursory  or  cavalier 
manner  such  a  question  as  that  put  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool.  I  wish 
to  repeat,  the  future  of  the  British 
residents  in  the  Transvaal  is  an  urgent 
and  important  matter,  inasmuch  as  it 
largely  affects  the  future  of  Swaziland, 
and  many  other  questions  that  may  press 
upon  us.  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  our  Representative 
in  the  Transvaal  is  instructed  to  adopt  a 
policy  or  to  make  representations  to  the 
Transvaal  Government  which  will  lead 
to  a  strengthening  of  the  position  of  the 
British  residents  there,  and  giving  them 
greater  power  in  deciding  questions 
regarding  British  rights  in  connection 
with  a  future  policy  of  that  part  of 
Africa.  I  think  that  is  a  question  upon 
which  the  Committee  will  think  we 
ought  to  have  some  further  statement 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

•Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  If  the  hon. 
Member  is  alluding  to  the  franchise 
being  granted  to  British  residents  in  the 
Transvaal,  representations  have  been 
made  to  the  Tranvsaal  Government  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  I  wish  to  call  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to  an 
item  in  this  Vote  of  £3,074  for  pensions 
to  wounded  volunteers  and  the  widows 
of  volunteers  killed  in  the  war  of  1880-81, 
and  for  compensation  for  the  abolition  of 
offices,  and  I  desire  to  ask  whether  suffi- 
cient care  is  taken  to  see  that  the  persons 
to  whom  these  pensions  and  compensa- 
tions are  being  paid  are  still  alive.  Also, 
how  many  persons  are  receiving  these 
allowances. 

•Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  There  are  now 
five  persons  to  whom  these  pensions  are 
payable,  seven  persons  who  are  in 
receipt  of  compensation  as  wounded 
volunteers  and  widows  of  persons  killed 
in  the  war  of  1880-81,  and  seven  who 
are  being  compensated  for  abolition  of 
office. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  trust  that  the 
Government  take  the  greatest  precaution 
in  seeing  that  sufficient  proof  is  given 
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that  the  persons  to  whom  these  allow- 
ances are  payable  are  still  •  living.  The 
most  stringent  precautions  are  token  in 
this  respect  in  India. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  think  I  can  assure 
the  Committee  that  this  question  has 
been  most  carefully  examined  within  the 
last  18  months,  and  that  none  of  these 
pensions  or  compensations  are  paid 
except  on  absolute  proof  that  the  persons 
to  whom  they  are  payable  are  still  living. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  CON  YBEARE :  I  shall  be  glad  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  furnish 
some  information  with  regard  to  the 
Delagoa  Bay  question. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  rise  now  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment  on  this  Vote 
under  Sub-head  S,  to  reduce  the  amount 
by  £500,  part  of  the  salary  of  the  High 
Commissioner  of  South  Africa.  I  see 
that  we  are  asked  to  pay  £1,000  for  the 
personal  expenses  of  the  Sigh  Commis- 
sioner. I  want  to  know  what  is  the 
meaning  of  the  allowance  so  paid  to  that 
officer.  What  I  find  is  that  these  personal 
allowances  go  on  from  one  High  Com- 
missioner to  another,  and  what  is  called 
a  personal  allowance  is  merely  an 
allowance  given  as  part  of  the  salary  of 
the  High  Commissioner,  in  order  to  retain 
his  services  for  the  British  Government. 
Now,  I  want  to  know  what  is  the  position 
of  the  High  Commissioner ;  is  he  paid  by 
the  Cape  Government,  or  is  he  paid  by  the 
Imperial  Government — whose  servant 
is  he  ?  This,  I  think,  is  a  most  important 
matter. 

*(11.3.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  extra 
£1,000  a  year  is  a  personal  allowance, 
given  because  the  High  Commissioner 
in  a  most  public  spirited  manner  gave  up 
a  most  valuable  appointment  which  he 
held  in  Australia. 

(11.4.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  But  who 
pays  this  money  ?  Is  it  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment or  the  Imperial  Government  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  salary  of  the 
High  Commissioner  is  paid  by  the 
British  Government,  and  that  of  the 
Governor  by  the  Cape  Government. 

(11.5.)  Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Well,  I 
should  much  prefer  the  High  Com- 
missioner to  be  entirely  in  the  pay  of 
the  British  Government,  as  he  holds 
in  his  hands  the  keys  of  our  whole  policy 
in  South  Africa.  What  has  occurred 
there  is  really  the  outcome  of  the  policy 
of  our  High  Commissioner.     I  admit  that 


there  is  a  great  deal  of  sense  in  the  view 
which  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  takes  on 
these   matters,   but    I    think    that  Sir 
Hercules  ought    to   have   resigned  his 
position  rather  than  have  expressed  his 
views  on  this  subject  to  the  people  at  t"he 
Cape.     Sir  Hercules  is,  no  doubt,  a  very 
able  man,  and  one  of  the  highest  honour  j 
But  I  have  brought  home   from   India 
some  very  strong  ideas  with  regard  to  a 
public  official  having  anything  to  do  with 
regard    to    speculative    affairs    arising 
within   his    own  jurisdiction.      1   hope 
there  is  no  truth  in  the  rumour  that  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson  has  made  large  sums 
of  money  by  speculations    in    his  own 
territories,  in  which    he  was  associated 
with  Mr.  Rhodes.     I  know  we  have  been 
told  that  the   affairs  in  which  he  was 
concerned    represented  very  much  the 
holding  of  shares  in    the    London  and 
North   Western  Railway  Company.     I 
hope  that  is  so,  but  I  confess  that  I  feel 
that  speculations  in  diamond  syndicates 
are  not  quite  of  the  same  character.     I 
had  some  experience  of  these  things  in 
Bengal,   and     if,     for    instance,    I  had 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  Assam  Tea 
Company,    or    with     the     granting    of 
additional  territories  to  a  great  syndicate, 
I  should  not  have  felt  very  comfortable. 
At  the  same  time  I  am  bound  to  say  I 
do  not  see  any  trace  of  personal  influence 
in  his  conduct ;  he   has  expressed  his 
views  freely,  fairly,  and  logically.     He 
is,  no  doubt,  quite  honest  in  what  he  says 
I  quite  admit  that  there  is  a  good  deal 
in  the  argument  in  favour  of  putting  an 
end  to  the  scamble  among  concessionaires 
in   South  Africa,   by  giving  over   the 
whole  of  South  Africa  to  the  one  great 
company  which  is  associated  with  the 
name    of    Mr.    Rhodes;    but,    at     the 
same     time,     I     hold     that    it     is     a 
dangerous     thing     to     grant     charters 
to  companies,  giving  them  the  control  of 
an  enormous  trade  in  South  Africa.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have   promoted 
this  South  Africa  Company,   and  have 
given  it  all  the  official  assistance  in  their 
power.   They  have  written  official  letters 
to  Lobengula,  and  have  sent  out  officers 
of    Her    Majesty's  Horse  Guards — the 
biggest  men  who  could  be  found — to 
assist  in  this  company  promoting.     The 
roving  commission  given  to  those  com- 
panies, will,  in  all  probability,  involve  us 
in  war,  and  I  am  afraid  that  the  ultimate 
burden  will  have   to  be  borne  by  the 
British  taxpayer.     It  is  a  repetition  of 
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the  old  story  "  Heads  I  win,  tails  yon 
lose."  If  there  are  any  profits  they  will 
go  to  the  company,  if  there  is  any  loss 
the  British  taxpayer  will  have  to  pay  it. 
Thjs  is  the  real  Jingo  policy.  We  are 
told  that  these  companies  cannot  be  ex- 
pected to  carry  on  their  operations  unless 
they  have  the  full  and  active  support  of 
the  British  Government,  and  Mr. 
Stanley  said,  only  the  other  night,  that 
unless  the  British  Government  gave 
adequate  support  he  should  advise  the 
African  companies  to  give  up  their 
work.  •  This  raises  a  very  serious  ques- 
tion, as  to  the  policy  of  our  pushing 
further  and  further  into  the  interior  of 
Africa,  and  I  cannot  but  recall  the  wise 
words  of  Lord  Salisbury,  in  which  he 
warned  the  country  against  the  adop- 
tion of  such  a  policy,  and  in  which  he 
pointed  out  the  difficulty  of  sending  arms 
into  a  country  thousands  of  miles  from 
the  coast.  I  find  from  a  Memorandum 
of  the  East  Africa  Company  that  that 
company  has  agreed  to  support  the 
Afrioan  Lakes  Company  by  an  annual 
grant.  As  to  that,  I  wish  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government  whether  the  East 
Africa  Company  are  to  be  allowed  to  go 
beyond  the  Zambesi  and  absorb  the 
African  Lakes  Company,  for  that  is  what 
I  suppose  is  meant.  I  saw  in  Saturday's 
Times  an  article  by  a  German  writer 
classing  Lord  Salisbury  as  an  ally  of  the 
German  Government. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  is  going  outside  the 
Vote,  which  refers  to  the  salary  of  the 
High  Commissioner. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:*:  Well,  with 
regard  to  these  questions  I  will  only  say 
that  I  hope  the  Government  will  decide 
each  point  upon  its  merits,  and  will  not 
allow  their  hand  to  be  forced  by  the 
Jingo  element  in  the  country,  whether 
they  trot  out  the  old  story  of  the  mis- 
sionaries being  in  danger  or  not.  My 
belief  is  that  the  jealousy  that  exists  is 
not  between  the  English  and  the 
Foreign  missionaries,  but  is  between  the 
Protestant  and  the  Catholic  missionaries. 
Our  missionaries  are  not  jealous  of  the 
Germans,  but  they  are  jealous  of  the 
Portuguese.  It  has  been  said  that  great 
interest  is  taken  in  Scotland  in  these 
matters,  as  a  number  of  the  missionaries 
come  from  Scotland.  But,  as  a  Scotch 
Member,  I  venture  to  say  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  delusion  about  the  fury  which  is 
said  to  have  spread  from  one  end  of 
Sir.  G.  Campbell 


Scotland  to  another  on  this  subject.  No 
doubt  in  Edinburgh  and  in  Glasgow 
there  is  a  fair  and  legitimate  amount  of 
interest ;  but  it  is  a  delusion  to  suppose 
that  the  missionaries  altogether  support 
the  Trading  Companies.  I  am  glad  to 
think  that  in  the  recent  Assemblies  of  the 
Churches  of  Scotland  not  much  attention 
was  devoted  to  this  matter.  Indeed, 
Professor  Lindsay  was  the  only  speaker 
who  referred  to  the  subject,  and  he, 
no  doubt,  uttered  some  very  brave 
words 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  again  gone  outside 
the  range  of  this  Vote. 

(11.30.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I 
should  like  to  allude,  on  this  question  of 
South  Africa — and  in  this  I  am  not 
trespassing  beyond  the  fair  limits  of  the 
question  before  the  Committee — to  the 
Liberal  wire-puller  Mr.  Schnadhorst.  I 
have  alluded  on  previous  occasions  to 
the  way  in  which  Jingoism  has  developed 
in  the  Liberal  ranks  ;  but  I  now  find  that 
the  Liberal  wire-puller  himself  has  come 
back  from  South  Africa  a  very  pro- 
nounced Jingo  indeed.  The  colonists, 
as  a  rule,  are  not  people  who  are  con- 
cerned for  the  British  Treasury,  and  can 
afford  to  be  Jingoes,  seeing  that  the 
British  Treasury  has  to  pay  the  piper; 
and  at  the  Cape  Mr.  Schnadhorst  has 
been  associating  with  these  colonists 
— with,  for  instance,  the  gentlemen  who 
contributed  some  thousands  of  pounds 
to  the  Irish  Parliamentary  Fund. 
I  am  not  one  of  those  who  pin 
my  faith  altogether  to  the  Party  wire- 
puller. I,  therefore,  do  not  attach  much 
importance  to  Mr.  Schnadhorst's  extreme 
advocacy  of  the  interests  of  the  South 
African  Company.  That  gentleman  seems 
to  be  more  for  the  Chartered  Company 
than  the  Chartered  Company  itself ;  and 
when  he  says  we  should  give  Home 
Rule  to  these  people  in  South  Africa  as 
we  should  give  it  to  Ireland,  he  should 
remember  that  what  he  asks  would  be 
like  giving  Home  Rule  not  to  Ireland, 
but  to  the  narrowest  section  of  Orange- 
men in  that  country.  I  must  say  I  hope 
that  Lord  Salisbury  will  not  give  way  to 
pressure,  but  will  hold  the  balance 
evenly,  remembering  that  it  is  the 
bounden  duty  of  the  British  Government, 
in  any  arrangements  that  may  be  made, 
to  have  regard  primarily  to  the  interests 
of  the  natives.  I  beg  to  move  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  by  £500. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Item  S 1,  £1,620,  Cape  of  Good  Hope, 
High  Commissioner,  Salaries,  be  reduced  by 
£500,  part  of  the  Salary  of  the  High  Com- 
missioner, South  Africa."—  (Sir  George  Camp- 
bell.) 

(11 .34.)  Mr.  BAUMANN :  I  wish  to 
make  an  appeal  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. This  Vote  raises  important  ques- 
tions with  regard  to  Swaziland  and 
Bechuanaland,  and  other  important 
matters  in  relation  to  the  South  African 
Company  which  will  require  considerable 
time  for  their  uiscussion,  and  under  these 
circumstanc38  I  would  ask  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  not  assent 
to  now  reporting  Progress. 

•(11.35.)  Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  Her 
Majesty's  Government  cannot  possibly 
consent  to  this.  This  is  the  second  day 
of  the  discussion,  and  we  have  now  had 
seven  and  a  half  hours'  discussion  on  it. 

(11.35.)  Mr.  W.  A.  M'ARTHUR :  I  do 
not  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  charge  of  the  Vote  attaches  sufficient 
importance  to  the  questions  which  it 
involves.  I  know  it  has  been  the  cus- 
tom in  this  House  to  relegate  colonial 
subjects  to  the  back-ground.  We  have 
had  no  adequate  opportunity  of  discuss- 
ing them  since  1886.  Last  Session  the 
leader  of  the  House  gave  us  a  promise, 
in  consideration  of  our  refraining  from 
pressing  on  the  subject  at  that  time,  that 
this  Session  we  should  have  full  oppor- 
tunity for  debate  ;  and  it  therefore  does 
seem  to  me  extraordinary  that  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  should  say 
that  we  should  go  on  with  the  discussion 
and  pass  the  Vote  at  this  hour  for  the 
reason  that  we  have  discussed  it  two 
days.  I  would  draw  his  attention  to 
the  fact  that  while  100  nights  are  not 
deemed  too  much  to  devote  to  Irish 
affairs,  two  nights  are  deemed  enough  to 
devote  to  the  affairs  of  all  our  colonies — 
affairs  so  closely  touching  the  interests 
of  our  fellow-countrymen  in  every  part 
of  the  world.  I  trust  that  Englishmen 
in  all  our  colonial  possessions  will  appre- 
ciate the  manner  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment treat  these  subjects.  So  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  deeply  interested  as  I  am 
in  colonial  subjects,  no  Government  can 
charge  me  with  unduly  pressing  them  on 
the  attention  of  the  House.  I  withdrew 
from  the  discussion  last  year  in  order  to 
enable  the  House  to  rise  at  a  reasonable 
time,  relying  on  the  promise  of  the 
leader  of  the  House  that  we  should  have 


ample  opportunity  for  debate  this  Session, 
and  I  say  that  if  this  Vote  is  taken  now 
that  promise  will  have  been  distinctly 
violated. 

*(11.40.)  SirR.  N.  FOWLER:  lap- 
peal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  in  the 
1880  Parliament  whether  the  present 
Government  have  not  done  more  than 
their  predecessors  to  bring  forward 
colonial  questions  early  in  the  Session, 
and  to  afford  opportunities  for  their 
discussion. 

(11.41.)  Mr. W.  A.  M'ARTHUR:  I  ob- 
ject to  a  comparison  between  the  present 
and  previous  Governments.  When  I 
am  discussing  colonial  questions  I  do  not 
care  a  straw  what  Government  is  in 
power ;  but  I  would  point  out  that  this 
Parliament  has  sat  four  years,  and  that 
we  have  only  discussed  colonial  matters 
fully  this  Session. 

•(11.42.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The 
Government  have  endeavoured  to  give 
effect  to  their  pledge  by  bringing  for- 
ward this  Colonial  Vote  early  this  year, 
and  I  may  remind  the  Committee  that 
this  is  the  second  night  on  which  this 
one  Vote  has  been  discussed.  The 
Government,  persuaded  of  the  fact  that 
most  important  questions  are  involved, 
have  not  tried  to  hurry  hon.  Members  ; 
but  I  regret  the  time  which  has  been 
spent  upon  some  minor  details  connected 
with  the  Vote.  I  will  not,  however, 
say  more  than  that  if  a  due  sense  of  pro- 
portion had  been  observed  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  their  speeches  we  should  have 
arrived  earlier  at  the  questions  which 
remain  to  be  debated.  I  would  suggest 
that  hon.  Members  should  now  allow  the 
Vote  to  be  taken,  and  I  will  undertake 
that  the  Report  of  this  Vote  shall  be 
put  down  for  a  comparatively  early  hour, 
so  that  the  part  of  the  Vote  which  still 
remains  undebated  may  be  fully  dis- 
cussed. With  regard  to  Swaziland,  I 
may  mention  that  negotiations  are  still 
pending  with  the  Transvaal  Republic. 
They  are  of  a  delicate  and  important 
character,  and  are  being  conducted  with 
very  good  feeling  on  both  sides ;  but  the 
Government  can  scarcely  approach  the 
discussion  with  a  free  hand  in  the  cir- 
cumstances, although  they  have  no  desire 
to  unduly  cut  short  any  expression  of 
opinions  which  hon.  Members  may  wish 
to  give  utterance  to.  I  trust  that  the 
proposal  I  now  make  will  be  accepted  as 
a  fair  compromise. 
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(11.46.)  Me.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen, 
S.) :  While  appreciating  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  as  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  this  evening,  I 
must  say  I  do  not  think  that  those 
Members  who  are  interested  in  colonial 
questions  can  accept  the  proposal  just 
made.  This  Vote  raises  most  important 
questions,  which  we  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  this  Session. 
They  were  scarcely  touched  on  last 
Session,  and  it  must  be  remembered  that 
private  Members  are  now  deprived  of 
their  right  to  raise  questions  by  Motion 
on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays,  and  that  it  is 
only  on  Votes  of  this  kind  that  they  can 
express  their  minds.  We  desire  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  raising  important 
questions  concerning  Swaziland,  Bechu- 
analand,  and  the  South  Africa  Company. 
From  experience  we  know  that  Govern- 
ment promises  of  Debates  on  Report  are 
^not  satisfactory,  and,  however  reluc- 
tantly, I  must  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  not  to  press  the  Vote  further 
this  evening. 
♦(11.48.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  must 
admit  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  press 
the  Vote  much  further  this  evening,  and 
that  I  do  not  think  I  should  be  justified 
in  suggesting  the  Closure,  even  if  the 
Chairman  should  be  disposed  to  assent  to 
it.  If,  however,  my  suggestion  is 
accepted,  the  Government  will  put  down 
the  Report  for  half-past  10  o'clock,  and  as 
the  discussion  need  not  then  be  stopped 
at  midnight  there  will  be  time  to  have 
a  real  and  substantial  Debate.  That,  I 
think,  is  a  very  reasonable  suggestion. 
The  Government  have  shown  their 
readiness  to  give  the  House  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  these  questions. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

(1 1 .50.)  Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  I  am 
sure  the  House  appreciates  the  very  con- 
ciliatory manner  in  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  dealt  with  the  case. 
I  may  say,  however,  that  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Bryce)  has  been  present  during  the 
greater  part  of  the  discussion.  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Campbell)  made  a 
very  serious  impeachment  of  the  Govern- 
ment respecting  the  South  Africa 
Company.  When  the  hon.  Member  sat 
down    the    right  hon.    Gentleman    the 


Under  Secretary  did  not  rise  to  reply, 
and  it  was  from  the  Government  side  of 
the  House  that  the  suggestion  came  that 
business  should  be  suspended.  I  myself 
saw  no  reason  why  the  time  remaining 
up  to  midnight  should  not  be  occupied  ; 
and  I  think  the  Under  Secretary  would 
have  been  wise  if  he  had  availed  himself 
of  the  opportunity  of  replying  to  the 
charges  which  had  been  made  against 
the  Government.  The  Report  stage  does 
not  give  that  freedom  of  discussion 
which  is  desired  in  a  matter  of  this  im- 
portance. 1  quite  acknowledge  that  all 
sides  of  the  House  should  help  the 
Government  where  they  legitimately 
can  with  regard  to  business ;  and  I  think 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
admit  that  at  all  events  during  three 
hours  of  this  Debate  it  was  the  other 
side  of  the  House  that  was  responsible 
for  the  difficulties  that  arose.  I  think 
we  must  now  urge  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  consent  to  report  Progress. 

( 1 1 .54.)  Mr.  A.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E:)  The  attitude  taken  up  by  the  Govern- 
ment amounts  to  this,  that  under  present 
arrangements  they  are  not  able  to  furnish 
the  House  with  full  and  adequate  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  subject-matter 
of  the  Estimates  in  Committee  of  Supply, 
and  it  is  necessary  that  that  which 
ought  to  be  taken  in  Committee  shall 
be  taken  on  Report.  I  submit  that  this 
is  an  entire  departure  from  the  intention 
and  scope  of  Committee  of  Supply.  It 
is  intended  that  all ' questions  arising  on 
the  Estimates  should  be  discussed  fully, 
and,  if  necessary,  in  great  detail,  under 
circumstances  which  admit  of  conveni- 
ences of  reply  and  rejoinder,  such  as  are 
not  open  to  us  when  the  Speaker  is  in 
the  Chair.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  two 
Sittings  have  been  consumed  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  in  discussing  this  Vote. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Oh,  no. 

Mb.  A.  O'CONNOR,  Well,  I  am  not 
disposed  to  blame  the  Government  for 
even  an  appearance  of  impatience  in 
reference  to  the  Vote.  They  have  not 
hurried  it  at  all,  and  have  acted  with 
perfect  fairness.  But  the  fact  is  that 
the  Vote  covers  nearly  the  whole  of  the 
globe,  and  it  is  therefore  not  to  be  won- 
dered at  that  it  should  give  rise  to  much 
debate.  I  would  submit  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Committee  that  the  real 
source  of  the  difficulty  is  to  be  found  in 
the  undue  extension  of  scope  of  these 
Votes — an  extension  which  is  now  being 
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carried  further  by  the  consolidation  of  a 
number  of  Votes.  The  difficulty  which  has 
attended  the  discussion  of  this  Vote  will 
be  experienced  in  the  discussion  of  a 
large  number  of  Votes,  as  at  present 
consolidated ;  and  I  would  invite  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  the 
present  situation,  in  order  that  they  may 
reconsider  the  plan  they  have  apparently 
adopted  in  making  the  Votes  so  large 
that  it  is  almost  impossible  to  coyer  the 
whole  of  the  "ground  enclosed  by  them. 

(11.58.)     Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Committee  to  sit  again  to-morrow. 

CUSTOMS    CONSOLIDATION   ACT  (1876) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  247.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  to-morrow. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH    ACTS    AMENDMENT 
(RE- COMMITTED)  BILL.- (No.  290.) 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Clause  1  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

*(  1 2. 1 1 .)  Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) : 
I  believe  that  this  Bill  does  not  extend 
to  Ireland.  You  give  us  so  many  bad  Bills 
in  Ireland  that  when  you  have  a  good  one 
I  think  we  ought  not  to  be  excluded 
from  it.  It  is  only  on  the  undertaking 
that  Ireland  will  be  included  in  this 
measure  that  it  is  at  all  likely  to  pass 
with  general  assent. 

♦(12.12.)  Mr.  F.S.  POWELL  (Wigan): 
So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned, 
I  have  no  objection  whatever  to  extend 
the  Bill  to  Ireland. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  beg  to  move,  after 
the  word  "  Wales,"  to  insert  the  words 
"  and  Ireland." 

♦(12.13.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
for  IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin 
University)  :  I  see  no  reason  at  all  why 
this  Bill  should  not  be  extended  to  Ire- 
land ;  but  it  is  perfectly  plain  that  a 
carefully-prepared  clause  will  be  neces- 
sary for  the  purpose.  The  Bill  is  framed 
upon  the  model  of  the  English  Public 
Health  Act,  which  is  different  from  that 
of  Ireland.     If  I  find  the  measure  can 


be  extended  to  Ireland  I  will  bring  up  a 
clause  later. 

♦Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL:  Under  these 
circumstances  I  think  the  best  plan  wiU 
be  to  report  Progress,  and  put  the  Bill 
down  for  Monday. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  Will  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  prepare  his 
Amendment  before  the  House  goes  into 
Committee  again  ? 

♦(12.14.)  Mr.  MADDEN:  Yes,  Sir.  I 
do  not  at  this  moment  pledge  myself  to 
the  statement  that  this  Bill  can  be  con- 
veniently extended  to  Ireland ;  but,  if  so, 
I  will  put  down  my  Amendment. 

•Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  This  is  a  BUI 
which  has  been  most  carefully  con- 
sidered by  a  Select  Committee.  It  is  an 
entirely  permissive  Bill,  and  I  hope  the 
House  may  be  able  to  press  it  during  the 
present  Session.  There  was  a  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  Select  Committee  to  ex- 
tend the  operation  of  the  measure  to 
Ireland,  but  it  was  feared  there  might 
be  some  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
Irish  Representatives  to  such  extension. 
I  hope  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
will  see  no  difficulty  in  the  proposed  ex- 
tension. 

♦Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  shall  raise  no  diffi- 
culty. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  hold  similar  opinions 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton,  and  I  only  wish 
to  say  that  I  do  not  gather  from  the  re- 
marks of  the  Attorney  General  that  there 
is  any  objection  in  point  of  substance  ; 
that  it  is  merely  a  question  of  drafting. 

♦Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.) :  I  have 
Amendments  down  which  I  hope  will 
not  be  ruled  out  of  order  in  consequence 
of  the  proposed  Amendment  coming  a  few 
words  before  them. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

ANGLESEY  ASSIZES  AND  QUARTER 
SESSIONS  BILL.— (No.  248.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday. 

CHURCH    BUILDING    ACTS   (COMPUL- 
SORY  POWERS    REPEAL)    BILL.— 

(No.  164.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

*Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL:  An  arrange- 
ment  has  been  made,  and  I  have  now 
the  pleasure  to  move  that  the  Order  be 
discharged  and  Bill  withdrawn. 
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Order  for  the    Second  Reading  dis- 
charged, and  the  Bill  withdrawn.. 

FISHERIES  REGULATION   (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  63.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read.  , 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  I  hope  the  Lord  Advocate  will  not 
consider  me  importunate  in  regard  to  this 
Bill.  If  he  objects  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee  I  would  like  him  to 
give  me  some  assurance  as  to  the  course 
the  Government  propose  to  take  in  re 
gard  to  the  Bill  they  intend  to  introduce. 
This  is  a  Scotch  subject,  one  on  which  I 
do  not  think  there  need  be  any  Party 
feeling,  and  one  on  which  I  think  the 
Government  would  do  well  to  consider 
the  desirability  of  satisfying  the  justifi- 
able wishes  of  the  Scotch  fishermen. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute) :  I  by  no  means  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  importunate, 
and  I  trust  we  all  recognise  the  valuable 
services  he  rendered  upon  the  recent 
Committee.  At  the  same  time,  the  Bill 
he  has  expressed  some  anxiety  about  is 
not  in  a  position  to  be  read  a  first  time, 
and  I  hope  he  will  still  further  exercise 
some  reserve.  It  would  be  impossible 
to  assent  to  the  Second  Reading  of  his 
Bill.  I  have  heard  objections  taken  in 
various  quarters  of  the  House. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 

MOTION. 


EAST  INDIA  (CIVIL  SERVANTS). 
The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
for  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham)  :  I 
beg  to  move — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
consider  and  report  upon  the  alleged  grievances 
of  the  Uncovenanted  Civil  Servants  of  India, 
arising  from  the  depreciation  of  the  rupee  and 
their  leave  and  pension  rules : 

That  Mr.  King,  Mr.  Howorth,  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote,  Mr.  Bristowe,  Viscount  Baring,  »Sir 
William  Plowden,  Mr.  Barbour,  Mr.  Alfred 
Pease,  Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Mac  Neill,  and  Sir 
John  Gorst  be  Members  of  the  Committee : 

That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for 
persons,  Papers,  and  Records : 

That  Five  be  the  quorum." 

Dr.  TANNER :  I  object. 

Sir  J.  GORST :  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  persevere  with  his  objec- 
tion. 


Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  should  be  glad 
if  the  Resolution  were  agreed  to.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  has  accepted  a 
technical  Amendment  with  regard  to  the 
description  of  the  value  of  gold  and 
silver.  1  thought  it  my  duty  to  inter* 
vene  between  the  taxpayers  of  India  and 
the  tribunal  in  this  country,  but  I  was 
appealed  to  in  pathetic  terms  by  gentle- 
men who  have  served  under  me  in  my 
youth  and  my  mature  age,  and  I 
was  obliged  to  give  in.  I  hope  there 
will  be  a  careful  and  full  inquiry. 
There  is  a  question  which  I  have  put 
down  on  the  Paper  for  to-morrow,  and 
which  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  J.  Gorst)  will  consider  before  action 
is  taken.  I  am  told  that,  notwithstand- 
ing the  presence  in  this  country  of  avast 
number  of  persons  who  are  interested  in 
the  question,  it  is  proposed  to  send  home 
from  India  at  full  Indian  salary  a  large 
number  of  gentlemen  who  wish  to  give 
evidence  before  the  Committee.  I  hope 
that  full  consideration  will  take  place 
before  any  such  action  is  followed.  As 
regards  the  constitution  of  the  Commit- 
tee, this  is  a  judicial  matter,  and  I  think 
the  Committee  should  be  constituted  on 
a  purely  judicial  basis.  I  believe  that  at 
least  one  gentleman  who  has  expressed 
the  very  strongest  opinions  on  the 
subject  has  been  nominated  to  serve  on 
the  Committee,  and  I  do  not  think  he  is 
in  a  position  to  take  an  unprejudiced 
view  of  the  question.  I  shall  object  to  his 
name,  and  I  hope  that,  at  all  events,  the 
settlement  of  the  names  will  be  deferred 
till  to-morrow. 

Mr.  A.  O'CONNOR:  I  understand 
this  is  really  to  benefit  a  number  of 
gentlemen  in  India  who  find  the  bargain 
they  made  has  not  turned  out  for  them 
as  satisfactorily  as  at  first  they  expected. 
If  it  had  turned  out  better  they 
would  have  said  nothing.  [Cries  oj 
"  Oh,  oh ! "]  They  now  propose  to  saddle 
the  unfortunate  taxpayers  of  India  with 
a  further  charge,  in  consequence  of  the 
depreciation  of  silver  as  compared  with 
gold.     I  shall  object. 

Motion  deferred  till  to-morrow. 

ROLES  PUBLICATION  BILL.— (No.  299.) 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday,  16th  June. 

House  a  Ij  owned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  3rd  June,  1890. 


QUESTIONS. 

GWEEDORE. 

Sib  E.  WATKIN  (Hythe)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  since  the  recommendations  of 
the  Allport  Commission  in  favour  of 
harbour  works,  fishing  accommodation, 
and  connecting  railways  for  Gweedore, 
another  Report  of  a  somewhat  different 
character  has  been  made  by  the  Board  of 
Works ;  and  if  he  will  state  what  the 
nature  of  any  such  Report  is,  and  lay  the 
details  upon  the  Table  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  I  am  not 
aware  that  the  Board  of  Works  has 
made  any  Report  in  reference  to  harbour 
works  and  fishing  accommodation  at 
Gweedore.  The  hon.  Baronet  will  be 
aware  that  there  has,  this  year,  been  an 
inquiry  into  certain  proposed  lines  of 
railways,  but  I  am  not  aware  that  any- 
thing has  yet  been  decided. 

Sib  E.  WATKIN :  May  I  ask  whether 
a  Report  of  the  Inquiry  will  be  communi- 
cated to  the  House  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  No,  Sir ;  that  is  not 
intended. 

CIVIL  SERVANTS  IN  INDIA. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  Ac.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  if  it  is  true,  as  stated  in 
the  Indian  newspapers,  that,  notwith- 
standing the  presence  in  this  country  of 
so  many  of  the  claimants  under  the 
Indian  Civil  Service  Rules,  it  is  proposed 
to  allow  a  number  of  the  principal 
European  Civil  servants  now  in  India  to 
come  home  "  on  duty "  at  the  public 
expense  to  give  evidence  before  the  pro- 
posed Committee,  or  to  allow  them  to 
draw  full  Indian  allowances  beyond  those 
to  which  they  may  be  entitled  under 
the  ordinary  leave  rulep,  or  in  any  other 
form  to  place  a  burden  on  the  Indian 
taxpayer,  to  enable  them  to  press  the 
claims  of  their  various  Services  in  this 
country  ? 

VOL.  CCCXLIV.    [thibd  sebies.] 


The  UNDERSECRETARY  op  STATE 
for  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham): 
No,  Sir  ;  there  is  no  foundation  whatever 
for  the  statement  contained  in  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member.  The 
Committee,  if  appointed,  would  itself 
determine  what  witnesses  are  necessary. 
The  Secretary  of  State  would,  of  course, 
give  every  reasonable  facility  for  the 
attendance  <f  such  witnesses  as  the 
Committee  might  desire  to  examine. 

GERMANS  IN  AFRICA. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  following 
passage  in  a  speech  made  by  Mr.  Stanley 
at  the  dinner  to  which  he  was  enter- 
tained by  the  London  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce on  the  21st  of  May — 

"The  Germane  had  recently  captured  10,000 
bullocks  from  the  Natives  in  British  territory, 
and  there  was  do  one  to  say,  Boh  !  (Loud  cheers.  • 
He  could  speak  very  forcibly,   but  ho  would 

restrain  himself"  ; 

• 

whether  it  is  true  that  the  Germans 
were  allowed  to  capture  10,000  bullocks 
from  natives  in  British  territory  without 
remonstrance ;  and  whether  the  British 
Government  have  surrendered  any  terri- 
tory to  Germany  ;  and,  if  so,  what  terri- 
tory 1  I  may  add  that  a  portion  of  the 
quotation  from  Mr.  Stanley  has  been 
omitted,  in  which  he  said  that  the  British 
Government  have  permitted  the  German 
Government  to  extend  their  influence 
beyond  the  line  originally  agreed  upon. 

•The  UNDERSECRETARY  of  STATS 
fob  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fbr- 
gusson,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  In  answer  to 
paragraphs  1  and  2  we  have  no  in- 
formation to  that  effect.  I  was  about  to 
answer  to  the  third  paragraph  in  the 
negative ;  but,  upon  the  explanation  now 
given,  I  will  add  that  no  arrangement 
has  been  come  to  in  regard  to  the  re- 
spective spheres  of  influence. 

SION  COLLEGE. 

Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  annual  compensation 
awarded  by  6  and  7  William  IV.,  c.  110, 
s.  3,  to  Sion  College,  in  lieu  of 
the  privilege  then  abrogated  of  receiving 
a  copy  of  every  printed  book,  is  still  paid  ? 
if  so,  what  is  the  amount,  and  where 
does  it  appear  in  official  accounts ;  and 

3  U 
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"whether  any  Report  is,  as  required  by  the 
above-cited  Statute,  sent  to  the  Treasury 
of  the  use  made  of  the  annual  grant ; 
and,  if  so,  are  such  Reports  for  the  last 
ten  years  accessible  to  Members  of  this 
House  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  The  amount  of  the 
annual  grant  awarded  by  6  and  7  William 
I7.,c.  1 10,  to  Sion College  is  £363  15s.  2d., 
and  will  be  found  recorded  in  the 
Finance  Accounts  under  the  heading 
"Compensation  under  the  Copyright 
Act,"  p.  62.  In  claiming  payment  in 
each  year  detailed  information  is  given, 
as  required  by  Section  3  of  the  Act,  of 
the  applications  of  the  money  last  issued ; 
and  on  this  the  Treasury  directs  the 
amount  for  the  year  to  be  issued.  The 
annual  statements  are  retained  in  the 
Treasury,  and  have  no  general  interest. 

Mb.  PICTON:  Are  the  Reports 
accessible  to  Members  of  this  House  1 

Mb.  JACKSON:  The  Reports  are 
obtainable  at  the  Treasury,  but  they  are 
not  presented  to  Parliament.  I  shall 
be  happy  to  let  the  hon.  Member  see 
them. 

•Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
Is  this  one  of  the  permanent  payments 
as  to  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  been  making  inquiries  this 
year,  with  a  view  to  their  determina- 
tion ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  believe 
this  is  included  in  those  payments. 

OVERCROWDING  OF  TRAINS. 

;Mft.  HOWARD  (Middlesex,  Totten- 
ham) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  excessive  and 
dangerous  overcrowding  of  the  morning 
and  evening  suburban  trains  running  on 
the  Great  Eastern  Railway  to  and  from 
the  Liverpool  Street  Station,  and  to  the 
insufficient  and  inconvenient  exits  pro- 
vided for  the  passengers  at  .many  of  the 
local  stations ;  whether  he  will  obtain  a 
Return  of  the  average  excess  number  of 
1st,  2nd,  and  3rd  class  passengers  re- 
spectively conveyed  by  such  trains ;  and 
whether  he  can  take  steps  in  future  to 
remedy  the  inconvenience  and  danger 
complained  of  ? 

•Thb  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  No,  Sir;  my  attention  lias  not  been 
specially  directed  to  overcrowding  in  the 
morning  and  evening  trains  on  the  Great 
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Eastern  Railway,  and  the  General  Rail- 
way Acts  do  not  give  me  any  power  of 
dealing  with  it.  I  have,  however,  com- 
municated with  the  Company,  from 
whom  I  have  received  a  letter,  of  which, 
if  he  wishes  it,  I  shall  be  happy  to  send 
the  hon.  Member  a  copy.  In  this  letter 
the  Company  say  that  they  have  spent, 
or  are  spending,  sums  amounting  to  over 
£1,750,000  in  the  accommodation  of 
their  suburban  traffic,  and  add  that,  if 
the  hon.  Member  will  specify  the  local 
stations  of  which  he  considers  the  exits 
inconvenient,  they  will  communicate 
with  him. 

STAINLAND-WITH-OLD-LINDLEY 
LOCAL  BOARD. 

Mr.  WAYMAN  (York,  W.R.,  Elland) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  a  Local  Government  inquiry 
was  held  in  February,  1889,  as  to  the 
Stainland-with-Old-Lindley  Local  Board's 
application  for  power  to  borrow  £10,000, 
for  the  purpose  of  constructing  water 
works  at  Coldacre,  in  Stainland,  and  that 
the  Local  Government  Board,  12  months 
later,  sanctioned  the  said  scheme,  subject 
to  certain  conditions,  which  have  been 
complied  with,  whether  repeated  applica- 
tions for  the  documents  necessary  for 
the  carrying  out  of  the  scheme  have 
been  made  by  the  clerk  to  the  Local 
Board  without  avail ;  and,  if  so,  why  it 
is  that  the  Local  Government  Board  con- 
tinue to  withhold  from  the  Stainland- 
with-Old-Lindley  Local  Board  the  neces- 
sary authority  to  borrow  the  said  sum  of 
£10,000,  th"s  depriving  the  inhabitants 
of  the  township  of  the  water  which  has 
become  to  them  an  absolute  necessity  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  or  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  The  Local 
Government  Board  caused  an  inquiry  to 
be  held  in  February,  1889,  as  to  an 
application  of  the  Stainland  Local  Board 
for  sanction  to  borrow  for  the  purpose  of 
a  scheme  of  water  supply.  As  the 
Local  Board  are  aware,  objections  have 
been  strongly  urged  to  their  proposals, 
and  questions  have  been  raised  as  to 
their  right  to  obtain  water  from  the 
sources  proposed  by  them,  and  the  ques- 
tion has  been  one  of  much  difficulty. 
The  Local  Board,  however,  after  obtain- 
ing the  opinion  of  counsel,  informed  the 
Local  Government  Board  that  they  were 
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prepared  to  undertake  all  the  responsi- 
bility of  proceeding  with  the  scheme, 
and  the  Board  then  expressed  their 
willingness  to  sanction  the  loan  upon 
certain  conditions,  one  of  the  conditions 
being  certain  proofs  with  regard  to  the 
consent  of  an  authority  within  whose 
limits  of  water  supply  part  of  the  Local 
Board  district  is  situate.  The  Board  are 
now  awaiting  a  reply  to  a  communica- 
tion which  they  have  addressed  to  the 
Local  Board  on  the  subject  of  such 
consent.  I  hare  no  reason  to  doubt  that 
the  matter  will  be  settled  speedily. 

ENGINEER  STUDENTS. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he 
is  now  aware  of  any  mots  as  to  engineer 
students  tending  to  show  that  an  in- 
sufficient number  of  candidates  have 
been  found  qualified  for  the  vacancies 
advertised  this  .year  by  the  Admiralty ; 
whether  he  can  state  the  engineer  officer 
vacancies  advertised  and  number  of 
candidates  competing;  and  how  many 
found  qualified  in  1889  and  1890  respec- 
tively? 

The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  ADMI- 
BAI/pT  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  Ninety-three  candidates  pre- 
sented themselves  for  40  vacancies  at 
the  recent  examination  for  engineer 
studentships,  of  whom  a  sufficient  num- 
ber were  found  to  be  qualified  for 
appointment  to  the  Service.  No  specific 
number  of  vacancies  for  engineer  officers 
was  advertised,  but  the  number  laid 
down  in  the  Regulations  is  about  10. 
For  these  vacancies  there  are  five  candi- 
dates. The  examination  for  these. ap- 
pointments, which  is  the  first  that  has 
taken  place,  is  still  proceeding.  The 
number  of  candidates  for  appointment 
as  engineer  students  who  competed  in 
1889  was  177,  of  which  number  85 
qualified  for  appointment.  There  were 
32  entries. 

THE  HYDE  PARK  DEMONSTRATION. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.),  for  Mr.  Atheklet- 
Jonks  (Durham,  N7W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment under  what  authority,  statutory  or 
otherwise,  the  Commissioner  of  Police  in 
the  Metropolis  acts  in  forbidding  the 
passage  of  public  processions  through  the 


streets  of  the  Metropolis ;  whether,  in  so 
doing,  he  is  acting  by  the  express  in- 
structions of  the  Home  Secretary,  or  on 
his  own  responsibility ;  and  whetheiy*the 
opinion  of  the  law  Officers  of  the  Grown 
has  been  taken  as  to  the  legal  power  of 
the  police  to  prohibit  the  passage  of 
organised  and  peaceful  processions  ? 

The  following  questions  on  the  same 
subject  were  also  on  the  Paper : — 

Mr.  PKJKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green} 
S.  W.) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  it  is 
with  his  sanction  that  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner has  informed  the  Demonstra- 
tion Committee  that  "  the  Metropolitan 
Police  will  not  afford  protection,  to  pro- 
cessions to  the  Embankment;"  and 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Committee 
have  received  from  the  City  Police  the 
promise  of  such  protection  to  processions 
while  passing  through  the  City  1 

Mb.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hugger- 
ston) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  if  he  can 
explain  why  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  has  prohibited  the 
promoters  of  the  demonstration  on 
Saturday  next  from  taking  the  same 
route  which  was  followed  in  1888  by  a 
similar  gathering  ;  and  whether  the 
demonstration  in  1888  was  of  the  most 
orderly  and  peaceable  character  ? 

Me.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.): 
To  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
the  action  taken  by  the .  Chief  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Metropolitan  Police  with 
regard  to  the  Hyjle  Park  demonstration 
•on  Saturday  next',  when  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner declines  to  allow  the  procession 
to  take  the  route  which  was  taken  in 
1888,  has  his  sanction  and  authority; 
and  whether  he  endorses  the  statement 
of  the  Commissioner  in  his  letter  to  the 
Executive  Committee  organising  the 
demonstration  tfcat-p 

"  It  is  also  clearly  to  be  understood  that  the 
police  will  not  protect  or  keep  open  a  route  for 
processions  to  the  Embankment  ?  " 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) : 
To  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
the  letter  of  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Police,  altering  the;  route  of  the  proposed 
procession  to  Hyde  Park  on  Saturday 
next,  was  written  with  his  knowledge 
and  authority ;  and  whether  representa- 
tions have  reached  him  that  such  inter- 
ference will  be  provocative  of  confusion, 
3  U  2 
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by  divergence  of  routes  and  by  dividing 
the  responsibility  and  control  of  those 
who  have  undertaken  the  duty  of  organis- 
ing the  procession  1 

Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras,  N.) : 
To  ask  why  the  Temperance  Associations 
are  to  be  prevented  from  assembling  on 
the  Thames  Embankment  on  Saturday 
next,  and  marching  from  thence  to  Hyde 
Park  in  one  organised  procession,  to  hold 
their  proposed  demonstration  in  the  Park 
on  that  day  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  fob  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.) :  I  propose  to  answer 
the  various  questions  which  appear  upon 
the  Paper  at  the  same  time.  I  am 
advised  by  the  Law  Officers  that  the 
Commissioner  of  Police  is  authorised  by 
Statute  to  regulate  the  route  to  be 
observed  by  public  processions,  with  a 
view  to  prevent  obstruction  in  the 
streets.  He  has  my  sanction  for  so 
doing;  and  I  consulted  the  Solicitor 
General  before  giving  the  Commissioner 
specific  instructions  with  reference  to  the 
proposed  procession  of  Saturday  next. 
These  organised  processions,  now  so  fre- 
quent, largely  interfere  with  the  con- 
venience and  rights  of  the  public.  If 
the  processionists  were  left  to  their  strict 
legal  rights  they  would  have  to  take 
their  chance  of  being  interrupted  and 
divided,  like  all  other  traffic,  and  would 
soon  cease  to  be  a  procession  at  alL 
When  the  police  undertake  to  keep  open 
a  route  for  a  procession  they  can  only  do 
so  by  hampering  the  right  of  free  passage 
of  other  persons.  It  is  wholly  unreason- 
able to  expect  that  this  privilege  should 
be  conceded  to  processionists  simul- 
taneously taking  a  number  of  different 
routes  in  several  directions  across  the 
Metropolis.  The  Temperance  Associa- 
tions will  not  be  prevented  from  assem- 
bling on  the  Embankment  on  Saturday ; 
their  route  thither  has  been  regulated  as 
public  safety  required,  and  they  must 
make  their  way  thither  subject  to  the 
conditions  under  which  all  persons  have 
to  use  crowded  streets,  and  without  a 
monopoly  of  the  thoroughfares.  The 
procession  of  1888  was  orderly  and 
peaceable ;  but  it  only  got  to  its  destina- 
tion by  practically  taking  possession  of 
the  streets  and  stopping  public  traffic. 
The  object  of  the  Commissioner  in  the 
regulations  he  has  made  has  been  to 
minimise  the  recurrence  of  similar  public 
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inconvenience.  I  have  no  information  as 
to  the  course  taken  by  the  City  Police, 
and  no  representations  have  reached  me 
to  the  effect  suggested  by  the  hon»  Mem- 
ber for  North-East  Bethnal  Green. 

•Mb.  C.  GRAHAM :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  reply  mentioned 
Temperance  Associations.  Does  he  draw 
any  distinction  between  those  Associa- 
tions and  other  bodies,  and  does  he  not 
think  that  the  orderly  conduct  of  the 
Eight  Hours'  procession  on  the  4th  of 
May  may  be  taken  to  afford  some  indica- 
tion of  the  orderly  character  of  the 
proposed  demonstration  on  Saturday 
next? 

Sib  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.) :  I  should  like  to  ask 
whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  orders 
of  the  Chief  Commissioner  contemplate 
the  fullest  protection  to  all  these  pro- 
cessions which  is  compatible  with  pro- 
tection to  the  trade  of  London  from 
serious  dislocation,  and  protection  to  the 
peaceable  citizens  of  London  from 
intolerable  annoyance  and  inconveni- 
ence ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  In  reply  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lanark 
(Mr.  C.  Graham)  I  have  only  to  say  that 
I  mentioned  the  Temperance  Associa- 
tions because  they  were  referred  to  in 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  St.  Pancras  (Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton). 
Of  course,  there  is  no  difference  between 
one  body  of  processionists  and  anothei . 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kensington  (Sir 
Roper  Lethbridge),  I  entirely  concur 
with  him.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
orders  of  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Police  do  contemplate  such  protection  to 
the  proposed  processions  as  is  compatible 
with  protection  to  the  rights  of  the 
citizens  of  London. 
•Mb.  C.  GRAHAM:  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  as  he 
has  gone  out  of  his  way  to  answer 
the  question  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
behind  him,  there  is  any  chance  of 
dislocating  the  trade  of  London  either 
on  a  Sunday  or  on  a  Saturday  after- 
noon? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Judging  from  my 
experience,  Sunday  in  London  is  a 
quieter  day  than  Saturday.  But  there 
are  many  thoroughfares  in  which  there 
is  an  enormous  traffic  on  Saturday,  and, 
sometimes,  in  order  to  enable  a  large 
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procession  to  pass,  the  traffic  has  been 
stopped  for  three-quarters  of  an  hour,  or 
more,  and  enormous  inconvenience  has 
resulted. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  I  should  like  to  understand  from 
the  Home  Secretary  what  it  was  in  the 
experience  of  1888  that  prompted  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  to  make 
the  Order  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  It  was  the  extreme 
inconvenience  suffered  by  the  'public 
■through  such  a  thoroughfare  as  Oxford 
Street  being  monopolised  for  several 
hours  by  the  passing  of  a  procession. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) :  Were  any  statements 
made  at  the  time  with  respect  to  the 
inconvenience  that  had  been  suffered  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Information  was 
received  on  the  subject  from  various 
quarters. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  If  I  am  not  mis- 
taken there  were  two  processions  in  1888, 
and  I  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
same  representations  were  made  in  each 
case  as  to  the  inconvenience  which  the 
processions  had  occasioned  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  cannot  give  an 
answer  in  reference  to  these  details  with 
accuracy  without  notice,  but  I  will  make 
inquiries  with  regard  to  them. 

•Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON :  Inasmuch  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  acknowledged 
the  right  of  the  temperance  and  other 
associations  to  assemble  on  the  Embank- 
ment on  Saturday,  will  he  afford  facilities 
to  the  members  of  those  associations  to 
proceed  to  the  place  of  assembly  P 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  afraid  that  I 
•can  offer  to  the  members  of  these  asso- 
ciations no  greater  facilities  than  the 
general  public  are  entitled  to. 

Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.) :  Will  the 
Government  not  give  to  Englishmen  in 
their    own    capital  the  same   facilities 

as 

•Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order  ! 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS :  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  the  executive  organising  the 
demonstration  submitted  an  alternative 
route  which  would  have  avoided  Oxford 
Street  and  Regent  Street  1 

•Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON:  Is  it  not  the 
duty  of  the  police  to  provide  for  any  in- 
creased traffic  which  may  be  expected 
to  occur  in  any  part  of  the  Metropolis  ? 


Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  do  not  conceive 
that  it  is  any  part  of  the  duties  of  the 
police  to  prevent  persons  from  using 
thoroughfares  in  the  Metropolis  in  order 
to  enable  other  persons  to  go  in  proces- 
sion. Of  course,  people  going  to  the 
Embankment  with  banners  or  otherwise 
will  receive  the  same  protection  from  the 
police  as  other  persons. 

•Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON :  Then  am  I  to 
understand  that  if  a  body  of  50,  60,  or 
100  people  march  towards  the  Embank- 
ment with  banners  they  will  not  be 
interfered  with  ? 

•Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Member  is  now  arguing  the  point. 

Mb.  BLANE  :  Will  the  Government 
give  the  same  facilities  on  Saturday  as 
were  afforded  on  the  occasion  of  the  visit 
of  the  Shah  of  Persia  ? 

•Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order!  The 
question  is  quite  out  of  order. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  POLICE  FORCE. 

Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  fdr  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  there  is  a  rule  in  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Force  that  all  com- 
plaints shall  be  made  individually ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  will  alter  the  rule  so  as 
to  permit  the  police  collectively  to 
represent  their  grievances  in  the  form  of 
Petitions  and  Memorials  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Yes,  Sir,  there  is 
such  a  rule,  and  I  concur  with  the  Com- 
missioner in  thinking  that  there  would 
be  grave  objections  to  any  alteration  of 
the  rule  in  the  manner  suggested. 

YEOMANRY    SWORDS. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office  when  and  by  whom  the  swords  of 
the  East  Kent  Yeomanry  were  last  tested ; 
whether  during  the  mounted  sports  re- 
cently held  at  Dover  one  of  the  troopers 
struck  at  a  lemon  and  his  sword  there- 
upon broke  in  half;  and  what  is  the 
pattern  and  date  of  manufacture  of  the 
swords  in  the  hands  of  that  regiment  P 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
the  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Bbodbick^ 
Surrey,  Guildford) :  The  occurrence  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  alludes  has 
been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  and  he  has  already  called 
for  a  Report.  As  soon  as  the  Report 
reaches  the  War  Office  I  shall  be  glad  to 
reply  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  question. 
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Mb.  HANBURY:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  last 
part  of  the  question. 

Mb.  BRODRICK :  I  am  not  in 
possession  of  the  information. 

THE  SAYINGS  BANES  BILL. 
Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushcliife):  I'  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  when  he  expects 
to  be  in  a  position  to  give  the  names  of 
the  persons  to  be  appointed  nnder  the 
First  Schedule  of  the  Savings  Banks 
Bill ;  whether  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee are  to  be  remunerated ;  what  is 
the  amount  of  the  proposed  remunera- 
tion to  each  ;  and  what  is  their  proposed 
number  ? 
•The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square) :  I  hope  to  be  able  to  give 
the  names  at  an  early  date,  but  my  idea 
is  that  the  first  Committee,  which  should 
consist  of  either  five  or  seven  persons, 
should  not  be  remunerated.  The  mem 
bers  of  the  subsequent  Committee  may 
possibly  be  remunerated  by  fees.  But 
as  the  question  of  remuneration  might 
preclude  Members  of  the  House  from 
serving  on  the  Committee,  and  it  may  be 
desirable  to  appoint  some  hon.  Membera 
on  the  Committee,  I  do  not  wish,  at 
present,  to  come  to  a  definite  decision  on 
the  point. 

POST  OFFICE  8ERVANTS. 
Mb.  PICKERSGILL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  an 
official  reporter  was  present  at  the 
annual  conference  of  the  Postal  Telegraph 
Clerks'  Association  held  last  week ;  and, 
if  so,  was  ho  present  by  his  order,  and  in 
spite  of  the  protest  of  the  members  of 
the  Association  ? 

•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Rakes,  Cambridge  University)  :  Yes, 
Sir. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  ser- 
vants of  the  Post  Office  have  been 
officially  called  upon  to  explain  why  they 
attended  meetings  of  the  Postman's 
Union ;  and,  if  so,  has  this  action  been 
sanctioned  by  the  Postmaster  General  ? 
••Mr.  RA1KES :  What  the  Postmen 
have  been  called  upon  to  explain  is  how 
they  came  to  attend  the  meeting  held 
ou  Olerkenwell  Green,  on  the  16th 
ultimo,  in  spite  of  the  warning  which  I 


had  given  them  only  a  day  or  two  before - 
These  explanations  were  called  for  by 
my  direction. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL :  Am  I  to  under- 
stand  that  the  Postmaster  General 
claims  the  right  to  forbid  the  Post 
Office  servants  from  attending  meetings, 
whether  out  of  uniform  or  not  ? 

•Mr.  RAIKES :  In  my  opinion,  servants 
of  the  Department  in  their  relations  to 
the  Department  are  properly  subject  to- 
official  regulations. 

♦Mr.  C.  GRAHAM:  Can  the  Post 
Office  servants  attend  such  meetings  out 
of  uniform? 

Mr.  CREMER :  Does  the  same  rule 
apply  to  all  servants  of  the  Crown  ?    * 

•Mr.  RAIKES:  I  am  not  responsible 
for  any  Department  except  my  own. 
With  respect  to  the  question  of  uniform, 
the  hon.  Member  is  perhaps  aware  that 
it  is  competent  for  the  servants  of  the 
Post  Office  to  hold  meetings,  provided 
such  meetings  are  held  in  accordance 
with  the  conditions  laid  down  by  the 
Department. 

Mr.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester) :  May  not  Post  Office  ser- 
vants attend  political  meetings  out  of 
uniform ;  and,  if  not,  where  does  the  rule 
begin,  and  where  does  it  end  1  Does  it 
begin  with  the  Postmaster  General,  and 
how  far  down  does  it  extend  ? 

•Mr.  RAIKES :  I  have  already  stated 
that  it  is  competent  for  the  servants  of 
the  Post  Office  to  attend  public  meetings, 
in  accordance  with  the  regulations.  Those 
regulations  apply,  not  to  political  meet- 
ings, but  to  meetings  at  which  official 
questions  are  discussed.  There  are  no 
regulations  requiring  them  to  attend 
such  meetings  in  uniform  or  otherwise. 

THE  LICENSING  QUESTION. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether  a  letter,  dated  14th  May,  ad- 
dressed  by  him  to  one  of  his  constituents, 
Rev.  Peter  Thompson,  on  the  subject  of 
the  licensing  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment, has  been  printed  in  official  form 
and  sent,  at  the  public  expense,  to  the 
clerks  of  the  Local  Authorities  through- 
out the  country ;  and  if  this  is  in  accord- 
ance with  precedents  ? 
•MR.  RITCHIE :  It  is  not  the  fact  that 
the  letter  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  has  been  sent  to  the  clerks  of  the 
Local  Authorities  throughout  the  country.' 
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I  have  received,  a  very  large  number  of 
communications  with  reference  to  the 
Local  Taxation  Bill,  which  were  evidently 
based  upon  information  supplied  from 
two  or  three  common  sources,  since  in 
many  cases  they  manifested  similar  mis- 
conceptions as  to  the  nature  and  effect 
of  the  Government  proposals.  These 
misconceptions  I  endeavoured  to  remove 
in  the  letter  to  the  Rev.  Peter  Thompson, 
and  the  transmission  of  a  printed  copy 
of  that  letter  to  my  correspondents 
afforded,  in  my  opinion,  a  satisfactory 
reply  to  their  communications,  and  re- 
sulted in  an  economy  both  of  labour  and 
expense. 

♦Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  this  communication  has  been  sent 
to  the  Town  Clerks  ? 

•Mr.  RITCHIE  :  No,  Sir,  it  is  not  the 
fact.  It  has  not  been  sent  to  any  Local 
Body  to  my  knowledge.  No  doubt,  if  a 
Town  Clerk  wrote  to  the  Board  upon  the 
matter  in  an  individual  capacity,  a  copy 
of  the  letter  may  have  been  sent  to  him, 
but  no  communication,  either  official  or 
unofficial,  has  been  sent  to  any  Local 
Authority  by  the  direction  of  the  Local 
Government  Board. 

*Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS:  I  really  must 
press  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon 
this  point,  because  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
copy  of  this  letter  which  has  been  sent  to 
a  Town  Clerk.  Is  it  possible  that  it  may 
have  been  posted  to  a  Town  Clerk 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ?  . 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE:  Of  course  I  cannot 
tell  what  may  have  been  done  without 
my  knowledge,  but  I  cannot  see  how  any 
official  communication  could  have  been 
made  without  my  knowledge.  Of  course, 
if  a  Town  Clerk  wrote  to  make  inquiries, 
it  is  quite  possible  that  a  copy  of  the 
letter  may  have  been  seut. 

SiRW.LAWSON(Cumberland,Cocker- 
mcruth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  whether,  in  his  speech  at 
Acjton  on  the  20th  May,  he,  as  reported  in 
the  West  Middlesex  Standard  of  24th 
Ma/v,  said  that  he  would  briefly  sum- 
marise the  proposals  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  this  year  brought  forward  for 
improving  the  Licensing  Laws,  and,  in 
doing  so,  stated  that  the  Government 

"  Proposed  that  the  County  Councils  shall 
have  control  over  all  licences,  and  that  to  them 
the  appeal  and  jurisdiction  now  in  the  hands  of 
the  Magistrates  shall  be  transferred ; " 


|  and  whether,  in  the  event  of  his  having 
been  correctly  reported,  he  has  any  ob- 
jection to  state  in  what  measure  intro- 
duced by  the  Government  these  pro- 
posals or  provisions  can  be  found  ? 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  The  statement 
in  question  is  an  incorrect  version  of  the 
words  actually  used  by  me  on  the  occa- 
sion. 

NAVIGATION  OF  THE  THAMES. 

Major  EASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  frequent  cases  in  which 
smacks  are  run  down  by  steam  colliers 
in  the  estuary  of  the  Thames,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  Osprey,  of  Burnham,  on  18th 
May ;  and  whether  the  Public  Prose- 
cutor can  be  instructed  to  take  pro- 
ceedings when  logs  of  life  has  resulted 
from  the  neglect  of  those  in  charge  of 
the  steamer  ? 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  The  case 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber was  reported  in  due  course  to  the 
Board  of  Trade.  On  the  information  in 
my  possession,  such  cases  do  not  appear 

to  be  frequent,  as  the  number  of  smacks 
run  down  by  steamers  of  all  kinds  in  the 
estuary  of  the  Thames  during  the  last 
six  years  has  been  10,  and  the  number 
of  lives  lost  in  consequence  14.  With 
regard  to  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
question,  when  loss  of  life  results  from 
the  personal  culpable  negligence  of  any 
person  in  charge  of  the  steamer,  the 
Public  Prosecutor  may.  take  proceed- 
ings. 

SCHOOL  FEES  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  DONALD  CRAWFORD  (Lanark) 
N.E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  from  what  date  the  grant 
in  relief  of  payment  of  school  fees  in 
Scotland,  proposed  in  the  Local  Taxation 
(Customs  and  Excise  Duties)  Bill,  will 
commence  to  run  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN :  The  first  thing  is  to 
secure  the  passage  of  the  Bill.  When 
that  is  done,  and  the  time  comes  for  the 
actual  distribution  of  the  moneys,  the 
Scotch  Education  Department  will  issue 
a  Minute  setting  forth  the  conditions  on 
which  the  sum  shall  be  applied  in  relief 
of  the  payment  of  school  fees. 
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THE  CORPORATION  OF  HANLEV. 

Me.  MACLtJRE  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretf ord) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether  the 
Mayor,  Corporation,  and  Burgesses  of 
Han  ley  (Staffordshire)  purchased  the 
Queen's  Hotel  in  Hanley  out  of  the 
public  funds  and  converted  it  into  a  town 
hall  and  borough  buildings ;  whether 
they  sold  the  licence  for  £800;  and 
whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
gave  its  sanction  to  this  transaction  ? 

*Me.  RITCHIE :  I  find  that  applica- 
tion was  made  to  the  Treasury  by  the 
Town  Council  of  Hanley  in  1883  for 
sanction  to  a  loan  under  the  Municipal 
Corporations  Act  for  the  purchase  of 
premises,  including  the  Queen's  Hotel, 
with  a  view  to  its  adaptation  for  a  town 
hall  and  municipal  buildings.  The 
Local  Government  Board,  by  desire  of 
the  Treasury,  directed  an  inquiry  as 
regards  the  application  by  one  of  their 
Inspectors,  and  the  necessary  loan  was 
sanctioned  in  December,  1883.  I  have 
no  information  as  to  whether  the  licence 
was  sold  for  £800  ;  but  assuming  that  it 
was,  no  sanction  on  the  part  of  the 
Board  was  necessary. 

THE  AFRICAN  SLAVE  TRADE. 

Me.  HANBURY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  what 
vessels  of  the  British  Navy  are  stationed 
on  the  East  Coast  of  Africa  and  in  the 
Red  Sea  respectively  for  the  suppression 
of  the  Slave  Trade;  what  number  of 
boats,  if  any,  specially  fitted  for  that 
duty,  such  as  large  steam  launches,  are 
supplied  to  such  vessels  ;  and  whether 
the  boats  at  present  usually  supplied  are 
not  almost  useless  for  intercepting  dhows, 
and  at  -the  same  time  are  so  small  as  to 
be  detrimental  to  the  health  and  lives  of 
the  men  employed  in  them  1 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  In  addition  to 
the  performance  of  other  duties  the 
following  vessels  are  engaged  at  the 
present  time  in  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade  : — Dolphin,  in  the  Red  Sea, 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Suakin;  Banger, 
at  Aden;  Turquoise,  Conquest,  Brisk, 
Kingfisher,  and  Reindeer,  on  the  East 
Coast  of  Africa,  with  headquarters  at 
Zanzibar.  There  are  two  37  feet  steam 
pinnaces,  specially  fitted  for  cruising 
against  slavers,  which  .are  manned  from 
the  ships  at  Zanzibar,  and  are  employed 


with  other  boats  belonging  to  the  ships 
of  the  squadron.  The  boats  of  the 
vessels  on  the  station  have  been  employed 
on  this  service  for  a  long  time  past,  and 
have  been  instrumental  in  the  capture  of 
a  large  number  of  slave  dhows,  while 
the  health  of  the  men  manning  the 
boats  has  been  quite  as  good  as  that  of 
the  crew  of  the  ships  from  which  they 
were  drafted. 

THE  COASTGUARD. 

Mr.  HO  WORTH  (Salford,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
is  it  a  fact  that  no  matter  how  efficient, 
or  how  many  lives  may  be  saved,  the 
Chief  Officer  in  the  Coastguard  has  the 
same  rate  of  pay  on  the  first  day  he  is 
promoted  as  after  20  or  more  years' 
service,  which  is  contrary  to  the  usage 
of  all  other  Naval  servants  of  the 
Crown,  and  especially  of  those  who  have 
risen  from  the  ranks,  and  that  although 
these  officers  may  be  appointed  to  the 
command  of  Coastguard  divisions  they 
continue  to  receive  6s.  per  diem ;  would 
he  explain  why  these  officers  are 
only  given  20s.  per  annum  for  their 
seamen's  time,  while  those  who  have 
served  with  them  under  precisely  the 
same  circumstances  get  30s. ;  and  what 
difference  is  made  in  the  pensions  of 
those  officers  who  command  divisions 
to  those  who  remain  chief  officers  of 
stations  1 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  Chief  officers 
of  Coastguard  do  not  receive  an  increase 
of  pay  after  promotion  to  that  rank,  nor 
when  appointed  to  the  command  of  a 
division,  but  these  officers  in  certain 
cases  receive  a  considerable  addition  to 
their  substantive  pay  in  the  form  of 
allowances  for  duties  connected  with  the 
Royal  Naval  Reserve.  Chief  officers  of 
Coastguard  are  still  pensioned  upon  the 
scale  applied  to  Warrant  officers  prior  to 
1870,  as  it  was  not  considered  necessary 
to  extend  to  them  the  higher  rate  of  30s. 
now  allowed  to  Warrant  officers  serving 
afloat.  No  difference  is  made  between 
the  pensions'  of  chief  officers  in  command 
of  divisions  and  those  of  officers  in 
charge  of  stations. 

SAVINGS    BANKS  BILL. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether,  in 
view  of  the  interest  felt  in  and  import- 
ance of  the  provisions  of  the  Savings 
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Banks  Bill,  he  will  arrange  for  its  Second 
Beading  at  a  time  when  reasonable 
discussion  can  take  place  ? 
♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  attach  great 
importance  to  the  Bill ;  but  I  am  not 
authorised  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
leader  of  the  House  to  state  the  nature 
of  the  arrangements  which  may  be  made 
for  taking  the  Second  Reading. 

THE  TITHES  BILL. 

Mb.  J.  MORLBY :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is 
authorised  to  announce  what  business 
will  be  taken  on  Thursday  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  Government 
intend  to  proceed  with  the  Tithes  Bill  on 
Thursday. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Will  the  Bill  be  taken 
day  by  day  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  am  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  make  any  further  statement 
upon  the  matter. 

THE  WEST  AUSTRALIA  BILL. 

Mr.  J.  M0RLE7 :  Will  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  cause  information  -to 
be  conveyed  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  as  to  the  great  inconvenience 
which  is  being  occasioned  in  consequence 
of  the  delay  in  the  re-committal  stage 
of  the  West  Australia  Bill  ?  I  hope  that 
some  understanding  may  be  arrived  at. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  will  convey  the 
question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  aware  that  the  Bill  can 
only  be  proceeded  with  by  the  co- 
operation of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

MOTIONS. 

8TREET    PROCESSIONS— METROPOLIS. 

(4.10.)  Mr.'PiCKBBSGiLL,  Member  for 
the  South  West  Division  of  Bethnal 
Green,  rose  in  his  place,  And  asked  leave 
to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House,  for 
the  purpose  of  discussing  a  definite  matter 
of  urgent  public  importance,  namely,  the 
threatened  interference  on  Saturday 
next  with  the  customary  right  of  public 
demonstration  in  the  Metropolis ;  but 
the  pleasure  of  the  House  not  having 
been  signified,  Mr.  Speaker  called  on 
those  Members  who  supported  the 
Motion  to  rise  in  their  places,  and  not 
less  than  40  Members  having  accordingly 
risen, 


(4.11.)    Mb.  PICKEBSGILL  :   This 
is  the  first  occasion,  Sir,  on  which  I  have 
ventured  to  take  the  somewhat  extreme 
step  of  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
House.     I  can  assure  the  House   that  I 
should  not  have  done  so  now  if  I  had 
not  been  firmly   convinced   of  the   ex- 
treme importance  of  the  action  proposed 
to  be  taken  by  the  Government,  which 
action  this  Motion  is  intended  to  impugn.. 
The  action  of  the  Government  is  mo6t 
important  from  two  points  of  view :  in 
the  first  place,  because,  whatever  its  in- 
tention may  be,  it  is  calculated  to  cause 
public  mischief  and     public     disorder; 
and,  secondly,  because  it  seems  to  me  to 
be  really  a  consistent  part  of  the  policy 
which     has    characterised    the   present 
Administration,   a  policy   that  aims   at 
destroying  piecemeal  all  the  great  rights 
of  public  meeting    in    this    Metropolis. 
When  large  bodies  of  men  are  brought 
together,   if  the  public  order  is  to  bo 
preserved,  organisation  is  essential,  and 
the  best    security    for  organisation     is 
single  control  and  undivided   responsi- 
bility.    In  order  to  attain  those  great 
objects  past  experience  has  shown   the 
propriety  and   wisdom  of    marshalling 
such  processions  as  those  which  are  pro- 
posed to  take  place  on  Saturday  next 
upon  the  Thames  Embankment,  in  order 
that  they  may  proceed  from  thence   in 
one  continuous  course  to  the  place   of 
meeting,    namely,     Hyde     Park.     The 
action  of  the   Chief  Commissioner    of 
Police,  which,  as  we  have  just  heard,  has 
the  approval  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment,   is   calculated  to  interfere    very 
materially  with  that  undivided  control 
and  responsibility,  because  we   are   told 
in  the  letter  of  the  Chief  Commissioner 
that  those  bodies  of  men  who  propose  to 
go  to  Hyde   Park  from  the  north  and 
west  portions  of  the  Metropolis,  and  also 
to  some  extent  the  processions  which  are 
to  come  from  the  south,  are  not  to  be 
allowed  to  go  to  the  Embankment  at  all, 
but  will  be  required  to  find  their  way  to 
Hyde  Park  by  various  other  routes.  Now, 
I  venture  to  assert  that  a  proposal  of 
that  nature  is  likely  to  lead  to  confusion 
and    disorder,     owing    to    the     diver- 
gence    of    route,     and    also     to     the 
division     of     responsibility.     In    1884, 
and  again  in  1888,  large  demonstrations 
of  the   kind  which    it  is    proposed  to 
hold  on  Saturday  took  place,  and  all  that 
the  organisers  of  the  present    demon- 
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stration  require  is  that  the  course  then 
pursued  should  be  adopted  now.  The 
Chief  Commissioner  does  not  say  that 
either  in  1884  or  1888  there  was  any 
disorder.  Is  it  true  that  in  1888  there 
was  a.  monopoly,  as  he  calls  it,  of  Ox- 
ford Street  ?  I  was  present  at  that  de- 
monstration, and  I  say  with  some 
confidence  that  there  was  nothing  like 
a  monopoly  of  Oxford  Street,  nor  was 
there  any  material  interference  with 
the  public  passing  along  that  street.  And 
here  I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  Chief 
Commissioner  has  not  been  quite  in- 
genuous or  fair  io  the  Organisation 
Committee  in  the  statement  contained  in 
his  letter,  because  he  has  made  it  appear 
that  the  Organisation  Committee  in- 
sisted on  passing  along  Holborn  and 
Oxford  Street.  The  fact  of  the  matter 
is,  that  the  Committee  were  perfectly 
willing  to  make  every  reasonable  con- 
cession in  order  to  meet  the  views  of 
the  Chief  Commissioner;  and  although 
the  Committee  first  proposed  to  go  along 
Holborn  and  Oxford  Street,  and  would 
undoubtedly  have  preferred  that  route, 
yet,  in  order  to  meet  the  objection  of 
the  Chief  Commissioner;  they  were 
willing  to  alter  the  route.  There  is, 
therefore,  a  little  disingenuousness  on 
the  part  of  the  Chief  Commissioner  in 
ignoring  the  concession  they  were 
willing  to  make.  But  there  is  something 
still  more  serious  in  the  letter  of  the 
Chief  Commissioner,  having  regard  to 
the  preservation  of  public  order.  He 
says — 

"  It  is  also  clearly  to  be  understood  that  the 
police  will  not  protect  or  keep  open  a  route  for 
processions  to  the  Embankment,  but  will  be 
instructed  to  arrest  the  progress  of  or  interrupt 
and  divide  such  processions  whenever  and  so 
lon£  as  may  be  necessary  in  order  to  allow  the 
ordinary  traffic  to  pass. 

That  course  was  not  taken  in  1884 
or  in  1888,  but  on  both  occasions  the 
bodies  of  men  who  were  passing  to  the 
Embankment  had  the  protection  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police;  and  upon  the 
present  occasion  the  City  Police  have 
promised  the  protection  which  the 
Metropolitan  Police  refuse.  It  seems  to 
me  that  whatever  the  intentions  of  the 
framers  of  this  Order  may  have  been,  its 
operation  will  be  to  hold  out  almost  an 
invitation  for  the  interference  of  those 
persons  who,  we  know,  look  with  dis- 
favour and  hostility  upon  the  processions 
Mr.  PickersgUl 


of  Saturday  next.  The  intimation  thai 
the  police  will  not  afford  protection  to 
them  is  a  distinct  invitation  to  those  who 
are  opposed  to  them  to  bring  out  brewers* 
drays  and  other  vehicles  for  the  purpose 
of  breaking  up  the  order  of  proces- 
sion and  provoking  the  hostility  of  those 
who  may  take  part  in  them.  As  to  the 
grounds  on  which  this  rescript  Das  been 
issued,  the  author  of  it  lays  great  stress 
on  what  he  calls  the  right  of  every 
individual  member  of  the  public  to  free 
and  unrestricted  passage  along  the  public 
thoroughfares.  To  use  language  of  that 
kind  is  to  use  the  language  of  pedantry, 
seeing  that  the  suggested  right  is  inter- 
fered with  every  day  and  every  hour  in 
every  day.  Unless  it  were  for  the 
observance  of  mutual  forbearance  and 
the  good-humoured  exercise  of  the  social 
virtue  of  give  and  take,  the  legitimate 
business  of  the  Metropolis  could  not 
possibly  be  conducted.  The  Chief  Com- 
missioner himself  recognises  this,  because 
in  another  place  he  says — 

"  I  am  not  able  to  find  in  the  incident  of  188S 
any  valid  grounds  for  asking  the  public,  in  the 
absence  of  any  expressed  wish  on  their  part,  to 
submit  to  such  sacrifice  of  their  rights  in 
1890." 

The  words  "  in  the  absence  of  any  ex- 
pressed wish  on  the  part  of  the  public  " 
are  somewhat  peculiar.  They  may  sug- 
gest two  questions.  In  the  first  place, 
what  mode  of  expression  of  the  public 
will  does  the  Chief  Commissioner 
require  ?  If  he  will  kindly  in- 
dicate what  will  satisfy  him,  there 
may  possibly  be  a  mode  of  supply- 
ing the  deficiency.  But  this  further 
question  is  also  suggested — has  the 
public  ever  expressed  a  burning  desire 
to  sacrifice  its  convenience  in  order  to 
enable  persons  to  attend  Drawing  Rooms 
and  Court  ceremonials  ¥  The  other  day 
an  allusion  was  made  to  the  Lord  Mayor's 
Show,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
based  the  case  for  permitting  it  upon 
custom.  It  is  upon  custom  that  I  mainly 
rely  now.  There  has  been,  until  the 
present  Administration  came  into  power, 
for  many  generations  an  absolutely  un- 
interrupted custom  of  holding  public 
demonstrations  in  the  Metropolis ;  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  to  set  up  a 
custom  on  behalf  of  the  Lord  Mayor's 
Show,  and  to  say  that  custom  is  to  have 
no  force  and  validity  where  political 
demonstrations  are  concerned,  then  I  say 
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that  the  Government  are  playing  againBt 
the  popular  liberties  with  loaded  dice.  A 
short  time  ago  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  to  the  statutory  powers  which 
the  Chief  Commissioner  possesses.  I  do 
not  propose  to  enter  into  any  legal  argu- 
ment, but  I  will  simply  state  what  I 
believe  to  be  the  fact  that,  properly  and 
fairly  construed,  these  enactments  were 
designed  not  to  suppress,  but  to  protect, 
processions.  They  give  power  to  organise 
a  demonstration,  but  they  give  no  power 
to  the  Chief  Commissioner  to  suppress, 
practically,  the  right  of  demonstration  in 
London.  I  am  not  anxious,  as  I  said,  to 
discuss  the  matter  from  a  purely  legal 
point  of  view,  because  I  know  that,  if 
popular  liberties  are  to  be  taken  away, 
there  is  seldom  any  difficulty  in  finding 
a  more  or  less  plausible  pretext.  J  know, 
also,  it  has  frequently  happened  that 
popular  liberties  have  been  destroyed  in 
the*  very  name  of  law.  Another  point 
of  view  from  which  I  regard  the  ques- 
tion is,  that  it  is  a  step  in  the  progress  of 
encroachment.  It  is  obvious,  from  the 
very  terms  of  the  Chief  Commissioner's 
letter,  that  it  is  not  the  last  step,  because 
I  find  this  passage— 

"  I  wish  it  to  be  distinctly  understood  that 
these  arrangements  have  only  been  sanctioned 
as  a  special  case." 

In  conclusion,  let  me  recapitulate  the 
steps  of  progress  through  which  the 
present  administration  have  passed.  In 
the  first  place,  they  laid  an  embargo  upon 
Trafalgar  Square ;  in  the  second  place, 
they  blocked  up  the  approaches  to  Tra- 
falgar Square;  and  now  they  prohibit 
the  right  of  the  exercise  of  the  old 
custom  of  public  demonstration  through 
the  main  thoroughfares  of  the  Metropolis. 
The  next  step,  I  have  no  doubt,  will  be, 
as  is  indicated  by  the  threat  in  the 
Chief  Commissioner's  letter,  to  forbid 
processions  altogether.  And  then,  Sir, 
may  come  the  last  stage  of  all,  which  is 
already  realized  by  our  fellow  citizens 
across  St.  George's  Channel,  whose 
happy  privilege  it  is  to  be  at  this  moment 
in  the  full  enjoyment  of  the  ultimate 
stage  of  the  Government  regime;  the 
last  stage  of  all  will  be  to  proclaim  the 
meeting  itself,  and  to  bludgeon  or  even 
to  shoot  down  those  citizens  who  have 
the  impudence  to  take  part  in  it.  For 
these  reasons  I  think  it  is  imperative 
that  a  protest  as  effective  as  we  can  make 
if  should  be  entered  against  this  gradual 


process  of  encroachment  upon 
liberties,  and  I  beg  to  move  tb 
ment  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Questioi 
"That  this  House  do  now  i; 
{Mr.  PickersgUl.) 

(4.25.)    Mr.  CREMER    (! 
Haggerston):     I    have     no 
fact    that  a   great  demonsti: 
be    held    in  Hyde    Park   oi 
next  is  a  most  inconvenien 
the  Government  to  contemp 
have,  during  their  term  of  o  I 
ably  displayed  a  terrible  i  ■ 
democracy.    [Cries  of  "  Oh   ! 
Ministerial  Benches.']     Oh  ;  i 
understand  that ;  but  1  do  no   : 
you  call  a  Tory  democracy, 
have  for  the  time  being  mana   : 
facture  for  your  own  part    i 
purposes.     I  am  speaking  oi    I 
democracy,  the  people  themi 
honest  expression  of  opini    i 
part  which  you  have   alw 
you  dread  to-day;  but  un 
the  efforts  which  you    arc     i 
stifle  the  expression  of  pub 
Saturday  next,  the  voice 
will  be  lifted  up,  and  the 
Chief  Commissioner,    end< 
Home  Secretary,    will  on 
effect  of  increasing  the  voli 
You  have  already,  in  fact, 
ranks  by  sending  over  to  • 
were    at    first    scarcely 
we    could     have    desired       i 
brethren,   who  were  som«       i 
between      two      opinions,       i 
managed     to     brace     th< 
strengthen  them,  and  the         , 
your  interference  and  at       | 
this  honest  expression  of 
part  of  the  people  will  sin 
increased    volume    and 
demonstration.      Dunne 
office  the  Government  h 
displayed    a    great    drea        > 
opinion,  except  when  it 
itself  in  the  endorsemer 
they  have  pursued,  and 
very  seldom  indeed.     Th 
oh    Saturday    next    is  i 

people  out  of  doors  are  )         i 
to  with  very  great  inte 
mean  the  publicans  and  i 

are  dreading. the  result  i 

stration,  but  I  mean  t  i 

selves,  who-are  anxious 
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the  proposals  of  the  Government  to 
endow  the  publicans  and  to  give  them  a 
permanent  interest  in  their  licences. 
I  am  very  glad  to  say  that  up  to  the 
present  time  we  have  always  avoided 
any  collision  between  the  police'  and  the 
people  when  we  have  been  met  in  a 
spirit  of  fair-play  by  the  Government. 
In  fact,  when  you  have  left  us  alone,  we 
have  managed  to  preserve  the  peace,  but 
when  you  have  attempted  to  divert  our 
processions  into  back  streets  where  no 
one  can  see  them,  the  peace  has  not 
always  been  preserved.  The  object  of 
the  Government  on  the  present  occasion 
is  to  send  the  people  through  back 
streets  where  nobody  can  see  them. 
When  left  alone  we  have  always  con- 
ducted our  proceedings  in  an  orderly 
manner.  No  communications  were  ad- 
dressed to  the  Times,  the  Standard,  or 
the  other  reactionary  journals,  com- 
plaining that  the  public  convenience 
suffered  in  consequence  of  the  demon- 
stration of  1888.  That  demonstration 
having  passed  off  in  such  an  orderly  and 
peaceable  manner,  we  selected  the  same 
route  for  the  demonstration  of  next  Satur- 
day. Now,  forthe  first  time,  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Police  is  setting  himself  up 
as  the  authority  to  select  the  routes 
through  which  processions  shall  pass. 
The  police  never  attempted,  except  in 
regard  to  two  or  three  very  recent  in- 
stances of  very  small  demonstrations,  to 
interfere  with  the  routes  of  processions, 
but  left  them  to  be  arranged  by  the  pro- 
moters themselves.  One  would  have 
thought  that  out  of  courtesy  the  Chief 
Commissioner  would  have  sent  his  letter 
first  to  those  to  whom  it  was  addressed, 
and  invited  them  to  sit  down  with  him 
to  discuss  the  desirability  of  changing 
the  route,  so  that  an  amicable  under- 
standing might  be  arrived  at.  Nothing 
of  the  kind.  This  high  and  mighty 
Police  Commissioner  issues  this  ukase 
and  sends  it  to  the  Press  before  he  sends 
a  copy  to  the  Demonstration  Committee. 
This  is  an  extraordinary  proceeding,  and 
we  should  be  wanting  in  our  duty  to  our 
constituents  if  we  allowed  the  action  of 
the  First  Commissioner  to  pass  un- 
challenged. To  my  mind  it  is  clear  that 
this  is  part  of  the  policy  which  the 
Government  have  for  a  long  time  pur- 
sued. They  are  trying  to  transplant 
into  this  country  the  arbitrary  rules 
which  have  been  set  up  in  the  sister 
Mr.  Cremer 


isle.  First  of  all  they  struck  a  blow  at 
the  right  of  public  meeting  in  Trafalgar 
Square  on  the  plea  that  it  was  an  inter- 
ference with  the  traffic  of  the  Metropolis. 
There  were  a  great  many  people  who 
were  caught  by  that  cry,  and  I  myself 
have  admitted  that  Trafalgar  Square  is 
not  the  best  possible  place  in  the 
Metropolis  in  which  to  hold  a  demon- 
stration. The  action  of  the  Government, 
however,  is  not  animated  by  a'  desire  on 
their  part  to  consult  the  public  con- 
venience. It  was  a  blow  struck  against 
the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people.  I 
baited  a  little  trap  for  the  Home  Secre- 
tary on  the  last  occasion,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  fell  into  it.  I  asked 
whether  the  people  would  be  allowed  to 
make  a  public  demonstration  on  the 
Horse  Guards'  Parade,  and  after  six 
months7  serious  consideration  of  the 
question  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an- 
nounced that  the  Government  had  re- 
solved that  they  could  not  allow  public 
meetings  to  be  held  there.  It  is  clear, 
therefore,  that  their  intention  was  on 
that  occasion  to  strike  a  blow  against 
the  right  of  the  people  to  meet  in  order 
discuss  their  grievances.  Now  another 
effort  has  been  made,  and  it  is  obvious 
that  the  Government  will  be  able  to 
have  their  own  way.  They  have  had  it 
for  three  or  four  years.  In  a  few 
months,  however,  the  turn  of  the  Opposi- 
tion will  come,  and  we  shall  then  re- 
store to  the  people  not  only  the  right 
to  marshal  their  own  processions,  but 
the  right  of  meeting  in  open  spaces. 
Without  indulging  in  a  threat  1  tell  the 
Home  Secretary  that  all  his  efforts  and 
those  of  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Police 
will  be  simply  futile,  because  they  can 
not  prevent  the  tide  of  public  opinion 
from  rising.  The  democracy  is  now 
omnipotent.  The  fact  that  you  are 
going  to  interfere  with  the  demonstra- 
tion proves  that  you  dread  an  honest 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
people.  I  presume  you  fear  that  such 
an  expression  of  opinion  will  somewhat 
endanger  the  passing  of  a  Bill  which  you 
hope  will  help  you  at  the  next  General 
Election. 
*(4.43.)  Sir  R.  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.) :  The  two  hon.  Members 
who  have  just  addressed  the  House  have 
claimed  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  people 
of  London.  On  a  famous  historical  or 
gwow- historical  occasion  I  think  there  were 
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three  gentlemen  who  claimed  to  speak 
on  behalf  of  the  people  of  England,  and 
I  hope  the  two  hon.  Members  opposite 
will  allow  me,  as  I,  too,  am  a  Metropolitan 
Member,  to  say  a  few  words  on  this 
subject  on  behalf  of  the  people  of  London. 
I  speak  for  those  peaceable  and  law- 
abiding  citizens  who  desire  to  be  allowed 
to  go  about  their  own  business  and  to 
use  the  thoroughfares  just  as  much  as 
other  people,  and  with  no  greater  mono- 
poly. It  seems  to  me  that  only  two 
points  demanding  any  serious  reply  have 
been  submitted  to  the  House.  The  first 
was  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber .for  Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  Pickersgill). 
The  hon.  Member  pointed  out  that  the 
City  Police  Authorities  had  given  facilities 
for  processions  that  had,  according  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  been  denied  by  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  of  the 
Metropolis.  I  am  doubtful  whether  that 
is  quite  accurate.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
forgot,  however,  that  in  the  City  the 
streets  are  comparatively  deserted  on 
Saturday  afternoon.  In  this  respect 
they  are  much  on  the  same  footing  as 
the  Embankment  and  Birdcage  Walk, 
which  are  opened  by  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner to  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
friends.  Then  there  is  the  point  raised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch,  that 
the  rights  of  individual  citizens  to  the 
free  use  of  the  thoroughfares  of  the 
Metropolis  are  frequently  interfered 
with.  The  hon.  Member  mentioned  such 
occasions  as  the  visit  of  the  Shah  of 
Persia,  the  Lord  Mayor's  Show,  and 
Drawing  Booms  or  Levees  of  the  Sove- 
reign. I  would  point  out  to  the  hon. 
Member  that  such  occasions  stand  on  an 
altogether  different  footing  from  a  demon- 
stration like  that  which  is  to  take  place 
on  Saturday.  Of  the  merits  of  that  demon- 
stration I  will  say  nothing,  but  it  is 
confessedly  a  partisan  demonstration, 
confined  to  one  party  and  to  one  section 
of  the  people  of  the  Metropolis.  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  very  much  surprised  if  be 
were  to  find  the  humble  individual  who 
is  addressing  the  House  or  any  hon. 
Member  on  this  side  taking  part  in  the  de- 
monstration. I  would  point  outto  the  hon. 
Member  that  I  claim  no  more  for  those  for 
whom  I  speak  than  I  allow  to  others. 
I  have  the  honour  to  be  a  member  of 
the  Primrose  League.  Would  not  hon. 
Members  opposite  think  the  League  was 


claiming  too  much  if  it  demanded  the 
sole  monopoly  of  the  busy  streets  of 
London  for  the  purpose  of  marching 
through  them  in  procession?  I  think 
we  should  be  asking  too  much,  and  I 
should  never  dream  of  putting  forward 
such  a  claim  on  behalf  of  the  Primrose 
League,  or  any  other  organisation.  I 
apply  the  same  rule  to  the  proposed 
procession  on  Saturday.  Moreover,  it 
should  be  remembered  that  when  special 
facilities  are  given  for  the  occupation  of 
the  streets  on  such  occasions  as  the  visit 
of  the  Shah  we  are  acting  in  a  national 
and  Imperial  spirit.  I  am  bold  enough 
to  say  that  even  with  regard  to  the 
Lord  Mayor's  Show,  that  function  is, 
at  any  rate,  a  non-contentious  one. 
It  is  a  demonstration  of  a  strictly 
Municipal  and  Metropolitan  non-partisan 
character,  and  in  regard  to  which 
all  parties  are  to  a  certain  extent 
agreed.  Therefore,  I  say,  hon.  Members, 
opposite  are  not  justified  in  demanding 
for  Saturday's  procession  an  undue  and 
unjust  monopoly  of  the  streets  of 
London,  although  they  may  have  the 
right  to  ask  for  such  facilities  as  might 
be  given  without  interfering  with  the 
rights  of  the  other  inhabitants  of  the 
Metropolis. 

*(4.50.)  Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St. 
Pancras,  N.) :  I  desire  to  join  my  hon. 
Friends  on  this  side  of  the  House  in 
protesting  against  this  unnecessary  inter- 
ference with  the  right  of  public  meeting. 
It  is  rather  remarkable  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  avail  themselves  of  the 
opportunity,  when  an  inconvenient  de- 
monstration is  about  to  be  held,  to 
interfere  with  the  Temperance  Associa- 
tions. I  quite  concede  the  legal  right  of 
the  Home  Secretary  and  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Police  to  regulate,  for 
the  public  convenience,  the  route  which 
the  procession  should  take,  but  they 
should  exercise  that  right  with  discre- 
tion, and  should,  as  far  as  possible, 
endeavour  to  meet  the  reasonable  wishes 
of  those  who  desire  to  take  part  in  the 
procession.  It  must  be  obvious  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  one  of  the 
purposes  for  which  this  procession  is  to 
take  place  is  to  enable  the  Temperance 
Associations  to  demonstrate  in  an 
organised  fashion.  The  idea  was  that 
the  various  societies  should  assemble  on 
the  Thames  Embankment,  and  then 
march  through  some  public  thoroughfares 
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to  Hyde  Park,  there  to  hold  a  meeting. 
There  may  be  objections  to  the  proces- 
sionists marching  through  Oxford  Street, 
bat  I  do  not  see  what  objection  can  be 
raised  to  their  proceeding  through 
Northumberland  Avenue.  The  only 
point  at  which  any  difficulty  might  occur 
would  be,  I  apprehend,  Trafalgar  Square. 
But  if  a  large  procession  is  to  march 
from  the  Embankment  the  same  difficulty 
will  occur  in  crossing  from  the  Embank- 
ment to  the  Bird  Cage  Walk.  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  have  assented  to  the 
proposal  of  the  Temperance  Associa- 
tions to  march  through  Northumber- 
land Avenue,  and  he  would  have  met 
the  requirements  of  the  associations. 
He  would  thus  have  afforded  them  an 
opportunity  of  displaying  their  numbers. 
When  I  put  the  question  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  earlier  in  the  evening  I  was 
led  to  believe  that  he  had  prohibited  the 
assemblage  of  the  processionists  on  the 
Embankment,  but  I  find  that  is  not  so. 
But  if  the  people  are  to  assemble 
facilities  should  be  afforded  to  enable 
them  to  get  to  the  place  of  assemblage. 
Unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
enable  them  to  come  in  forties,  fifties,  and 
hundreds,  with  their  bands,  banners, 
regalia,  and  other  paraphernalia  for 
display,  they  will  not  be  able  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  privilege  of  assembling 
and  marshalling  themselves  in  proces- 
sional order  on  the  Embankment.  It  is 
essential  that  the  Home  Secretary  should 
give  them  the  opportunity  of  getting 
from  their  various  neighbourhoods  to  the 
Embankment.  The  suggestion  that  the 
people  should  form  themselves  into  a 
number  of  processions  might  be  a 
convenient  suggestion  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  anticipated  the  demonstration 
on  the  Embankment  would  be  so  enor- 
mous that  it  could  not  conveniently  be 
organised  in  one  procession  there  and 
march  to  Hyde  Park.  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
quite  realised  that  the  duly  of  the  police 
is  to  afford  accommodation  to  the  public, 
and  to  provide  for  all  the  public,  and 
not  merely  a  few  individuals  who  are 
casually  using  a  street.  If  half-a-dozen 
individuals  are  to  have  facilities  to  walk 
up  and  down  a  street,  surely  10,000 
people  who  want  to  use  a  street  have  far 
greater  claims  to  the  protection  and 
assistance  of  the  police  in  exercising 
Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton 


their  increased  requirements  in  connec- 
tion with  a  public  thoroughfare.  I  must 
confess  I  am  surprised  at  the  line  adopted 
in  Mr.  Monro's  letter,  or  ukase,  as  it  has 
not  been  inappropriately  called  by  a  pre- 
ceding speaker,  and  for  a  subordinateofficer 
of  the  Government  to  talk  about  his  "  duty 
as  far  as  possible  to  prevent  large  bodies 
of  men  marching  in  procession  through  the 
crowded  thoroughfares"  makes  it  appear 
that  he  entirely  misunderstands  his  duty. 
If  large  bodies  of  people  march  through 
public  thoroughfares  of  this  city  it  is  his 
business  to  afford  them  facilities,  and  not 
to  interfere  with  them  and  create  a  dis- 
turbance by  attempting  to  break  up 
their  procession.  If  the  people  were 
likely  to  be  disorderly  or  seditious  I 
could  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's anxiety  and  fear,  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  hardly  suggest  that 
the  Bands  of  Hope,  Good  Templars, 
and  other  organisations  of  the  Tem- 
perance Party  are  dangerous  or  se- 
ditious in  their  character*  A  great 
many  of  the  people  who  will 
join  in  the  procession  desire  the 
assistance  of  the  police  in  getting  from 
the  Embankment  to  Hyde  Park,  and 
they  are  the  very  people  whom  the 
Chief  Commissioner  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ought  to  afford  facilities  to. 
There  is  a  great  deal  in  this  letter  of  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  which 
grates  very  much  on  English  notions  of 
the  right  of  public  meeting.  The  tome 
of  the  letter  iB  certainly  very  objectiour 
able.  There  is  a  reference  to  a  state- 
ment made  in  Parliament  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  disavow  that 
statement.  To  say  that  a  body  of  600 
persons  marching  in.  procession  with 
bands  and  banners  through  a  crowded 
thoroughfare  is  a  public  nuisance  is  to 
use  very  strong  language  indeed.  If  a 
thoroughfare  is  crowded  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  police  to  facilitate  the  traffic.  To- 
wards the  end  of  this  remarkable  letter 
of  Mr.  Monro  there  is  what  I  submit  is 
really  an  invitation  to  disturbance. 

"It  is,  of  course,"  he  sayB,  "to  be  under- 
stood that  the  police  are  not  prepared  to  keep 
open  the  route  for  the  processionists  to  the  Em- 
bankment; they  will  be  instructed  to  arrest, 
break  up,  and  divide  such  processions  whenever 
and  so  long  as  it  may  be  necessary  to  allow  the 
ordinary  traffic  to  pass." 

But  I  say  that  if  there  is    an    extra- 
ordinary addition .  to  the  traffic,  and  the 
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police  have  notice  of  this  addition  to  the 
ordinary  traffic   in  a  particular  district 
or  place,  then  I  say  the  police  should 
have   regard  to  the  larger  number    of 
persons  wanting  to  use  the  streets,  and 
use  every    effort    to  afford  them  firee 
passage.    By  refusing  to  discharge  that 
duty,  the   police  are  actually    inviting 
disturbance,  and  suggesting  interference 
with    processions  by    those  who    hold 
views  adverse  to  those  who  take  part  in 
them.   If  the  Home  Secretary  would  give 
an  assurance  that  every  facility  shall  be 
offered  by  the  police  for  people  to  proceed 
to  the  Embankment  on  Saturday  next, 
that    would     satisfy    most    reasonably 
minded  people,  but  while  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    admits  the  propriety    and 
reasonableness    of     the      proposal      to 
assemble  on  the  Thames  Embankment, 
and  yet  refuses  to  afford  facilities    to 
persons    to    proceed     to    the    place    of 
assembly,  he    acts    inconsistently,    and 
invites  disorder  and  trouble  in  this  city. 
I  am  not  here  for  the  purpose  of  making 
an  attack  on  the  reasonable  exercise  of 
discretion  by  the  police  and  the  Home 
Office  in  regulating  the  passage  of  pro- 
cessions, but  I  say  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Police,  and  his  superior 
here,    to     afford  reasonable    protection 
and    assistance    to    any     number    of 
the     public     who     desire     to     have 
the  opportunity  of  making  a  peaceable 
demonstration -on  any  public  question.  On 
this  occasion  it  happens  to  be  an  unfortu- 
nate question  for  the  Government.     The 
Government  do  not  want  to  see  a  large 
demonstration,  and  possibly  they  might 
be  glad  to  have  obstacles  in  the  way  of 
any  large  procession  or  any  great  meeting. 
It  may  not  be  so,  but  the  very  suspicion  of 
such  a  thing  should  have  induced  the 
Home  Office  to  use  the  greater  forbear- 
ance and  consideration.    If  the  demon- 
stration should  happen  to  be  small  and 
insignificant,  then  the  Government  would 
serve  their  own  purpose  by  assisting  the 
demonstration.     If  it  is  large  and  im- 
portant, then  it  has  the  more  claim  to 
appear  before  the  public  in  its  true  pro- 
portions.    Certainly    the    Government 
should  be  more  particularly  careful  to 
display  fairness  towards  political  oppo- 
nents.   I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  re-consider  his  arrangements, 
and  allow  of  police  assistance  to  facilitate 
the  assembling  of  the  various  contingents 
of  Temperance  Societies  from  different 


parts  of  London,  allowing  these  to  march 
along  selected  routes  to  the  place  of 
assembling  for  the  general  procession. 
An  hon.  Member  opposite  has  suggested 
the  possibility  of  a  Primrose  League 
demonstration ;  and  all  I  can  say 
is  that  if  the  hon  Member  and 
his  friends  desire  to  organise  such  a 
procession  and  demonstration,  and  the 
police  throw  difficulties  in  the  way  we 
will  join  in  protest  against  such  inter- 
ference. Indeed,  we  would  willingly  do 
this,  for  we  should  like  to  see  the  num- 
bers of  the  Primrose  League,  and  we 
would  heartily  join  in  endeavouring  to 
secure  all  facilities  for  a  Primrose 
League  procession,  with  all  its 
paraphernalia,  insignia,  and  decora- 
tions. I  protest  against  unnecessary 
interference  with  a  peaceable  procession, 
and  I  protest  against  Government  inter- 
ference indirectly  with  public  meeting. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  the  interference 
is  with  the  desire  to  embarrass  political 
opponents,  but  it  certainly  wears  that 
aspect,  and  is  likely  to  encourage  such  a 
suspicion. 

*(5.10.).  The  SECRETARY  of  ST  ATE 
for  the  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  I  regret 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down  should  have  departed  from  the 
reasonable  temper  and  rational  conces- 
sions of  his  opening  observations.  Of 
the  opening  part  of  his  speech  I  should 
not  have  had  a  word  to  complain,  but 
when  he  imputes  to  the  Government  a 
political  motive — some  dislike  of  the 
opinions  and  views  of  those  who  want  to 
organise  the  procession  next  Saturday — 
I  can  only  assure  him  that  he  is  entirely 
mistaken  ;  and  if  his  mischievous  advice 
be  followed  by  my  hon.  Friend,  and  the 
Primrose  League  should  inconvenience 
the  Metropolis  in  the  same  way  as  is 
proposed  next  Saturday,  the  same 
measures  precisely  will  be  taken.  I  do 
not  wish  to  treat  the  subject  with 
acrimony,  and  I  hope  hon.  Members  will 
excuse  me  if  1  do  not  follow  them  into 
many  heated  comments  as  to  popular 
rights  and  so  on.  Really  it  seems  to  me 
that  they  have  no  bearing  on  this  ques- 
tion, but  I  ask  leave  to  offer  a  few 
common-sense  suggestions  upon  the 
question  of  processions.  I  think  hon. 
Members  must  feel  that,  in  the  condition 
to  which- the  streets  of  this  Metropolis 
are  rapidly  coming,  the  frequent  passage 
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of  such  organised  bodies  of  men  is,  to 
say  the  least,  a  highly  inconvenient 
thing,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  it  is  not 
consistent  with  the  public  rights  to  the 
thoroughfare.  If  half-a-dozen  men 
choose  to  walk  down  Bond  Street  arm-in- 
arm,  sweeping  everything  before  them 
from  the  foot  pavement,  and  preventing 
others  from  going  on  that  foot 
pavement,  they  would  be  clearly 
exceeding  their  rights,  and  I  think 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  police 
to  interfere.  These  processions  consist 
not  only  of  one  rank  of  half  a  dozen  men, 
but  of  hundreds  of  such  ranks  of  men, 
linked  together,  and  not  giving  and 
taking — as  I  think  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditch  said —  which  is  the  rule  of  the 
thoroughfare,  giving  others  just  as  much 
opportunity  of  using  the  thoroughfare 
as  they  take  themselves,  but  sweeping 
before  them  carriages  and  foot  passengers 
alike,  and  preventing  all  use  of  the 
thoroughfare  so  long  as  the  procession 
is  taking  place.  Let.  us  get  rid  of  the 
idea  of  processions  entirely.  If  an  owner 
of  carts  were  to  take  half  a  dozen  of 
them,  and  tie  them  together,  and.  insist 
upon  their  passing  in  an  uninterrupted 
line  down  Bond  Street,  that  would  be  in 
excess  of  his  rights,  and  his  string  of 
carts  might  be  broken  up  in  order  to 
allow  other  vehicles  and  foot  passengers 
to  cross  the  line  occupied  by  his  carts  so 
connected.  Do  not  let  it  be  forgotten 
that  this  organised  occupation  of  large 
portions  of  the  highway,  to  the  prevention 
of  all  other  use  of  the  highway,  is  an 
abuse  of  the  right  which  we  all  have 
equally  in  the  streets.  It  is  a  departure 
from  that  principle  of  give  and  take  by 
which  alone  the  use  of  our  thorough- 
fares can  be  maintained  ;  it  is  a  monopoly 
claimed  for  processions,  but  the  good 
nature  of  the  public  is  such  that  on 
most  occasions  they  wink  at  this  sort  of 
usurpation,  when  persons,  having  no 
mischievous  intention  in  their  minds, 
make  a  demonstration  of  their  views  by 
means  of  a  procession.  But  do  let  the 
House  observe  that  the  matter  has  now 
become  one  of  serious  consequence.  On 
inquiry  I  find  that  there  is  an  increasing 
mania  for  these  demonstrations,  for  it 
really  is  so.  The  recorded  figures  which 
I  have  before  me  show  that  in  1887 
there  were  200  of  these  processions,  in 
1888  there  were  1,400,  and  in  1889  there 
were  1,200  altogether. 
Mr.  Matthews 


An  hon.  Member  :  Of  what  sort  ? 
•Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  large  pro- 
cessions numbered  17  in  1887,  13  in 
1888,  and  60  in  1889.  I  leave  the  House 
to  imagine  what  sort  of  labour  that 
threw  upon  the  police  in  keeping  the 
route  open  for  the  passage  of  these  pro- 
cessions. All  traffic  is  stopped  on  both 
sides  in  order  to  enable  them  to  pass, 
and  enormous  numbers  of  the  police 
have  to  be  employed*  on  that  duty.  In- 
deed, the  amount  of  extra  work  is  so  great 
that  the  increasing  frequency  of  these 
processions  may  well  suggest  the  con- 
sideration whether  it  is  not  expedient  to 
make  a  large  increase  in  the  Police 
Force.  Now,  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  St.  Pancras  has  stated  the  rights, 
of  the  police  with  fair  accuracy ;  they 
regulate  the  passage  of  processions  so  an 
to  cause  as  little  general  inconvenience 
as  possible.  Can  it  be  contended  that  a 
demonstration  of  public  opinion  cannot 
be  made  in  Birdcage  Walk  or  Grosvenor 
Place,  and  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
to  obstruct  Piccadilly  and  Oxford  Street? 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  is  somewhat 
mistaken  in  his  facts.  The  processioni&ts 
desired  to  take,  not  the  shortest,  but  the 
most  circuitous  route  they  could,  and 
through  the  most  crowded  thoroughfares, 
to  Hyde  Park.  What  they  wanted  to 
do  was  to  cause  the  maximum  of  incon- 
venience to  the  public  and  the  maximum 
of  trouble  to  the  police.  The  difficulty 
and  trouble  that  the  police  have  in  keep- 
ing a  route  for  a  procession  of  this  sort 
are  enormous.  What  the  Commissioner 
says  is  this : — 

"  If  you  want  to  go  to  Hyde  Park,  where 
you  can  have  your  speeches  and  your  expres- 
sions of  opinion  and  your  demonstration,  the 
nearest  way  is  by  Birdcage  Walk  and 
Grosvenor  Place.". 

But  do  not  let  it  be  supposed  that  even 
then  inconvenience  is  not  inflicted  upon 
the  public.  An  hon.  Member  told  me 
that  the  last  Sunday  when  a  procession 
was  protected  by  the  police  the  necessary 
interruption  of  traffic  caused  no  less  than 
81  omnibuses  to  be  stopped  in  the 
Knightsbridge  Road,  while  it  was  pass- 
ing Hyde  Park  Corner.  Can  it  be  said 
that  processionists  have  a  right  to 
obstruct  the  traffic  like  that?  If  they 
were  kept  to  their  strict  rights,  the 
police  would  break  up  the  procession  and 
allow  the  other  traffic  to  pass,  as  they  do 
with  all  other  traffic.    But  if  that  course 
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is  danger  in  accepting  this  proposition 
whioh  is  ptit  forward  by  the  Commis- 
sioner, and  I  think  we  ought  to  protest 
against  the  overstraining  of  this  doctrine 
of  public  convenience.  The  fact  is  that 
a  great  mistake  has  been  made  in  this 
case,  and  I  hope  that  the  Government 
will  not  insist  upon  a  doctrine  which 
would  be  extremely  mischievous  in  its 

(5.30.)  Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury,  E.)  :  The  whole  question  before  as 
now  is  whether  from  this  time  proces- 
sions shall  cease  in  the  Metropolis.  I 
appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  was  so  careful  not  to  introduce  any 
heated  language  in  his  speech,  to  give  us 
a  reason  for  the  action  the  police  have 
taken ;  and  I  venture  to  say  that  he  has 
entirely  failed  to  meet  the  charges 
which  have  been  made  from  this  side 
of  the  House  with  regard  to  the 
tenour  of  the  language  held  by  a  sub- 
ordinate of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  say  that  this  document  is 
couched  in  language  totally  unbecoming 
in  a  permanent  official  speaking  of  the 
people  in  whose  employment  he  is.  It 
contains  almost  an  incentive  to  disorder. 
Those  of  us  who  have  raised  this  discus- 
sion are  most  anxious  that  there  should 
be  nothing  in  the  shape  of  disorder,  and 
we  want  the  Government  to  act  in  such 
a  way  as  will  do  away  with  all  friction 
between  the  public  and  the  police.  The 
defence  of  Mr.  Monro  has  baen  based  on 
a  statement  by  the  Home  Secretary  in 
1889,  in  reference  to  a  Salvation  Army 
procession,  which  was  making  its  way  to 
Exeter  Hall,  and  had  proceeded  more 
than  two-thirds  of  the  distance  when  it 
came  into  collision  with  the.  police.  And 
what  was  the  reason  for  that  collision  ? 
According  to  the  view  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  this 
procession  of  600  persons  became  a 
public  nuisance  directly  it  entered  the 
area  controlled  by  the  Metropolitan  Police, 
although  it  had  just  passed,  without 
difficulty,  through  the  crowded  streets  of 
the  City,  where  the  arrangements  were 
controlled  by  a  police  force  managed  by 
the  citizens  themselves.  The  citizens  of 
London  are  face  to  face  with  a  state  of 
things  which  cannot  be  equalled  in  any 
t)ther  town  in  the  country.  We  know 
that  at  the  great  Franchisa  Demonstra- 
tion in  1884  the  processions  were  allowed 
to  pass  from  the  Embankment,  up 
Mr.  Childers 


Whitehall,  and  through  Trafalgar  Square 
to  Hyde  Park,  and  the  Heir  Apparent  and 
his  family  occupied  a  seat  in  Whitehall, 
from  which  they  viewed  the  citizens  ex- 
pressing their  opinion  in  a  Constitutional 
manner.  There  was  no  danger  felt 
then ;  why  should  there  be  now  ?  Yet 
here  we  have  an  edict  issued  by  a 
permanent  official  and  couched  in 
language  which  we  are  bound  to  resent 
All  that  the  promoters  of  Saturday's 
demonstration  desire  is  that  the  same 
facilities  should  be  accorded  to  them  as 
have  hitherto  been  enjoyed.  They  are 
not  anxious  that  the  methods  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  should  have  too  strong 
an  influence  on  the  Cabinet,  or  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  try  and 
induce  his  Colleagues  to  imitate  in  this 
country  some  of  his  characteristic  acts. 
I  protest  most  strongly  against  the  action 
of  the  Chief  Commissioner.  I  protest 
against  the  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary 
and  against  the  ideas  which  underlie 
his  views  on  the  subject  of  public 
processions.  The  ukase  of  Mr.  Monro 
practically  prevents  the  people  from 
assembling  on  the  Embankment,  for  it 
directs  that  those  who  come  from 
certain  directions,  as  from  Westminster 
Bridge,  shall  proceed  direct  to  Hyde 
Park.  The  right  of  public  meet- 
ing has  been  the  safety  valve 
of  public  opinion  in  this  country  in  times 
gone  by.  Men  have  been  allowed  to 
meet  and  demonstrate  in  the  past,  and 
I  say  by  all  means  do  not  prevent  them 
doing  so  now.  You  ought  not  to  rob 
them  of  a  privilege  they  have  so  long 
enjoyed,  and  I  submit  it  would  be  a  most 
dangerous  thing  to  do  so.  I  think  we 
are  bound  to  press  this  matter  to  a 
division. 

*(5.48.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North, 
ampton)  :  I  agree  with  the  Home  Secre- 
tary that  these  questions  are  of  growing 
seriousness  because  of  the  huge  popula- 
tion we  now  have  in  London.  This  popula- 
tion is  increasing  year  by  year,  and 
consequently  these  public  assemblies  on 
important  occasions  also  grow  larger.  The 
Home  Secretary  says  that  the  duties 
thrown  on  the  police  are  exceedingly 
heavy.  That  is  so,  and  yet  he 
is  now  putting  upon  them  duties 
which  they  used  not  to  be  called  upon  to 
discharge.  I  have  during  the  last  30 
years  had  wide  experience  of  the  police 
in  connection  with  public  meetings.    It 
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has  been  my  good  fortune  never  to  come 
into  collision  with  them.  But  I  have 
never  gone  to  the  police  for  assistance  in 
connection  with  any  of  the  great  meet- 
ings I  have  held.  I  have  not  conceived 
it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  police  to  inter- 
fere or  to  do  anything  except  to  keep 
order  so  far  as  their  jurisdiction  extends. 
It  is  not  for  me  to  criticise  the  action  of 
the  promoters  of  next  Saturday's  demon- 
stration, but  I  am  not  sure  that  they 
have  been  wise  in  applying  to  the  police 
authorities.  Those  who  summon  huge 
demonstrations  of  this  kind  should  take 
reasonable  precautions  for  maintain- 
ing order,  and  should  not  have 
recourse  to  the  police,  except  as  ordinary 
citizens.  What  has  happened,  especially 
during  the  last  half  a  dozen  years,  has  been 
a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  Police 
Authorities  to  interfere  in  political  de- 
monstrations. I  recently  put  some  ques- 
tions to  the  Home  Secretary  as  to  some  in- 
quiries made  by  the  police  with  reference 
to  a  Post  Office  employes'  meeting,  and 
I  received  a  denial  founded  on  informa- 
tion supplied  to  the  police  by  we  know 
not  whom.  I  am  afraid  there  is  a  grow- 
ing feeling  on  the  part  of  the  police  that 
it  is  their  duty  to  act  in  the  same  way  as 
the  Continental  police,  and  to  interfere 
with  the  arrangements  for  holding  poli- 
tical meetings.  They  used  not  to  adopt 
this  policy,  and  it  ought  to  be  no 
part  of  their  duty  so  to  act  now.  I  think 
we  ought,  therefore,  to  enter  a  strong 
protest  against  their  action.  The  Home 
Secretary  tells  us  that  there  are  more 
meetings  now,  and  that  it  may  be  his 
duty,  unless  something  is  done,  to  ask  for 
an  increase  of  the  Police  Force. 

•Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  said  that  there 
were  more  processions,  and  that  if  the 
police  are  to  be  charged  with  these 
duties  the  number  of  the  Force  must  be 
increased. 

•Me.  BRADLAUGH :  But  why  do  you 
not  shut  your  eyes  to  these  processions, 
as  other  Governments  have  done  before 
you  ?  Most  of  my  demonstrations  have 
been  held  without  any  police  interference. 
The  working  of  the  Police  Force  is  not  a 
thing  merely  in  the  hands  of  the  Home 
Secretary  or  of  the  Chief  Commissioner. 
It  is  regulated  by  statute,  and  I  deny  that 
the  Act  gives  the  Chief  Commissioner  any 
sort  of  authority  to  break  up  processions 
or  to  hinder  them.  He  has  the  duty 
cast  upon  him  of  making  regulations  for 


the  preservation  of  the  peace  ;  but  when 
he  acts  as  he  is  now  doing  he  brings 
himself  into  conflict  with  the  people,  and 
that  is  a  very  dangerous  thing  to  do.  It 
is  absurd  to  say  that  the  police  can  con- 
trol the  whole  of  the  people  of  the 
Metropolis.  The  people  are  only  con- 
trolled by  their  desire  to  be  law-abiding, 
and  unless  they  are  law-abiding  it  is  im- 
possible to  restrain  them  without  the 
assistance  of  the  military.  1  repeat  that 
the  Chief  Commissioner  had  no  right  to 
issue  from  his  room  at  Scotland  Yard 
such  a  decree  as  Mr.  Monro  has  sent 
out. 

•(5.55.)  Me.  CAUSTON  (South- 
ward W.)  :  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kensington  has  rebuked  two  of  my  hon. 
Friends  because  they  have  come  forward 
as  the  spokesmen  of  the  London  people. 

Sie  R.  LETHBRIDGE :  I  beg  the 
hon.  Member's  pardon.  I  am  sure  he  has 
no  desire  to  misrepresent  me.  What  I 
said  was  this.  If  the  two  hon.  Members 
who  have  spoken  claim  to  represent  the 
people  of  London,  they  surely  will  not 
object  to  my  also  claiming  to  be  a 
Metropolitan  Member,  and,  like  them,  to 
represent  the  people  of  London. 

•Mb.  CAUSTON  :  I  accept  the  hon. 
Member's  explanation,  although  I  re- 
member the  hon.  Member's  verbal  refer- 
ence to  the  Tailors  of  Tooley  Street ;  but 
I  want  to  draw  attention  to  the  fact 
that  it  is  the  London  Liberal  Members 
who  have  risen  to  uphold  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  the  people,  and  that 
the  only  London  Member  on  the  Tory 
Benches  who  has  spoken  is  the  hon. 
Member,  who  has  already  avowed  that  it 
is  not  his  intention  again  to  seek  the 
suffrages  of  his  constituency.  Now  I  do 
not  wish  to  prolong  this  debate ;  but  I 
want  to  emphasise  the  fact  that 
it  is  a  iTory  Government  which  is 
trying  to  deprive  the  people  of  Lon- 
don of  their  rights  and  privileges, 
and  unless  the  people  through  their 
Parliamentary  Representatives  make  a 
strong  protest,  they  will  soon  have  no 
rights  left  at  all.  The  Home  Secretary 
has  referred  to  the  increasing  number  of 
these  processions.  But  why  are  these 
demonstrations  held?  Simply  because 
the  policy  of  the  Government  is  so  dis- 
tasteful to  the  people  of  the  Metropolis ; 
and  the  more  educated  the  people  become, 
the  more  frequent  will  be  the  protests  of 
this  character.  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
3X2 
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Member  for  North  Kensington  that,  if  he 
desires  to  have  a  Primrose  League 
•demonstration,  nobody  will  be  more 
willing  than  the  London  Liberals  and 
Radicals  to  assist  in  keeping  order.  The 
fact  is,  that  the  Government  have,  no 
confidence  in  the  people ;  on  the  contrary, 
they  have  a  terrible  fear  of  the  people. 
I  believe,  however,  that  the  people  of 
London  are  as  orderly  as  any  body  of 
people  to  be  found  in  any  part  of  the 
world.  We  very  much  object  to  the 
fact  that  we  have  not  the  same  rights 
and.  privileges  as  people  resident  in  cities 
and  towns  such  as  Birmingham,  Man- 
chester, Liverpool,  Glasgow,  and  the  City 
of  London,  where  the  police  are  under 
the  control  of  the  directly  elected  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people,  and  not  under 
the  sole  control  of  the  Home  Secretary  or 
.»  Chief  Commissioner.  The  Chief  Com- 
missioner has  said  that  he  is  responsible 
for  what  is  contained  in  his  letter,  and  the 
Home  Secretary  has  in  this  House  taken 
the  responsibility  upon  himself.  Whom 
are  we  to  rebuke  1  I  hope  it  is  not  too 
late  for  the  Government  to  say  they  will 
allow  the  different  branches  of  the 
procession  to  go  to  the  Embankment 
and  assemble  there  without  any  restric- 
tion being  placed  in  the  way  of  their 
meeting,  as  they  have  hitherto  been 
enabled  to  do. 

•(6.1.)  Mr.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets, 

Limehouse)  :  I  rise,  Sir,  for  the  purpose  of 

answering  the  taunt  that  hon.  Members 

on,  this  side  of  the  House  have  refrained 
from  taking  part  in  this  Debate.  I  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  on  the  firm  position  he 
has  taken  in  this  matter,  and  I  also 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
subordinate,  Mr.  Monro,  upon  his  action. 
The  reason  for  the  action  which  has  been 
taken  in  this  matter  is  tew  be  found  in  what 
has  been  going  on  in  the  Metropolis 
for  many  months  past  when  processions 
of  this  kind  have  been  taking  place  almost 
day  by  day  to  the  great  interruption  of 
business  and  the  extreme  inconvenience 
of  the  inhabitants  generally.  I  am  the 
Representative  of  a  large  democratic 
constituency,  and  should  be  one  of  the 
Jast  to  attempt  to  restrict  the  legitimate 
rights  of  the  people  in  regard  to  public 
meetings;  but  I  assert  unhesitatingly 
that  the  regulations  and  rules  laid  down 
by  the  Home  Secretary  are  not  intended 
Mr.  CautUm 


to  interfere  with  those  rights,  but  merely 
to  regulate  the  proper  use  of  the  tho- 
roughfares, by  diverting  processions 
from  the  busy  streets  so  as  to  prevent 
their  interference  with  the  regular 
traffic  of  the  Metropolis.  As  the  Civil 
Governor  of  the  Metropolis,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  a  perfect  right  to 
prevent  interference  of  the  ordinary  use 
of  the  thoroughfares  by  the  public,  and 
I  think  the  boldness  of  the  language  he 
has  used  is  fully  justified  by  the  met  that 
as  these  processions  have  been  carried  out 
of  late  they  have  become  an  intolerable 
nuisance.  Although  I  support  the 
legitimate  exercise  of  the  rights  of  the 
people,  I  think  that  those  public  demon- 
strations ought  to  be  carried  out  in  such 
a  manner  as  not  to  interfere  with  the 
ordinary  public  business.  There  are  un- 
doubtedly many  who  sympathise  with 
the  object  of  those  who  wish  to  make 
the  proposed  demonstration  ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  due  consideration  ought  to 
be  given  to  the  rights  of  that  portion  of 
the  public  who  do  not  desire  to  take 
part  in  the  contemplated  procession. 
Although  I  am  aware  that  what  I  have 
just  said  may  not  be  popular  in  certain 
quarters,  I  think  we  have  every  right  to 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  on  the  stand  he  has 
taken  in  this  matter. 

*(6.5.)Mr.CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 

(Lanark,  N.W.) :  I  am  not  one  of  those 

who  deny  that  any  Government  has  a 

right  to  control  and  regulate,  to  some 
extent,  public  processions ;  but  it  seems 
to  me  that  this  matter,  which  has  already 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  House  of 
Commons  for  an  hour  or  two,  is  rather 
one  that  ought  to.be  within  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  County  Council,  which  is 
specially  elected,  for  the  exercise  of 
municipal  functions,  than  that  it  should  be 
allowed  to.  take  up  the  time  of  the  great 
representative  Council  of  the  nation. 
For  once  I  feel  myself  in  agreement  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton.  I 
think  that  during  the  last  year  or  two 
the  police  seem  to  have  taken  upon 
themselves  the  right  of  controlling  the 
public  meetings  and  breaking  up  public 
processions  in  a  manner  which  creates 
some  ground  for  alarm;  but  I  ask  the 
Government  whether  they  think  that,  in 
the  future  these  processions  are  likely  to 
be  increased  or  diminished  by  the  course 
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they  are  now  taking  ?    Some  observations 
have  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Southwark  (Mr.  Canston)  with  which  I 
do  not  altogether  agree.     He  said  the 
people  of  London  were  demonstrating  in 
large  processions  because   they  do  not 
agree  with  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  thereby  inferring  that  if 
the  Government  were  to  be  replaced  by 
a   Government   composed    of    Members 
sitting  on   this  side  of  the  House  the 
people  of  London  will  necessarily  be  in 
agreement    with     the     policy    of    that 
Government.     That  I  believe  to  be  an 
absolute  fallacy.     I  do  not  think  that  the 
policy  propounded  from  either  side   of 
this   House  will  ever  in   the    slightest 
degree  be  accepted  by  the  vast  bulk  of 
the  population  of  London.  I  may,  however, 
say  that  there  is  one  matter  which  is  not 
a    cause    of    any  astonishment  to  me, 
because  I  have  become  accustomed  to  it, 
and  that  is  the  attitude  taken  by  the 
occupants  of  the  Liberal  Front  Bench  on 
this  occasion.     We  have  just  had  a  halt- 
ing little   homily  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Ghilders)  of  a  kind  to  which 
we  have  become  accustomed.     But,  apart 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  we  have 
seen  to-day,  as  on  many  previous  occa- 
sions when   very  serious    matters    are 
going  on  in  the  Metropolis,  the  occupants 
of  the  Front  Bench  have. sat  like  so  many 
stuffed  figures    at    Madame  Tussaud's, 
making  no  observations  whatever,  but 
occasionally  running  out  to  look  at  the 
telegraph  tape  to  see  what  news  was 
coming  from  Connemara  or  other  parts 
of  the  world  out  of  which  they  might  be 
able  to  make  political  capital.     Such  con- 
duct does  not  much  astonish  me ;  but  I 
hope  that  the  people  of  London,  if  they 
attach  much  importance  to  this  question, 
will  read,   mark,   learn,  and    inwardly 
digest  the  silence  of  those   right   hon. 
Gentlemen;  and  I  trust,   also,   that  at 
some  future  time,  when  votes  are  to  be 
caught  and  kudos  is  to  be  gained  at  a 
small  expense,  we  may  be  enabled  to 
hear  a  word  or  two  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle, 
or  from  some  other  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man now  seated  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench    in    the  undignified  attitude  of 
members  for  Madame  Tussaud's. 

(6.10.)  The  House  divided :— Ayesl21 ; 
Noes  231.— (Div.  List,  No.  114.) 


ADJOURNMENT  (DERBY  DAY). 

(6.24.)     Lord  ELCHO  (Ipswich) :  In 
rising  to  move  "  That  this  House  at  its 
rising  do  adjourn  until  Thursday  next," 
1  feel  that  I  do  so  under  circumstances 
which    are    somewhat   disadvantageous 
to     myself.        I     will     not     allude   to 
the     fact    that     there     was     a    time 
when    such  a  Motion    was    made,    as 
a  matter  of  course,  by  the  Government 
of    the  day,  but  thosa  times  have  long 
passed  away.     Members  on  this  side  of 
the  Honse  are  continually  being  told  that 
their  actions  should  be  a  reflection  of  the 
views  of  their  constituents  ;  that  they 
should  follow  public  opinion,  not  attempt 
to  lead  it.     Well,  I  venture  to  say  that  if 
any   hon.  Gentleman  opposite  were    to 
appeal  to  his  constituents  as  to  whether 
he  should  favour  them  with  one  of  his 
speeches  or  go  to  the  Darby,  the  answer 
would,  in  the  large  majority  of   cases, 
be   an    emphatic   "Go  to  the    Derby." 
Whether   we   approve   or  whether    we 
deplore    it,    the   fact   remains   that  to- 
morrow the  "  flowing  tide  "  will  be  to- 
wards Epsom.    I  venture  to  say  that  the 
prospects  of  the  Session  are   by  many 
less  intelligently  discussed  than  those  of 
the  racing  season,  that  the  withdrawal  of 
a    great    Government    measure    would 
cause  less  excitement  than  the  scratching 
of  the  favourite ;  and  that,  greatly  as  the 
country  respects  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Government  Bench,  the  news  that 
the  whole  of  them  were  laid  low  by  a 
severe    attack    of  influenza  would    be 
received  with  a  feeling  mild  in  com- 
parison with  that  which  would  be  dis- 
played   if  the    horse   which    has  been 
principally  backed  were  to  suffer  from 
a  mild  attack  of  the   same  complaint. 
What  makes  hon.  Members  hang  over 
the  tape  machine  in  the  Telegraph  Room, 
on  which  five  pages  out  of  six  deals  with 
racing  matters  ?    The  present  House  of 
Commons  is  more  popularly  elected  than 
any  which  lias    previously  dealt  with 
this  question,  and  I  do  not  think  this 
House  will  be  the  first  to  break  a  time- 
honoured  custom  by  refusing  to  adjourn 
for  what  is  a  national  festival.    Looking 
over  the  House  I  am  at  a  loss  to  see 
where  the  opposition  to  my  Motion  is  to 
come  from.     On  the  Front  Government 
Bench,  for  instance,  I  see  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Minister  for  Agriculture. 
England     expects     that     right      h™. 
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Gentleman  to  be  at  the  Derby,  and  in 
my   own   humble   judgment    it    would 
be       an      act     of     inhuman      cruelty 
to     compel     him      to     .remain      here 
answering  questions  as  to  the  slaughter 
of   foreign  cattle   at    the    port  of  em- 
barkation at   a  moment  when  an  heir 
of   Hermit  might   be  carrying  off  the 
racing  honours  of  the  year.     Why,  the 
dogs    which    he     has     muzzled    would 
sympathise    with  him  in   his  enforced 
absence  from  the  Derby.     I  turn  to  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench,  where  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Hackney  (Sir  G. 
Russell)  ought  to  be  and  is  not.  Perhaps 
he  has  anticipated  the  verdict  and  has 
already  adjourned  to  Epsom,  where  he  is 
as  popular  as  in  this  House  and  in  all  the 
Law  Courts  of  the  Kingdom.    I  am  quite 
sure  the  followers  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Bossendale  (Lord  Harting- 
ton)  will  go  to  the  Darby.     I  approach 
with  greater  diffidence  that  part  of  the 
House     where      the      uncompromising 
champions  of  the  rights  of   the  people 
usually  sit.     I  refer  to  those  who  follow 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere).     Surely  it  speaks  volumes 
for  the  popularity  of  the  great  national 
racing  event  of  the  year  when  that  hon. 
Member,  who  is  always  so  jealous  of  the 
waste  of  public  time,  should,  even  when 
his  own  Party  is  in  power,  have  moved 
the    adjournment    of  the    House    over 
Derby     Day.       There     is      one     other 
quarter,  namely,  that  in  which  the  Irish 
Members    sit,    bv    one    of    whom    the 
adjournment  of  the  Housb  over  Derby 
Day   has   before   now    been   most  ably 
moved.     There  is  one  Member  to  whom 
I  look  for  support  with  much  confidence, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor).     We  have  seen  the  pheno- 
menal success  of  the  Star  placarded  over 
the  whole  Metropolis.     We   have  been 
taught  to  identify  the  success  of  the  Star 
wifch  the  hon.  Member.     I  do  not  wish  to 
under-estimate  the  value  of  the  pictu- 
resquely-writtan  leading  articles  in  con- 
tributing to  that  success,  nor  yet  his  efforts 
to  sweep  out  the  "old  gang"  from  power, 
nor   yet  his    endeavours    to  Taise  the 
political,  social,  and  moral  tone  of  the 
working  classes.     But  I  would  suggest 
that  the  success  of  the   paper  is  due 
entirely  to  the  excellence  of  its  sporting 
information  and  t)  the  racing  prophecies 
of  its  turf  correspondent,  "  Captain  Coe." 
Lord  Elcho 


I  do  not  know  whether  "  Captain  Coe  "  is 
the  name  under  which  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  O'Connor)  goes  racing ;  but  I  hope 
he  will  vote  for  the  observance  of  a  day, 
the  phenomenal  popularity  of  which  has 
tended  to  his  paper's  "  phenomenal  suc- 
cess."    If  there  had  been  any  legislation 
of  importance  to  come  before  the  House 
to-morrow  I  should  not   have   brought 
forward  my  Motion.     There  was  a  time, 
in  1882,  when  the  House  unanimously 
agreed  not  to  bring  forward  that  Motion, 
because  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  was  daily  and  hourly  engaged  in 
passing  a  measure  for  the  preservation  of 
peace  and  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order  in  Ireland.     But  the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  now  engaged  in  the 
preservation  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
Wednesday    afternoon    is    the    private 
Members'    ewe   lamb   from   which  the 
rapacious  hand  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  has  as  yet  been  kept  aloof,  and 
if  there  were  on  the  Paper  one  of  those 
Motions  which   fill  the  House  and  the 
Lobbies  and  give   so  many   gentlemen 
from  the  country  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
the  Metropolis,  I  should  not  have  moved 
my    Motion.       But     there     is     not   a 
single    Member     of   the    House  —  not 
even  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Cocke  rmouth  (Sir  W.  Lawson) — who  will 
maintain  that  if  we  sit  to-morrow,  one 
single  Statute  can  by  any  possibility  be 
added  to  our  record  at  the  end  of  the 
Session.     It    is    true   there   is  a  Local 
Option  Bill  before  the  House  to-morrow ; 
but  I  thiuk  I  am  right  in  saying  that  its 
supporters  are  not  in  earnest  about  that 
Bill,  but  are  looking  forward  to  another 
fight  on  a  different  occasion.      I  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth  him- 
self wants  rest.     He  has  a  heavy  week 
before  him,  and  he  will  have  the  demon- 
stration   in   Hyde  Park  on    Saturday. 
|  He  surely  will  require  a  few  days'  rest 
to  re-dress  that  old  banner,  and  prepare 
that  old  speech  for  delivery.     I  move 
the  Resolution   becanse  I   believe  that 
by    granting    it   the    House    will    be 
acting  strictly  in  accordance  with  prece- 
dent, that  in  keeping  a  time-honoured 
custom  they  will  not  interfere  with  the 
course  of  any  legislation,  and  that  they 
will  be  giving  an  opportunity  to  many 
people  of  seeing  the  great  rare  of  the 
year.     I  know  that  hon.  Members  may 
go  to  the  Derby  or  not  as  they  like  ;  but 
there  are  others  who,  though  not  Mem- 
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bers  of  this  House,  have  to  remain  in  the 
House  while  it  sits,  and  on  their  behalf  I 
ask  for  the  adjournment  oyer  the  Derby 
Day  on  the  grounds  I  have  stated. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth)  rose  to  address  the 
House. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber second  the  Motion  ? 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  resumed  his  seat. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.):  I  beg 
to  second  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*"  That  this  House  at  its  rising  do  adjourn 
till  Thursday."— {Lord  Elcho.) 

(6.39.)  Sir  W.  LAWSON :  I  believe 
this  is  the  first  opportunity  the  present 
Parliament  has  had  of  giving  its  decision 
on  this  question,  and  I  am  sure  the 
Motion  could  not  have  been  brought 
forward  in  a  more  able  or  agreeable 
manner.  I  do  not  see,  however,  that 
there  was  very  much  argument  in  the 
.noble  Lord's  speech,  and  I  am  glad  I 
looked  back  at  the  Debate  which  took 
place  on  the  Motion  for  the  Derby  Day 
Adjournment  in  1886.  The  Motion  was 
then  moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  who 
said  that  anyone  who  opposed  the  Motion 
must  be  either  a  bad  man,  a  crotchety 
man,  or  a  Scotchman.  I  am  not  a  Scotch- 
man, but  I  may  be  a  bad  man,  and  I 
•certainly  am  a  crotchety  man.  The 
reason  given  by  the  Seconder  of  the 
Adjournment  in  1886  was  that  it  would 
give  a  holiday  to  the  Irish  Members,  who 
were  the  most  hardworking  and  deserving 
.set  of  men  that  House.  That  was  before 
they  became  criminal  conspirators.  The 
arguments  generally  used  in  favour  of 
that  Motion  appear  to  be  three — first, 
that  horse  racing  is  a  noble  sport ; 
secondly,  that  it  is  a  national  sport ;  and, 
thirdly,  that  the  Adjournment  is  a  time- 
honoured  custom.  I  do  not  think  horse 
racing  has  anything  very  noble  about  it. 
I  find  it  stated  in  a  newspaper  published 
a  few  years  ago  that  a  racecourse,  or 
indeed  a  town  where  a  meeting  is 
being  held,  is  a  veritable  Alsatia,  where 
murderous  ruffians  break  windows  and 
wreck  public  houses,  and  which  decent 
people  cannot  safely  enter  except  armed 
and  in  bands.  In  fact,  it  is  said  it  is 
positively  dangerous  for  a  well-dressed 
man  to  venture  on  a  racecourse.     That 


statement  is  made  in  Truth.  That  is 
the  opinion  of  racing  given  by  my  leader. 
Now,  I  will  give  the  opinion  held  by  the 
late  leader  of  the  Tory  Party.  Lord 
Beaoonsfield  said  in  his  last  novel,  speak- 
ing of  a  former  time— 

••  The  Turf  at  that  period  had  not  developed 
into  the  vast  institution  of  national  demoralisa- 
tion which  it  now  is." 

That  was  some  years  ago;  but  no 
one  who  reads  the  newspapers  can 
believe  that  the  Turf  has  much  im- 
proved between  then  and  now.  So 
much  for  the  noble  sport.  Now,  how 
about  its  being  national  1  In  one  sense, 
no  doubt,  horse  racing  is  a  national  sport 
— that  is  to  say,  it  is  very  popular ;  but 
what  is  national  is  not  always  rational, 
and  in  my  opinion,  if  the  House  takes  a 
step  of  this  kind,  it  ought  to  have  the  . 
sanction  of  virtually  the  whole  of  the 
nation.  I  object  to  what  I  may  call 
ecclesiastical  adjournments  for  Saints' 
Days  and  so  forth,  simply  because  there 
are  a  large  number  of  people  who  do  not 
hold  views  in  favour  of  them.  On  this 
question  of  racing,  I  think  you  would 
find  that  one-half  of  the  nation  would  be 
against  the  proposal.  Horse  racing  is 
most  popular  with  the  lowest  and  with 
the  highest  classes,  with  what  Mr. 
Bright  called  the  residuum  and  the 
aristocracy — with  the  dregs  and  with  the 
scum  of  society.  But  notwithstanding 
that,  I  maintain  that  there  are  hundreds 
and  thousands  and  millions  of  people, 
whose  opinions  are  well  worth  consider- 
ing, who  strongly  object  to  this  sort  of 
thing.  Then  it  is  said  that  the  Derby  is 
a  time-honoured  occasion.  Well,  the 
House  of  Commons,  I  believe,  is  about 
700  years  old ;  but  this  so-called  time- 
honoured  institution  was  only  started 
about  43  years  ago.  From  1860  to 
1879  the  Adjournment  for  the  Derby 
Day  used  regularly  to  be  moved  by  the 
Minister  of  the  day  \  but  in  the  latter 
year,  in  the  days  of  Sir  S.  Northcote — 
very  much,  I  think,  to  his  credit — this 
was  given  up,  and  after  that  the  Motion 
fell  into  the  hands  of  the  small  fry  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  such  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  (Mr.  Chaplin),  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
R.  Power),  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wigtownshire  (Sir  H.  Maxwell).  1 
daily  see  in  the  newspapers  and  in  the 
speeches    of    public    men  lamentations 
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deep  and  solemn  over  the   enormously 

increasing  vice  of  gambling ;  but  what  is 

the    use    of    it    all    if    the    House    of 

Commons  sets  an  example  by  giving  its 

sanction  to   the  greatest  gambling  day 

in   the  whole  year?      Let  me  read  an 

extract    which    I    obtained    from     the 

Manchester    Guardian    a    little     while 

ago:— 

"  Now  one  thing  may  he  taken  for  granted 
If  all  the  Archhishops,  Bishops,  Incumbents, 
Curates,  Ministers,  Elders,  Deacons,  Mission- 
aries, and  District  Visitors  in  existence  were  to 
devote  their  whole  time  to  a  combat  with  this 
evil  they  would  effect  nothing  so  Jong  as  the 
present  facilities  for  gambling  are  afforded." 

It  is  in  order  to  encourage  one  of  these 
facilities  that  we  are  asked  to  adjourn 
to-morrow.  The  Houso  is  asked  to  give 
a  sort  of  popular  lesson  and  a  national 
sanction  to  a  system  which  is  blighting 
and  demoralising  the  body  politic. 
Bight  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  have  been  stumping  the  country 
for  the  last  fortnight  like  members  of  a 
Good  Templar  lodge,  declaring  that  they 
are  the  greatest  advocates  and  promoters 
and  supporters  of  temperance  the  world 
has  ever  seen.  I  hope  they  are  not 
going  to  make  up  for  that  zeal  in  the 
path  of  temperance  by  going  a  little 
astray  in  another  direction.  I  remember 
a  tale  of  a  quaker  gentleman,  who  was 
very  much  troubled  on  account  of  his 
coachman's  free  use  of  bid  language, 
and  who  gave  the  man  an  old  coat  on  his 
promising  to  try  and  reform.  About  a 
fortnight  after  the  quaker  said  :  "  Well, 
John,  and  since  I  gave  thee  the  coat 
hast  thou  altered  thy  bad  manners." 
The  coachman  replied,  "  Yes,  Maister, 
I've  given  up  swearing,  but  IVe 
taken  terribly  to  lying.,,  Do  not  let  it 
be  said  that  Ministers  of  the  day  having 
given  up  drinking,  have  taken  to 
gambling.  We  have  heard  a  great  deal 
said  about  the  congested  state  Of 
business.  There  are  eight  most  impor- 
tant Bills  down  for  to-morrow.  I  will 
not  read  the  titles  of  them  all.  I  will 
only  read  the  title  of  the  one  first  on  the 
list,  and  which  will  come  on  for  discus- 
sion if  the  House  meets.  It  is  the  Liquor 
Traffic  Local  Option  Bill.  I  venture  to  say 
there  are  millions  of  people  who  are 
much  more  keen  about  that  Bill  than 
about  what  horsa  will  win  the  Derby 
to-morrow.  Let  the  noble  Lord  who  has 
submitted  the  Motion  go  to  the  Derby. 
We  can  spare  him.  Let  us  do  our  duty 
Sir  W.  Latcson 


in  legislating  for  the  masses  of  the  people. 
We  shall  then  be  doing  something- 
far  more  creditable  than  taking  this, 
stupid,  silly,  vulgar  step  of  adjourning* 
the  British  House  of  Commons  to  go  to 
a  horse  race. 

(6.55.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  I  had  intended  to  give,  a  silent 
vote,  but  I  wish  to  put  my  hon.  Friend 
who  ha 8  just  sat  down  right  in  regard  to- 
my  position  on  this  question.  It  is  true 
that  I  have  made  observations  to  the 
effect  that  there  is  considerable  objection 
frequently  to  race  meetings,  but  the  ob- 
jection which  my  hon.  Friend  cited  ought 
really  to  dispose  him  to  allow  race  meet- 
ings. I  said  I  had  observed  that  persons 
who  went  to  race  meetings  were  inclined 
to  wreck  public  houses.  I  thought 
that  the  essence  of  the  views  of  my  hon. 
Friend  was  that  in  this  matter  he  was 
a  wrecker  himself.  The  hon.  Baronet 
seems  to  think  there  is  a  race  meeting 
to-morrow  at  Epsom.  There  is  simply  a 
race  meeting  in  name.  There  is  an  old- 
fashioned  custom  of  going  down  at  this 
season  of  the  year  to  Epsom  to  welcome 
the  summer  solstice.  The  object  is  to 
enjoy  the  breezy  air  of  the  downs.  It  is 
true  there  is  a  race,  amongst  other  amuse- 
ments, but  the  race  is  a  mere  pretext.. 
I  speak  from  practical  experience.  I 
can  assure  my  hon.  Friend  that  the  very 
last  thing  persons  trouble  about  at  Epsom 
is  the  Derby.  I  have  been  there  fre- 
quently, and  I  really  believe  I  never  saw 
the  Derby  run  in  my  life.  This,  Mr^ 
Speaker,  is  a  utilitarian  age.  We  are 
always  seeking  to  improve  ourselves  or 
somebody  else.  I  regard  this  proposal  to 
adjourn  as  a  mere  concession  to  the  fact 
that  people  cannot  go  on  improving  them- 
selves and  others  for  ever,  but  must  have 
some  slight  enjoyment.  That  is,  I  should 
say,  the  reason  why  this  House  has> 
always  adjourned  on  Derby  Day.  I  can 
appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend  for  his  vote  on 
another  ground.  I  support  the  Adjourn- 
ment because  I  am  in  favour  of  temper- 
ance. The  public  houses  and  the  downs 
are  entirely  antagonistic,  and  it  seems  to 
me  most  desirable  to  encourage  the 
toiling  thousands  to  go  down  to  enjoy 
themselves  on  the  downs  at  Epsom  in- 
stead of  soddening  themselves  in  the 
public  houses  in  London.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  may  think  there  is  a  lot  of  drink- 
ing there.  He  is  mistaken.  I  can 
assure  him  that  there  is  not  nearly  so 
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much  drinking  at  Epsom  as  there  is  on 
Bank  Holiday.  People  go  down  there 
not  to  drink  bnt  to  amuse  themselves. 
Let  my  hon.  Friend  go  and  look  at  any 
costermonger  driving  his  family  down. 
It  is  a  glorious  sight  to  witness,  and 
when  I  see  it  I  say  to  myself,  "That 
man,  instead  of  going  into  the  public 
house,  has  been  saving  up  his  money 
in  order  to  take  himself,  his  wife,  and 
the  family  down  to  the  breezy  downs  \ 
his  example  will  encourage  other  persons 
to  do  likewise."  Therefore,  it  is  as  an 
advocate  of  temperance,  and  as  one  de- 
sirous that  temperance  should  prevail  in 
this  country,  that  I  hope  the  House  will 
by  precedent  and  example  encourage 
persons  to  go  to  the  Derby. 

(7.0.)  Mr.  COGHILL  (Newcastle- 
under-Lyme) :  The  hon.  Member  has 
informed  us  that,  having  been  to  the 
Derby  several  times,  he  has  not  seen  it 
run.  Under  these  circumstances  I  think 
the  House  will  have  very  little  faith  in 
the  temperance  proclivities  of  the  hon. 
Member.  I  must  protest  against  the 
House  of  Commons  adjourning  for  a  race 
meeting.  It  is  said  that  horse  racing  is 
a  national  sport,  but  if  that  be  so,  I  deny 
that  it  is  the  chief  national  sport.  Why 
should  Parliament  adjourn  for  a  horse 
race  any  more  than  for  a  cricket  match  ? 
There  is  now  being  played  a  very  im- 
portant international  cricket  match,  and 
if  the  House  adjourned  for  the  Derby  it 
ought  to  adjourn  for  an  international 
cricket  match.  There  is  an  important 
Bill  down  for  to-moirow.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cockermouth  (Sir  W.  Law- 
son)  has  recently  interested  a  large  num- 
ber of  Members  in  his  support  as 
temperance  reformers,  and  I  trust  they 
will  vote  with  him  this  evening  for  the 
rejection  of  the  Motion.  I  earnestly 
hope  that,  for  the  dignity  of  this  House, 
and  in  the  interest  of  the  business  of 
the  nation,  we  shall  adopt  a  more  digni- 
fied course  than  that  of  adjourning  for 
the  Derby. 

(7.3.)  Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall, 
Camborne) :  I  want  to  emphasise  for  the 
benefit  of  our  constituents  the  contrast 
between  the  appearance  of  the  House 
this  afternoon  and  its  appearance  last 
night.  We  have  had  some  excellent 
fooling  this  afternoon.  I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  object  to  see  hon.  Members 
amuse  themselves  at  the  proper  tune 
and     in    the    proper    place,    but    this 


is  not,  in  my  opinion,  a  proper  oppor- 
tunity for  spending  time  in  jocular 
observations,  or  for  passing  a  Motion  of 
this  kind  with  the  connivance  of  the 
Government  for  the  purpose  of  going 
fooling  elsewhere.  We  are  sent  here  for 
serious  business;  and  yet,  whilst  last 
night  we  had  to  discuss  the  affairs  of  the 
Empiro  to  empty  Banches,  to-night  the 
House  is  crowded  to  listen  to  the  jokes* 
of  the  hon.  Members  for  Cockermouth 
(Sir  W.  Lawson)  and  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere).  We  are  about  to  enter  on 
the  discussion  of  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant matters  affecting  the  people  of 
this  country,  namely,  the  Education 
Vote,  and  I  shall  be  interested  to  see  how 
many  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  will  remain  here  to  consider  it. 
Gentlemen  opposite  have  been  pro- 
claiming that  they  are  the  most  zealous 
advocates  of  temperance,  and  1  would 
remind  them  that  to-morrow  the  first 
order  on  the  Paper  relates  to  a  temper- 
ance measure,  in  which  the  constituencies 
take  the  most  lively  interest.  Are  wej 
going  to  have  any  declaration  from  the 
Government  for  or  against  the  Motion 
for  Adjournment?  If  they  are  going  to* 
vote  for  it,  I  should  like  to  know 
with  what  face  they  can  continue  their 
rampage  throughout  the  country  against 
us  on  the  allegation  that  we  are  blocking- 
business.  If  they  vote  for  the  Motion, 
they  will  deliberately  place  themselves 
in  a  position  in  which  they  can  never 
again  raise  any  cry  of  obstruction  against 
us.  If  the  Government  refuse  to  give 
any  sign  as  to  what  course  they 
propose  to  take,  I  think  the  most 
decent  thing  they  can  do  will  be  to  walk 
out  of  the  House. 

(7.6.)  Mr.  T.  FRY  (Darlington)  :  I 
wish  to  move  an  Amendment,  in  order  to* 
test  the  sincerity  of  the  Government  in 
reference  to  the  charge  of  waste  of  time. 
It  is  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the 
word  "  that/'  in  order  to  add  "  to-morrow 
Government  business  have  precedence 
over  all  other  orders  of  the  day." 

Mb.  M'LAREN  (Cheshire,  Crewe)  : 
I  beg  to  second  that  Amendment. 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order !  The 
Amendment  is  out  of  order,  as  it  is 
not  relevant  to  the  matter  before  the 
House. 

(7.8.)  Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co., 
Mid):  I  rise  with  great  diffidence  after 
listening  to  all  the  speeches  which  have 
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been  made,  and  I  must  express  my  sincere 
regret  at  the  time  which  has  been  lost  this 
afternoon,  and  the  time  which  is  proposed 
to  be  lost  if  this  Resolution  is  adopted. 
What  is  proposed  is  that  to-morrow, 
which  ought  to  be  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  private  Members,  should  be  given  up 
to  the  study  of  horse  racing.  We  have 
heard  a  great  deal  about  horse  racing  this 
afternoon,  but  not  a  word  has  proceeded 
from  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, who  are  now  sitting  on  the 
Front  Bench  like  a  series  of  figures  in  the 
Chamber  of  Horrors  at  Madame  Tussauds. 
The  Government  should  certainly  ex» 
press  some  opinion  on  the  Motion, 
and  I  think  that  some  Member  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench  might 
also  express  some  opinion  regarding 
it.  I  wish  to  ask  Members  opposite 
whether  they  prefer  horse  racing  to 
doing  the  business  of  the  country. 
Let  the  country  judge  between  us.  I 
certainly  hope  the  Government  and 
their  supporters  will  be  very  properly 
condemned  for  their  action  in  this  matter, 
and  for  the  general  indifference  thoy 
have  displayed  when  matters  of  urgent 
public  importance  have  come  up  for 
consideration  in  Committee  of  Supply. 
No  doubt  this  evening  we  shall  have  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  whether  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  are  in 
earnest,  whether  they  care  more  for 
horse  racing,  for  fooling,  for  amusement 
than  for  doing  what  they  are  sent  to 
this  House  to  do,  namely,  to  attend  to 
the  business  of  the  country. 

(7.11.)     The    House   divided: — Aye 
160 ;  Noes  133.— (Div.  List,  No.  115.)  s 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT. 


•o« 


SUPPLY— EDUCATION   ESTIMATES. 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  IV. — Education,  Science,  and 

Art. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,182,224,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neoessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1891,  for 
Public  Education  in  England  and  Wales,  in- 
cluding Expenses  of  the  Education  Office  in 
London." 

Dr.  Tanner 


•(7.22.)  The  VICE  PRESIDENT  op 
the  COCTNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  I  am  sure  that  I  need  scarcely 
ask  for  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
while  I  perform  the  three-fold  task,  first 
of  moving  the  Educational  Estimates 
for  the  current  financial  year ;  secondly, 
of  giving  some  account  of  our  steward- 
ship at  the  Education  Office  in  White- 
hall, and  reporting  the  progress  we  have 
made  during  the  school  year  ending 
August  31,  1889 ;  and  thirdly,  of  giving 
in  some  detail  an  explanation  of  the 
New  Coda  In  performing  that  task  I 
do  not  propose  to  waste  time  in  making 
any  preliminary  statement.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers are  aware  that  increased  attention 
has,  during  the  last  few  years,  been 
directed  in  this  country  to  educational 
matters,  and  that  that  attention  has 
been,  as  it  were,  focussed  by  the  recent 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission.  It  is 
perfectly  true  that  although  in  the 
Estimates  we  shall  be  able  to  show  that 
within  the  last  few  years  there  has  been 
a  gradual  and  a  steady  progress  all  along 
the  line,  yet  both  within  and  without 
the  walls  of  this  House  there  has 
been  a  growing  dissatisfaction  with  the 
existing  state  of  things.  Now,  what  are 
our  proposals,  and  what  is  the  basis  upon 
which  we  rest  them  ?  It  is  impossible 
for  anyone  to  study  the  position  of 
elementary  education  to-day,  compared 
with  what  it  was  a  few  years  ago,  without 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  although 
we  have  attained  a  vast  degree  of 
efficiency  in  our  national  system  of 
education,  there  is  below  the  high-water 
mark  of  efficiency  a  vast  number  of 
schools  which  do  not  do  us  credit,  and 
which,  in  fact,  ought  not  to  exist  at  all 
as  they  now  are.  What  has  been  the 
chief  basis  upon  which  we  have  proposed 

to  proceed  in  making  the  changes  we 
have  brought  about  ?  In  what  we  have 
done,  we  have  sought  to  raise  the  level 
of  the  weak  schools,  and  thus  to  make 
our  elementary  schools  more  generally 
efficient.  In  dealing  with  this  subject 
we  were  confronted  with  various  diffi- 
culties, and  one  of  the  very  first  of  them 
that  met  us  was  that  of  the  qualification 
of  our  existing  staff  of  teachers,  and 
especially  of  our  pupil  teachers.  That 
is  a  question  of  primary  importance,  and 

it  is  one  of  the  first  with  which  we  had 

to  deal  in  framing  our  New  Code.  Of 
course,  in   saying  that,  I  must  by  no 
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means  be  supposed  to  intend  to  cast  a 
elnp  upon  our  present  staff  of  teachers. 
I  do  not  stand  here  as  an  advocate  of 
the  claims  of  the  teachers.  The  teachers' 
record  for  the  last  20  years  is  a  great 
record.  It  is  a  record  of  continnal 
improvement,  not  only  as  regards  the 
general  work  they  have  done,  but  in  the 
constant  increase  in  the  number  of 
children  in  Standard  IV.  and  upwards, 
and  in  the  ratio  that  number  bears  to 
the  number  of  children  in  the  school. 
I  should  like  to  show  by  what  means  we 
propose  to  improve  upon  the  existing 
Code,  and  what  is  the  two- fold  object  we 
have  in  view.  First,  we  deal  with  a 
fundamental  part  of  the  Code,  the  pupil 
teacher  system.  It  has  been  advocated 
by  many  that  the  pupil  teacher  system 
should  be  abolished.  We  propose  to 
strengthen  the  system  as  it  exists.  We 
propose  to  deal  with  pupil  teachers  by 
improving  their  training  and,  above  all, 
by  affording  opportunities  to  leave  their 
profession  to  all  who  are  likely  to  fail  as 
teachers.  In  this  we  are  following  the 
lines  of  the  recommendation  of  the 
Royal  Commission.  Article  34  of  the 
new  Code  lays  down  that 
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"  The  managers  are  bound  to  see  that  the 
pupil  teacher  is  properly  instructed  during  the 
engagement,  and  the  Department  if  satisfied 
that  this  duty  is  neglected  may  decline  to 
recognise  any  pupil  teachers  as  members  of  the 
staff  of  a  school  under  the  same  managers." 

This  throws  upon  managers  the  onus  of 
giving  efficient  instruction  to  pupil 
teachers.  In  Article  41  we  strengthen 
the  successive  tests  to  be  applied  to  pupil 
teachers  before  the  end  of  their  term  of 
engagement.  It  is  laid  down  that  the 
final  examination  of  pupil  teachers  will 
be  the  Queen's  scholarship  examination, 
while  they  will  have  to  produce  the 
same  certificates  as  under  the  old  Code. 
Article  41  {g)  is  most  important ;  it  pro- 
vides that 

"  When  a  pupil  teacher  of  the  first,  second, 
or  third  year  is  reported  by  the  Inspector  to 
have  failed,  the  papers  will  be  further  revised 
in  the  Department  before  the  result  is  commu- 
nicated to  the  managers." 

This  will  enable  the  Department  to  carry 
Out  the  principle  that  these  young  people 
are  not  to  continue  to  overburden  the 
profession  if  they  are  unfit  for  it  by 
allowing  them  to  seek  some  other  calling 
for  which  they  are  more  fitted.  Articles 
47   and   48  improve  the  machinery  of 


training,  and  Article  48  (d)  lays  down 
that 

"  Candidates  who  fail  twice  to  pass  the 
Queen's  scholarship  examination  may  not  be 
again  examined," 

Article  52  provides  that  pupil  teachers 
who  have  obtained  a  place  in  the  first 
class  in  the  Queen's  scholarship  examina- 
tion may  be  recognised  as  "  provisionally 
certificated  teachers,"  to  whom,  however, 
no  certificate  is  issued.  Here,  again, 
we  raise  the  standard  of  efficiency 
for  provisionally  certificated  teachers, 
and  put  a  much  stronger  test 
upon  them.  I  call  special  attention  to 
these  details,  because  they  are  of  the 
utmost  importance.  What  we  are 
anxious  to  do  is  gradually  and  surely  to 
improve  the  standard  of  excellence  in 
the  teaching  profession,  beginning  at  the 
very  foundation.  We  are  anxious  to 
secure  that  all  aspiring  to  follow  teach- 
ing as  a  profession  shall  be  put  through 
much  more  severe  tests,  and  we  further 
wish  to  prevent  the  profession  from 
being  overburdened  by  a  number  of 
teachers  who  are  not  likely  to  do  credit 
to  themselves  or  service  to  the  State. 
On  the  same  lines  we  propose  to  apply 
much  more  severe  tests  to  certificated 
teachers.     By  Article  55 — 

"  Candidates,  for  certificates  must  be  ex- 
amined twice,  and  must  undergo  probation  by 
actual  service  in  school ;  " 

but  teachers  above  20  who  are  now  em- 
ployed will  not  be  affected,  and  ample 
notice  is  given  to  all  others.  It  may 
here  be  convenient  to  state  that  these 
changes  are,  one  and  all,  prospective  ; 
we  do  not  wish  to  give  the  least  shadow 
of  excuse  for  a  grievance  to  any  existing 
teacher  or  pupil  teacher.  In  no  sense  are 
these  changes  intended  to  be  retrospec- 
tive in  their  operation.  By  Article  61 
we  again  raise  the  standard  of  the  test 
to  be  applied  by  providing  that  after  the 
1st  of  January,  1891,  teachers  will  not 
be  permitted  to  superintend  pupil 
teachers  unless  they  have  in  the 
examination  in  second  year's  papers  been 
placed  in  the  first  or  second  division. 
By  Article  62  we  give  another  chance  to 
teachers  to  ba  examined  again  for  the 
qualification tosuperintend  pupil  teachers ; 
and  by  Article  63  we  require  that,  in 
order  to  obtain  a  parchment  certificate, 
a  teacher  must,  after  passing  the 
examination  in  second  year's  papers, 
obtain,  while  continuously  engaged  in 
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one  and  the  same  school,  two  favourable 
Reports  from  an  Inspector  at  two  con- 
secutive annual  visits.  One  important 
change  is  that  we  do  away  altogether 
with  written  endorsements  on  certifi- 
cates ;  we  make  no  distinctions  between 
them ;  we  do  not  classify  them  ;  and  the 
only  distinction  which  will  hereafter 
exist  will  be  the  right  or  otherwise  to 
have  the  superintendence  of  pupil 
teachers.  In  dwelling  upon  these  details 
my  object  is  to  show  that,  while  we  pro- 
pose a  vast  change  in  our  educational 
system,  and  ask  Parliament  to  spend  a 
much  larger  sum  upon  elementary  educa- 
tion, so  far  as  we  are  concerned,  we  are 
determined  to  begin  our  improvements 
at  the  very  foundation  of  our  system  by 
raising  the  qualifications  of  teachers,  and 
through  them  and  by  other  means  we  give 
an  increased  impetus  to  our  educational 
system.  From  this  question  of  teachers  I 
proceed  to  the  most  important  and  what  I 
may  call  the  vital  change,  we  make  in 
the  method  of  assessing  grants.  Here, 
again,  we  proceed  upon  lines  which  have 
been  broadly  and  generally  laid  down  by 
the  Royal  Commission.  They  recom- 
mended a  fixed  grant  of  10s.  We  go 
further,  and  are  more  liberal.  We  pro- 
pose to  do  away  with  the  existing  per 
centage  grant,  the  old  merit  grant,  and 
the  old  fixed  grant,  and  to  establish  a 
fixed  grant  of  12s.  6d.  or  14s.  The 
principle  on  which  the  change  will  be 
worked  will  be  this :  that  in  future 
the  grant  will  be  paid  only  to 
an  efficient  school;  and  the  con- 
ditions of  efficiency  are  laid  down  in 
Articles  86,  98,  and  101.  If  the  condi- 
tions laid  down  are  not  fulfilled  the 
Inspector  must  report  that  the  school  is 
inefficient,  and  the  Department  will  issue 
a  warning  that,  if  improvement  is  not 
made,  and  if  the  school  does  not  come 
up  to  the  standard  at  the  next  examina- 
tion, the  school  will  be  struck  off  the 
list.  On  the  second  adverse  report  14 
days  will  be  allowed  the  managers  to 
appeal :  the  matter  will  then  be  referred 
to  the  Chief  Inspector;  and  then  the 
school  will  be  finally  struck  off  the  list, 
if  the  report  is  still  adverse.  The  next 
question  is,  What  are  the  steps  to  be 
taken  to  avoid  this  catastrophe  1  Here, 
I  admit,  lies  the  real  gist  of  our  scheme ; 
if  in  this  regard  it  breaks  down,  I  admit 
that  the  catastrophe  will  be  great,  and 
also  that  an  enormous  responsibility  will 
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rest  on  those  who  advocate  these  reforms, 
and  .on  those  who  are  charged  with  the 
duty  of  carryiDg  them  out.  We  propose 
to  enable  these  schools  to  attain  to 
efficiency  by  a  twofold  process.  We 
propose  to  improve  the  quality  of  the 
teaching  staff,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
afford  facilities  to  unfit  teachers  to  with- 
draw from  the  profession.  We  also  pro- 
pose, by  fixed  grants  and  by  freedom  of 
classification,  to  tempt  school  managers 
to  take  a  wider  curriculum  by  intro- 
ducing class  subjects,  and  to  add  to  and 
to  improve  the  teaching  staff  for  this 
purpose.  There  is  one  other  fixed  grant 
of  Is.  or  Is.  6d.  for  discipline  and 
organisation,  and  we  put  this  fixed  grant 
on  precisely  the  same  basis  as  the  first 
grant.  If  any  school  should  fail  to  obtain 
this  grant  it  would  be  liable  to  be  struck 
off  the  list.  This  grant  will  throw  a 
further  responsibility  on  managers, 
teachers,  and  all  concerned.  It  will  not 
be  given  to  any  extent,  with  reference 
to  the  teaching  in  elementary  subjects  ; 
and  as  to  discipline  and  organisation,  the 
whole  state  of  the  school  will  come  under 
the  purview  of  the  Inspector.  There 
must  be  evidence  of  good  moral  teaching, 
and  the  school  must  be  well  found.  How 
will  the  application  of  this  grant  affect 
schools  in  general?  There  are  a  large 
number  of  schools  now  obtaining  90  per 
cent,  of  passes  which,  under  the  new 
system,  will  not  actually  be  monetary 
gainers  by  these  changes.  But  there  are 
other  changes  by  which  they  will  be 
gainers,  and  I  think  that  under  this  new 
grant,  and  under  the  new  method  of 
assessing  it,  every  school  in  England 
and  Wales  will  be  enabled  to  come  up, 
at  all  evenis,  to  the  maximum  of 
the  17s.  6<L  limit.  Article  105  of 
the  Code  is  of  very  great  importance.  It 
is  the  Article  which  deals  with  the  small 
rural  schools.  As  the  Royal  Commission 
pointed  out,  it  is  impossible  for  these 
schools  to  attain  anything  like  efficiency 
in  their  present  financial  condition.  We 
have  taken  the  advice  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, and  to  all  schools  situated  in  a 
school  district  of  which  the  population  is 
below  500  we  propose  to  give  an  extra 
grant  of  £10  per  annum.  This 
represents  a  very  considerable  sum,  as 
our  estimate  of  the  number  of  such 
schools  is  4,500.  So  that  if  eacli  and  all 
of  these  accept  our  challenge  and  come 
under  the  regulations  under  which  we 
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assess  the  grants  we  shall  on  this  account 
ask' for  £45,000  per  annum. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
say  what  is  the  average  attendance  in 
these  schools  ? 

*Sra  W.  HART  DYKE :  I  have  not  the 
figures   before   me    just. now,    but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  shall   have  them. 
Besides  this  lump  sum  which  we  propose 
to  give,  these  schools  will  be  able  to  earn 
a  larger  grant  by  becoming  more  efficient, 
and  they  will  be  able  also  to  earn  extra 
grants  ir  efficiency  in    drawing    and 
manual  instruction.       We  are  dealing  in 
no  niggardly  Bpirit  with  these  schools, 
and  the  question  at  once  arises,  "  How 
are  you  going  to  83cure  their  efficiency  V 
We  hope  that  they  will  have  an  improved 
staff,  and  in  Article  105  we  press  upon 
them    the   necessity    of    further    staff 
enlargements.       We      incur    a     great 
responsibility  in  giving  this  money ;  but 
I  think  that  we  shall  be  able  to  bring  such 
pressure  to  bear  upon  the  managers  and 
teachers   as  to  make   the  schools  quite 
efficient.     As  far  as  the  Department  is 
concerned,  it  is  determined  so  to  handle 
these  schools  as  to  bring  them  gradually 
and  surely  into  line  with  the  rest  in  the 
country.     As    to    the    question   of  the 
abolition  of  payment  by  results,  there  is 
much  in  the  late  system  which  has  met 
with  universal  condemnation.       It  is,  no 
doubt,  true  that  the  changes   which   we 
propose  will  give  enormous  relief  to  the 
teachers,  and  while  they  are  not  alone  to 
be     considered,     yet    education     must 
advance  with  much    longer  and  surer 
strides  when  we  have  a  willing  and  con 
tented    profession.     We    are   told  that 
this  new  grant  of  12s.  6d.  is  nothing  but 
a  merit  grant  in  a  new  form ;  but  I  deny 
this.       It  will  be  worked  by  the  Depart- 
ment as  a  fixed  grant  essentially.     And 
if  we  have  another  grant  of  14s.,  it  is 
because  we  do  not  wish  to  reduce  all 
schools  to  one  dead  leveL      In  Article  92 
(power  to  warn  instead  of  withholding 
grantsX  ^ne  words  "  or  a  portion  of  the 
grant"  occur.      These  words  were  not 
inserted  in  any  sense  to  weaken  the  sys- 
tem under  which  this  grant  is  to   be 
assessed.    They  are  merely  to  meet  some 
emergency  or  some  possible  case  where 
the  managers  have  failed  to  comply  with 
some     minor'    requirement,     and    the 
Department  does   not  feel  justified  in 
sweeping   away    the   grant  altogether. 


But  it  will  be  the  essence  of  the  new 
principle  that  the  schools  will  know  what 
their  financial  means  are  exactly.  We 
hope  that  the  result  of  these  changes  in 
the  administration  of  the  assessment  will 
be  to  bring  relief  all  round.  The 
managers  and  teachers  will  no  longer 
feel  bound  by  the  old  system  of  a  mone- 
tary payment  per  head  of  the  scholars. 
The  Inspectors,  we  hope,  will  find  that 
these  reforms  take  away  the  drudgery  of 
their  work,  and  give  them  more  time  for 
chance  inspections,  enabling  them  to 
divide  their  time  more  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  different 
schools.  Then,  as  to  freedom  of  classifi- 
cation, it  is  said  that,  according  to  the 
words  of  the  Instruction,  we  propose  to 
give  a  benefit  with  one  hand  and  to  take 
it  away  with  the  other.  The  words 
to  which  I  refer  are  in  paragraph  14  of 
Instructions  to  Inspectors.  They  have 
given  a  false  impression  abroad,  and 
therefore  we  shall  issue  a  Circular  dis- 
tinctly laying  down  the  views  of  the 
Department.  Under  the  present 
system  the  teacher  may  be  induced 
to  keep  children  in  a  particular 
standard  longer  than  is  desir- 
able. This  will  be  remedied  under  the 
new  system.  But  we  must  take  care 
that  the  privilege  is  not  abused  in  its 
use,  and  we  must  therefore  reserve  to 
the  Inspectors  this  right — that  where 
the  freedom  of  classification  has  been 
abused  to  the  injury  of  schools  they 
shall  have  the  right  to  step  in  and  stop 
it.  There  is  another  matter  to  which 
considerable  reference  has  been  made. 
We  have  resolved  that  recitation  shall 
be  retained,  as  from  all  the  information 
we  have  been  able  to  gather  we  find  it 
would  have  a  very  adverse  effect  on  the 
schools  if  you  did  away  with  the  teach- 
ing of  recitation.  The  Royal  Commis- 
sion strongly  recommended  that  the 
children  should  have  the  advantage  of 
learning  by  heart,  and  one  of  our 
Inspectors  (Mr.  Coward)  speaks  of  recita- 
tion as  a  most  valuable  addition  to  the 
school  curriculum. 

"I  was  glad  to  see  it  made  uniformly  com- 
pulsory in  the  Code  last  year,  because  it  affords 
the  children  an  opportunity  of  storing  up  their 
minds  with  valuable  information." 

I  come  now  to  a  very  important  part  of 
our  Code,  namely,  that  relating  to  the 
school  curriculum.  It  is  true  that  we 
do  not  make  much  alteration  in  the  curri- 
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calum  as  regards  obligatory  subjects, 
but  we  propose  to  make  considerable 
changes  with  regard  to  class  and  extra 
subjects.  In  this  matter,  although  I  at 
one  time  held  a  different  view,  we  have 
decided  to  adopt  the  recommendation 
of  the  Royal  Commission,  and  offer  all 
elementary  schools  a  large  range  of 
alternative  courses  in  class  subjects. 
I  have  already  alluded  to  the  extra  time 
which  will  be  afforded,  and  I  trust  one 
of  the  first  advantages  of  that  will  be  a 
large  extension  of  the  class  and  extra 
subjects  as  part  of  our  elementary  school 
system.  We  hope  further,  by  means  of 
this  extendedtcurriculum,  to  make  school 
life  more  attractive  and  to  abolish  cram. 
We  hope  to  popularise  our  schools  and 
to  make  them  more  attractive  places 
altogether  than  they  are  at  present.  We 
also  hope  by  this  extended  curriculum 
to  supply  scholars  with  a  special  form  of 
knowledge  which  will  be  useful  to  them 
in  their  own  localities  and  at  their  own 
doors.  We  offer  a  complete  syllabus  for 
elementary  science  and  another  for 
history,  while  with  regard  to  English 
we  give  five  courses.  In  geography  we 
give  one  original  course  and  two  alterna- 
tive courses.  In  elementary  science  in 
Class  "D"  there  are  introduced  into 
the  curriculum  important  changes  in 
regard  to  agricultural  teaching.  I 
consider  that  this  question  of  agri- 
cultural teaching  in  our  schools  is 
one  which  has  been  far  too  long  neg- 
lected in  the  rural  districts,  and  that 
the  changes  we  have  made  will  tend  to 
popularise  this  class  of  instruction. 
I  have  detailed  to  the  Committee 
the  generous  and  liberal  manner 
in  which  Parliament  is  to  be  asked 
to  consent  to  our  dealing  with  this 
matter.  I  know  that  grave  responsi- 
bility rests  with  the  Department,  but  I 
fully  accept  it,  and  I  hope  we  shall  be 
able  to  find  some  means  of  inducing 
school  managers  to  consent  to  teach  these 
class  subjects.  I  believe  the  new  system 
we  are  praualpting  will  be  found 
generally  acceptable,  and  I  trust  that  in 
time  the  effect  will  be  seen  of  the  liberal 
grants  we  offer.  In  regard  to  teaching 
cookery  to  girls,  I  may  mention  that  in 
consequence  of  our  exertions  the  girls 
who  learned  cookery  in  1889  showed  an 
increase  of  36  per  cent,  in  that  year, 
and  that  being  the  case  I  see  no  reason 
why,  with  a  more  complete  system,  the 
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increase  another  year  should  not  be 
50  per  cent.  We  all  know  how  desirable 
it  is  in  the  present  state  of  agriculture 
that  children  should  be  taught  matters 
relating  to  agriculture.  They  ought  to 
learn  many  things  about  plant  and 
insect  life.  I  live  in  a  fruit- 
growing district,  where  we  have 
been  subject  to  the  most  fearful 
devastation  by  caterpillars.  At  one 
time  growers  put  it  all  down  to  the 
influence  of  the  East  wind ;  but  now 
they  have  discovered  that  it  was  due 
to  the  ravages  of.  insects,  and  hon. 
Members  who  pass  through  a  fruit 
plantation  will  notice  a  belt  of  glutinous 
substance  around  the  trees,  which  insects 
cannot  pass  over.  With  regard  to 
specific  subjects,  if  hon.  Members  will 
turn  to  Article  15,  they  will  find  that 
considerable  changes  have  been  made. 
It  will  be  found  that  the  Government 
have  met  the  demand  which  has 
been  made  on  them  by  the  Welsh 
Members,  and  have  given  facilities  for 
bi-lingual  teaching  in  Welsh  schools 
for  the  special  purpose  of  relieving 
them  of  disabilities  which  un- 
doubtedly existed,  and  which  deprived 
their  scholars  of  the  same  chances  of 
success  as  children  in  English  schools. 
Then  we  have  introduced  for  the  first 
time  the  teaching  of  German  and 
shorthand,  which  may  be  said  to  apply 
to  commercial  education.  Bookkeepings 
and  physical  training  are  also  introduced 
for  the  first  time,  and  navigation  has. 
also  been  introduced.  With  regard  to 
cookery,  it  has  been  arranged  that  an 
Inspectress  shall  be  appointed  for  this 
subject.  In  the  evening  schools  a  shorter 
number  of  hours  will  be  allowed  for 
teaching  cookery,  and  for  the  first  time, 
again,  the  teaching  of  laundry  work  will 
be  introduced  into  the  elementary 
schools.  I  have  no  doubt  that  those 
subjects  of  cookery  and  laundry  work 
will  prove  very  popular ;  they  are  most 
important  matters,  and  will  most  bene- 
ficially affect  the  comfort  of  the  whole 
of  the  working  population  of  the  country. 
Another  matter  oE  importance  is  that  of 
the  compulsory  teaching  of  drawing  and 
manual  instruction.  Many  fears  have 
been  expressed  with  reference  to  this 
point,  but  it  is  not  intended  to  make 
drawing  compulsory  at  once ;  it  can 
scarcely  be  done,  and  the  process  must* 
be  gradual.    During  the  last  two  years, 
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and  since  the  last  change  was  made, 
great  progress  had  been  made  with 
regard  to  the  teaching  of  drawing.  In 
the  j ear  ending  March,  1889,  drawing 
was  taught  in  3,700  schools  to  845,000 
children,  while  in  the  year  ending  1890 
it  was  taught  in  4,466  schools  to 
1,019,000  children,  which  showed  a 
considerable  advance.  During  the  last 
two  months,  also,  233  schools  have  been 
added  to  the  list.  As  I  have  stated,  it  is 
not  intended  to  make  the  teaching  of 
drawing  compulsory  at  once  ;  but  I  can 
assure  hon.  Members  that  the  Depart- 
ment are  very  earnest  in  the  matter,  and 
it  is  hoped  that  before  many  years  have 
-passed  there  will  be  very  few  schools  in 
which  drawing  is  not  taught.  Some- 
thing like  agreement  has  now  been  come 
to  as  to  the  opinion  that  drawing  and 
manual  instruction  shall  be  combined. 
I  think  it  would  be  wrong  to  introduce 
a  compulsory  system  in  regard  to  such 
a  matter.  In  this  connection  I  should 
like  to  quote  the  recommendations  of  the 
late  Commission  on  Technical  Educa- 
tion with  regard  to  manual  instruction 
and  drawing.  In  the  first  place,  it  is 
recommended  that  manual  instruction 
should  be  given  as  far  as  possible  out  of 
school  hours.  With  regard  to  that  we 
think  it  right  to  agree  to  this,  I  do  not 
say  in  all  cases,  but  in  some  at  all  events. 
The  Commissioners  then  say  : — 

"  Whenever  more  attention  shall  be  given  to 
drawing,  and  especially  to  mechanical  drawing, 
in  the  ordinary  and  higher  elementary  schools, 
it  will  be  proper  and  desirable  that  the  manual 
work  Bhould  be  executed  from  drawings  pre- 
pared by  the  children  themselves." 

That  system  we  propose  to  proceed  upon 
on  starting ;  we  wish  to  test  it.  Some 
people  scoff  at  this  system  of  teaching ; 
but  it  is  one  of  great  importance,  and 
our  object  in  making  these  new  depar- 
tures is  to  cultivate  the  general  intelli- 
gence of  the  child.  In  regard  to  manual 
instruction,  then,  we  propose  to  ally  it 
with  drawing  as  much  as  possible,  and  to 
give  opportunities  to  our  scholars  to 
enable  them  to  draw  from  the  solid. 
We  also  now  propose  to  give  a  grant  for 
manual  instruction.  We  think  it  im- 
portant that  a  grant  should  be  given  for 
it,  and  I  think  we  shall  give  it  on  some 
system  which  will  nearly  approach 
half  the  cost.  That  grant  will  be  outside 
the  17s.  6d.  limit,  and  on  precisely  the 
same  system  as  the  present  grant  from  the 


Science  and  Art  Department.  Before  I 
leave  the  proposals  which  I  am  now 
making  to  the  Committee,  I  should  like 
to  remark  that  they  practically  carry  us 
into  smooth  water  with  regard  to  tech- 
nical education,  for  I  venture  to  urge 
that,  practically,  these  proposals,  coupled! 
with  our  Act  of  last  Session,  will  develop 
until  they  cover  the  whole  ground  of 
technical  education.  In  respect  to  even- 
ing schools,  there,  again,  we  propose  to 
make  a  great  change.  Not  only  Bills 
that  have  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  but  also  discussions  that  we  have 
had,  go  to  show  that  in  this  House  there 
is  complete  unanimity  with  reference  to 
evening  continuation  schools ;  and  when 
I  state  that  we  propose  practically  to> 
establish  such  schools,  I  presume  that 
not  a  single  hon.  Member  will  vote 
against  the  proposal.  There  can  be  no 
question,  then,  that  this  proposal  meets, 
with  universal  approval.  Some  of  the 
Inspectors  have  expressed  their  opinions, 
on  this  matter.  Mr.  Coward,  whom  I 
have  previously  quoted  on  another  im- 
portant matter,  says — 

"  I  come  now  to  the  subject  of  evening 
schools.  1  regret  that  I  have  no  statistics  to- 
offer  for  the  division  to  indicate  what  progress 
(if  any)  is  being  made.  Not  much,  I  fancy,, 
from  the  little  information  that  has  reached 
me.  These  schools  are  the  continuation  schools, 
of  the  day,  and  any  large  development  of  such 
schools  must,  it  seems  to  me,  spring  from  the 
extension  and  organisation  of  the  evening 
school  system." 

Mr.  Sharpe  says — 

"  The  recreative  evening  classes  have  been 
successful  both  in  creating  interest  and  higher 
instruction;  but  they  can  avail  thomselvea 
only  to  a  very  limited  extent  of  the  benefits  of 
inspection,  owing  to  the  necessity  under  the* 
present  Code  of  presenting  all  the  scholars  in 
the  three  R's  before  they  can  be  presented  in 
any  other  subject.  The  chief  demand  in  these 
classes  appears  to  be  for  bookkeeping,  short- 
hand, and  French,  and  for  any  subject  that 
may  be  useful  in  the  scholai's  line  of  life." 

We  propose  to  do  away  with  the  limita- 
tion which  is  here  referred  to.  We 
propose,  it  is  true,  to  put  a  certain  test 
to  every  scholar,  and  there,  I  hope,  I 
shall  be  upheld  by  the  general  opinion 
of  hon.  Members  that  it  is  absurd  to 
establish  continuation  schools  for  scholars 
who  are  not  grounded  in  elementary 
matters.  I  will  not  go  at  any  length  into 
this  subject,  but  it  is  one  which  goes  to  the 
very  heart  of  our  social  system  ;  and, 
when  we  come  to  discuss  the  question  in 
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a  practical  way,  it  is  surprising  to  see 
how  sleepy  and  how  backward  we  have 
been  in  this  respect,  in  spending  millions 
upon  education  minus  these  continuation 
schools.  Worse  than  all,  the  lad  who  is 
injured  most  under  the  present  system 
is  very  often  the  sharpest ;  the  one  who 
has  passed  the  standards  of  education 
the  quickest.  A  boy  of  this  description 
in  a  large  town  has  often  a  bad  chance 
at  home,  and  he  is  pitched  into  the 
streets,  with  all  the  dangers  of  contami- 
nation there,  during  the  huge  gap  that 
exists  between  the  time  that  he  gets 
through  the  standards  and  obtains 
occupation.  We  do  not  wish  in  the 
future  with  our  continuation  schools  to 
shut  out  voluntary  efforts  such  as  those 
of  the  Recreative  Evening  School 
Society  and  other  societies,  and  we  think 
that,  with  proper  care  and  inspection,  we 
shall  be  able  to  follow  out  a  system  by 
which  voluntary  bodies  who  wish  to 
carry  out  a  proper  form  of  amusement 
shall  be  allowed  to  do  so  as  long  as  it  is 
supplemented  by  one  hour  of  solid  work. 
We  feel  strongly  that  we  cannot  bring 
compulsion  to  bear  with  regard  to  these 
evening  schools,  and,  therefore,  we  must 
make  them  attractive.  Now,  with  re- 
gard to  the  change  as  to  the  staff,  I  have 
no  doubt  that  it  will  be  urged  that  we 
have  not  done  enough ;  but  we  make  a 
new  starting  point.  I  know  that  there 
are  scarcely  any  good  schools  which  are 
not  staffed  up  to  the  requirement ;  but 
we  are  raising  the  minimum  requirement, 
and,  therefore,  we  hope  that  this  im- 
provement, though  it  may  not  satisfy  all 
our  critics,  will  materially  raise  the  con- 
dition of  the  staff  in  most  of  our  schools. 
With  regard  .to  day  training  colleges,  I 
know  that  I  shall  be  told  that  the  recog- 
nition of  only  200  students  as  Queen's 
scholars  is  not  enough  ;  but  we  propose, 
at  all  events,  to  add  another  200  next 
year.  With  regard  to  this  matter,  I 
would  invite  free  and  frank  discussion. 
It  is  avowedly  an  experiment,  and  is 
capable  of  expansion.  I  have  been  much 
pressed  by  Members  from  Lancashire 
and  Yorkshire  with  regard  to  our 
present  system  of  half-time,  and  many 
teachers  have  asked  for  more  lenient 
treatment  in  this  direction.  There  is 
no  doubt  that  our  half-timers  have  done 
splendid  work  in  our  schools,  and  I  think 
that,  in  dealing  with  the  question  of 
technical  education,  there  is  no  better 
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argument  than  the  quickness  and 
thoroughness  with  which  half-timers  do 
their  work,  and  it  is  because  they  are 
receiving  what  is  really  technical  educa- 
tion at  the  same  time.  If  I  am  asked 
to  deal  with  this  question,  I  say  that 
I  shall  be  prepared  to  do  nothing 
which  will  destroy  this  splendid  record 
of  work  done  by  half-timers ;  but  there 
are  many  points  which  I  admit  may  be 
dealt  with  more  leniently ;  and  the  De- 
partment propose  to  issue  a  circular 
which  I  believe  will  give  general  satis- 
faction to  teachers,  and  will  also  give 
assistance  to  the  half-timers.  Though  I 
do  not  suggest  that  the  new  Code  is  per- 
fect or  incapable  of  improvement,  I 
submit  with  confidence  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  if  it  is  put  to  the  test  its 
main  provisions  will  live  for  many  years 
as  a  benefit  to  the  education  of  the 
future.  I  should  now  like  to  give  a 
short  statement  of  our  educational  work 
during  the  last  year.  The  sum  granted 
for  expenditure  for  the  financial  year 
ending  March  31,  1890,  amounted  to 
£3,684,339,  and  the  sum  expended  was 
£3,684,264,  showing  a  saving  on  the 
year's  expenses  of  £75.  That  is  run- 
ning it  very  close.  The  sum  voted  for. 
annual  grants  for  day  and  evening 
scholars  was  £3,323,903,  and  the  expen- 
diture £3,326,328,  or  an  excess  of 
£2,425.  This  excess  represents  the 
increased  grant  paid  per  scholar  of 
17s.  10d.,  or  l$a.  per  head.  With 
regard  to  the  estimates  for  the  year 
1890-91  the  figures  are  based  upon  the 
existing  Code ;  therefore,  of  course,  if  the 
new  Code  comes  into  operation  there 
will  no  doubt  be  a  supplementary 
estimate  in  connection  with  that  Code. 
The  sum  required  under  the  existing  Code 
amounts  to  £3,782,224,  being  an  increase 
of  £97,885  over  last  estimates.  The 
annual  grants  for  day  and  evening 
scholars  are  estimated  at  £3,418,366, 
being  an  increase  of  £94,463.  This  in- 
crease is  accounted  for  by  an  increase  of 
45,000  in  the  average  attendance,  and 
an  increase  of  3^d.  in  the  rate  of  the 
grant  per  day  scholar.  Allowance  is  also 
made  for  an  increase  of  4,230  in  the 
average  attendance  at  evening  schools, 
and  of  5d.  in  the  rate  of  grant  per 
scholar.  This  comparison  is,  strictly 
speaking,  one  of  estimates  only,  because 
in  regard  to  actual  results  a  considerable 
discrepancy  is  shown.    In  the  day  schools 
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when  I  look  to  the  liberality,  not  only  of 
voluntary,   but  Board  schools,   I    have 
hopes  that  under  our  new  system  we 
shall  be  able  to  make  our  school  life 
more  popular  and  attractive,  and  so  to 
fill  up  the  large  gaps  which  now  exist  in 
tie  numbers  who  ought  to  be  in  regular 
attendance.     I  should  like  to  give  a  few 
figures   with  reference   to  the   cost  of 
maintenance     per    scholar    in    average 
attendance.      In   the  Board  schools  the 
cost  was  £2  4s.  6£d.,  as  against  £2  4s.  7£d. 
in  the  previous  year,  a  decrease  of  Id. ; 
and  in  the  voluntary  schools  £11 6s.  4d., 
as  compared  with  £1  16s.  4£d.   in  the 
previous  year,    a  decrease    of  £d.      In 
the   Board  schools  outside  London  the 
cost    was     £1     19s.    7£d.,    as    against 
£l  19s.  8d.,  a  decrease  of  Jd.,  and  in  the 
voluntary  schools  £1   15s.  9fd.,  as  com- 
pared with  £1  15s.  8|d.  in  the  previous 
year,  an  increase  of  Id.     In  the  Metro- 
politan   Board    schools    the     cost    was 
£2  19s.  8Jd.,  as  against  £3  0s.  6£d.,  and 
in  the   Metropolitan   voluntary   schools 
£2  3s.  7£d.,as  compared  with  £2  4s.  lfd. 
in  the  previous  year.     And  now,  in  con- 
clusion, I  have  only  to  plead  for  the  pro- 
posals I  have    placed  before  the   Com- 
mittee that  consideration  which  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject  deserves,   and 
although  when  next  Session  arrives  we 
may   find  ourselves    in   regard   to  this 
great     question     perhaps    in    troubled 
waters,  for  pity's  sake  let  us,  while  we 
are  in  smooth  water,  endeavour  to  steer 
this   ship   safe  into  harbour !     If   hon. 
Members  approach  our  proposals  in  a  fair 
and  candid  spirit,  and  if  they  will  for 
the  present,  at  all  events,  thrust  aside  all 
Party  and  sectarian  feeling,  I  believe  we 
may  be  enabled  to  give  effect  to  a  scheme 
by  which  we  shall  secure  a  vast  improve- 
ment in  our  educational    system    and 
raiso  the  young  lives  committed  to  our 
keeping  to  be  a  God-fearing,  industrious 
race,  no  unworthy  citizens   of  a  great 
Empire.     (9.0.) 
*(9.26.)      Mr.    SYDNEY     BUXTON 
(Tower    Hamlets,    Poplar)  :  I    do    not 
propose     to     follow     the     right     hon. 
Gentleman    in    his    remarks   upon   the 
Education     Estimates     for     the    year, 
the     interest     at     the    present     time, 
both  inside  and  outside  the  House,  to 
whose   attention   is  turned    educational 
matters,  centres  upon  the  new  Code.     I 
am  quite  sure  that  on  this  side  there  is 
every  desire  to  deal  with  the  Code  in  an 
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impartial  spirit,  with  an  absence  of  Party 
feeling,  and  any  criticisms  offered  will  be 
made  in  no  unfriendly  spirit.  I  congrata- 
late  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  being 
fortunate  enough  to  hold  office  at  a  time 
ripe  for  the  introduction  of  this  reform. 

(9.27.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Mem- 
bers  were  not  present ;  House  counted, 
and  40  Members  being  found  present, 

*(9.30.)  Me.   BUXTON  :    I  was  con- 
gratulating the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
upon  his  patience  in  having  waited  for 
the  time  when  there  was  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity   of     introducing  a  thorough  re-, 
form  in  our  educational  system,  instead 
of  proceeding  by  small  instalments  on 
different  recommendations  of  the  Royal 
Commission.  Everyone  in  the  House  must 
feel  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has* 
done  what  he  could  to  carry  out  what  is 
in  some  ways  a  revolutionary  reform  in 
the  educational  system.     This  Code,  I 
am  sure,  has  a  happier  prospect  than  the 
Code  of  last  year,  because  the  opposition 
to  the  Code  of  last  year  has  been  practi- 
cally bought  off  by  certain  educational 
concessions.  In  the  first  place,  the  fact  that 
the  proposals  in  regard  to  accommoda- 
tion   are    not    to    be     retrospective    is 
a    concession     to     hon.     Members     on 
the    other  side.    The   remarks    of   the 
President  of  the  Council  in  another  place, 
and  of  the  leader  of  this  House,  with  re- 
ference to  the  question  of  the  17s.  6d. 
limit,  and  the  rating  of  voluntary  schools, 
has  given  heart  to  those  interested  in 
the  voluntary  system ;  and  they  believe 
that,  in  connection  with  the  system  of 
assisted  education,  which  we  expect  will 
be  introduced  next  Session,  the  17s.  6d. 
limitation  will   be  removed,   and    thus 
voluntary  schools  will  be  much  benefited. 
1  objected  to  the  motives  which  actuated 
those  who  opposed  the  Code  of  last  year, 
and    deplored    the   effect  of    that    op- 
position    in    the    withdrawal    of    that 
Code,    yet     the     delay     has     had    its 
advantages,     for     this     Code     is,     in 
many  respects,   a  better  one    than   the 
Draft  Code  of  last  Session.   It  is  simpler 
in  its  nature ;  and  it  strikes  a  heavier 
blow  at  the  payment  by  results  system, 
inasmuch  as  it  provides  two  fixed  grants 
instead  of  three.  It  gives  greater  elasticity 
in  the  curriculum ;  it  gives  teachers  more 
freedom  in  classification ;  and,  in  many 
respects,  it  adds  greatly  to  the  training 
and  efficiency  of  teachers.  The  Code  we  are 
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now  discussing  would,  however,  perhaps, 
be  better  compared  with  the  state  of  things 
that  has  existed  for  the  last  30  years 
than  with  the  Code  of  last  year,  and,  if 
that  is  done,  it  will  be  found  that  it 
effects  what  is  practically  a  revolution  in 
our  educational  system.     In  that  portion 
of  the  Code  which  deals  with  children  in 
infant    schools,    the    change  is  not  so 
great  as  some  of  us  hoped  for ;  it  is  far 
more  a  change  in  name  than  a  change  in 
nature.     But    in    regard    to    the  elder 
children,  we    have   provision  made  for 
what,  I  hope,  is  the  final  abolition  of  the 
pernicious  system    of    percentage    pay- 
ments, and  of  individual  examination  as 
the  basis  of  the  grant.     Again,  we  under- 
stand that  the  pecuniary  position   of  a 
school  shall  no  longer  depend  on  an  ex- 
amination upon  one  day.     That  is  a  very 
great  reform  indeed.     The  new  system 
will     give    greater    financial    stability 
to    the  schools,    and  will    take    much 
worry  from  the  teachers  and  all  connected 
with  schools.    I  cordially  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  teachers 
are  not  alone  to  be  considered,  and  rejoice 
that  while  they  are  to  receive  a  liberty  in 
the  school  which  they  have  not  enjoyed 
before,  the  Inspectors  are  to  recover  the 
liberty  they  lost  under  the  Code  of  Mr. 
Lowe.     They  are  no  longer  to  enter  the 
schools  as  mere  grant  calculators,  but 
are  to  exercise  that  individual  judgment 
and  responsibility  of  which  they  have  so 
long  been  deprived.      With  the   main 
provisions  of  the  Code  I  think  we  shall 
all  agree.     I  do  not  desire  to  criticise 
the  Code  in  an  unfriendly   spirit,  but 
merely  in  the  desire  to  elicit  information, 
and  to  see  whether  it  cannot  in    some 
respects  be  improved.     1  think  it  would 
have  been  better  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  seen  his  way  to  carry  out  the 
proposition  which  was  practically  accepted 
by  the   Government    the  other   night, 
that  there  should  be  one  fixed  grant,  to 
include  not  only  elementary  subjects,  but 
class  subjects  as  well.     It  would  also, 
in  my  opinion,  have  been  better  if  the 
one  fixed  grant  had  included  what  is 
called  the  "  moral  tone  "  of  the  school.  I 
think  we  shall  all  rejoice  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  accepted  the   pro- 
position    of     the    Commissioners     that 
special  care  should  be  taken  to  direct 
the  attention  of  Inspectors  to  the  moral 
tone,   discipline,   obedience,   cleanliness, 
truthfulness,  and  general  character  of 


the  children,  but  I  confess  this  proposal 
becomes  a    little  ridiculous    when    we 
find    that    a    grant    of    Is.    is    to    bo 
given      for      a      sort      of      minimum 
moral    tone,   and    eighteenpence   for  u 
superior  moral  tone  in  the  school.     It 
would  be  better,  I  think,  to  have  had  this 
included  in  the  one  fixed  grant,  and  to  let 
the  Inspector  report  upon  it  in  his  General 
Report.   If  the  system  of  a  fixed  grant  iB 
to    prevail,    it    can    only     be     carried 
out     properly     and    efficiently      if     it 
is  clearly  understood  that  in  the  future  its 
assessment  is  not  to  depend  on  the  exami- 
nation of  one  day  only,  but  that  the  casual, 
visits  of  the  Inspectors  shall  form  an  im- 
portant item  in  the  assessment  of  the 
grants.     I  think  that  what  has  fallen 
from   the   right  hon.  Gentleman   with 
reference  to  the  classification  of  children 
will  be  accepted  with  great  pleasure  and 
satisfaction.    I  understand  that  a  supple- 
mentary Minute  is  to  be  issued,  which 
will    clear  up    the    ambiguity    of    the 
Instructions,  and  provide  that  teachers 
and     managers     shall    have      a     full 
and    absolute    power    of    classification 
in    their    schools,    as  they  think   best, 
according  to  the  ability  and  attainments  of 
the  children  and    irrespective  of    age. 
This  will  be  of  great  advantage,  and  will 
prevent  much  of  the  over-pressure  arising 
from  the  bad  system  that  has  hitherto* 
prevailed.     We  are  glad  to-  find  from  the 
Code   that  managers  in  the  future   are 
to    have    a    full    choice    of    the     class 
subjects     to     be     taken      in     indivi- 
dual schools.     From  both  sides  of  the 
House  there  have  over  and  over  again 
been  protests  against  the  system,  which 
has  so  long  prevailed  in  the  Department, 
of  making  grammar   compulsory  as    a 
first     subject,    and    not    allowing    full 
freedom    of     choice    to    managers    and 
teachers.     I  think   we   shall   find,  now 
that    history,    geography,  and    science 
may  be  [chosen  equally  with  grammar 
that    these     subjects    will     be     taken, 
in     preference     to    the     most    objec- 
tionable   class     subject    of    grammar. 
Recently    the     London    School    Board 
published  the  results  of  their  inquiries 
among  750    departments  of  boys'    and 
girls'     schools     as    to     the    preference 
of  the  teachers  in  the  matter   of   class 
subjects.     In   three  instances   only    did 
the   teachers    declare    a   preference  for 
grammar ;   wliile  no  less  than   421  de- 
clared   grammar    to    be  to    them    the 
3  Y  2 
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least  attractive  and  useful  subject.     Yet 
this  is  the   subject  the  Department  has 
been  forcing  down  the   throats  of  the 
children  all  these  years.     Again,  as  to 
the  subject  of  manual  instruction,  1  am 
glad  to  hear  that  it  is  proposed  to  give 
special  grants  to  encourage  that  subject. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  truly  said 
that  that  will  be  a  great  step  towards  ex- 
tending technical  instruction.     By  far  the 
most  interesting  question,   however,   in 
connection  with  the  Code  is,  how  will  this 
new  fixed  grant  work,  and  what  will  be 
the  result  of  the  introduction  of   these 
a  additional  grants  ?     I  think  we  shall  all 
agree  that  the  abolition  of  the  old  system 
of   percentages  will  do  a  great  deal  to 
humanise  and  improve  the   instruction 
given  in  our  schools ;  and  by  making  it 
more  attractive,  improve  both  the  regu- 
larity and  the  age  of  attendance.     But 
we  want  to  be  sure  that  while  good  results 
will  follow  from  the  reforms  of  the  right 
hpn.  Gentleman  the  institution  of  the  fixed 
grants,  and  the  mode  in  which  they  are 
to  be  carried  out,  will  not  tend  to  lower 
the   standard  of    education;  that    they 
will  not  be  used  to  bolster  up  inefficient 
schools,  or  go  to  relieve  the  pockets  of  the 
.subscribers  to  the  voluntary  schools.     I 
have    every    confidence    that  the   De- 
partment have  a  bond  fide  desire  that 
.the    new    Code    should     represent    no 
.retrograde  step,  but  a  step  forward  edu- 

*  cationally  all  round.  But  I  am  sorry  to 
.  say  some  words  which  fell  from  the  Presi- 
~dent  of  the  Council  in  another  place  the 
~  other  day  arouses  a  little  suspicion  of  the 

real  intention  of  some  of  those  who  are 
.  specially  interested  in  educational 
matters.  The  noble  Lord  said  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  people  of  this 
•country  would,  before  long,  begin  to  ask 
whether  they  were  not  paying  too  much 
for  education  when  it  was  observed 
that  a  "  very  useful  education"  could  be 

♦  obtained  for  £1  16s.  6d.  per  head,  which, 
in  other  cases,  cost  the  country  £3  10s. 
The  noble  Lord  further  hoped  that 
this  subject  would  engage  the 
attention  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. This  comparison  reminds  me 
of  the  wine  merchant's  advertise- 
ment, which  offers  for  36s.  6d.  a  dozen 
a  champagne  as  sound  and  whole- 
some as  that  for  which  elsewhere  we 
pay  70s.  P  But  I  quote  these  words  as 
showing  to  a  certain  extent  the  tendency 
in    the   minds  of  those   who   specially 
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represent  the  voluntary  system.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  omitted  from  his 
speech  one  important  point  affecting  the 
whole  matter.     He  has  failed  to  state 
how  these  new  grants  will  work  in  re- 
gard to  the  poorer  schools;  how  much 
per  head  these  schools  will  receive ;  and 
he  has  also  omitted  to  give  a  general 
estimate  of  the  amount  that  the  new 
Code  will  probably  add  to  our  Educational 
Estimates.     I  am  quite  sure  no  Member 
of  the  House  will  grudge  any  addition  to 
those  Estimates  if  good  educational  results 
are  obtained  for  the  money;  and  I  be- 
lieve, after  careful  consideration,  that  the 
increase  involved  will  be  little  short  of 
£200,000    a    year    additional.     If  that 
money  is  voted  we  shall  want    some 
security  that  it  is  properly  spent    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  what  he 
called  poorer  schools ;  does  he  mean  those 
schools  which  are  in  poor  neighbourhoods 
and  where  the  fees  are  low,  where  the 
inhabitants  are  poor  and   subscriptions 
difficult  to  obtain,  or  does  he  mean  schools 
that  are   poor  because   they  are  badly 
supported  by  those  who  ought  to  sub- 
scribe to  their  maintenance  ;  schools,  in 
short,  which,  from  the  fact  of  their  not 
being  properly  supported,  show  there  is 
no  bond  fide  demand  for  them  ?    How  is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  going  to  insist 
that  for  this  additional  grant  of  money, 
this    additional    bonus    to    the    poorer 
schools,  we  shall  receive  proportionate 
results?     How  is  he  going  to  ensure 
that     the     whole    of     the     additional 
money      shall     go     to     increase    the 
efficiency  of  the  schools,  and  not  in  sub- 
stitution   merely  of  present  voluntary 
subscriptions?     The  original  object  of 
the  State   in  aiding  voluntary  schools 
was   to  stimulate  local  effort,   but,  un- 
fortunately,  the  result  has  been  in  an 
exactly  opposite  direction.      The  addi- 
tional grants  from  the  State  have  merely 
resulted  to  a  large  extent  in  a  diminu- 
tion of  voluntary  subscriptions.     ["No, 
no.,,]     I  would  point  out  to   the  hon. 
Member  who  disputes  that  assertion  that 
the    President    of  the    Council,    speak- 
ing on  this  very  subject  last  year   in 
another  place,  said  that — 

"Voluntary  efforts  had  gone  down  since 
the  17s.  6d.  limit  was  given,  and,  therefore,  if 
funds  were  lavished  without  by  means  of  hard 
and  fast  lines  securing  efficiency,  the  money 
would  go  to  the  relief  of  the  pockets  of  the 
subscribers,  and  not  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
schools." 
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Reference  to  the  Blue  Books  will  confirm 
the  remarks  of  his  Lordship,  and  will 
show  that  in  the  Church  of  England 
schools,  while  the  grants  have  increased 
since  the  17s.  6d.  limit  was  introduced, 
the  amount  of  voluntary  subscriptions 
per  head  have  at  the  same  time  greatly 
fallen  off — the  grants  having  increased 
by  4s.  lOd.  per  head,  and  the  fees 
by  9d.,  while  the  voluntary  subscrip- 
tions have  fallen  by  over  2s.  per  head — so 
that  the  practical  result  of  the  increased 
grants  has  been  that  about  one-half  only 
has  gone  to  promote  the  efficiency  of  the 
schools,  and  the  other  half  has  gone  to 
relieve  the  pockets  of  subscribers.  We 
have  been  told  that  the  17s.  6d.  limit  is 
to  be  removed  next  year  in  connection 
with  assisted  education.  The  result  of 
that  state  of  things,  in  connection  with 
this  new  Code,  will  be  that,  unless  some 
stringent  means  are  taken  to  prevent 
the  new  grants  from  going  to  relieve 
the  voluntary  subscriptions,  those  volun- 
tary schools  will  in  a  vast  number  of 
cases  become  such  only  in  name.  I 
should  not  much  deploro  that  result,  be- 
cause I  believe  that  under  such  a 
system  as  that,  the  public  would  enter 
an  irresistible  demand  for  some 
voice  in  the  management  of  the  schools, 
if  they  are  called  upon  to  pay  so  much 
additional  money  to  them.  But  what 
guarantee  does  the  Code  give  that  the 
schools  will  be  brought  up  to  a  proper 
state  of  efficiency,  and  that  the  "vast 
number  of  schools  that  do  not  do  us 
credit,"  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke,  will  be  made  craditable  or 
extinguished?  I  ventured  to  urge  the 
other  night,  and  I  repeat,  that  in  connection 
with  any  fixed  grant,  such  as  that  pro- 
posed, it  is  necessary  that  the  standards 
of  suitability  and  efficiency  of  the  schools 
should  be  raised.  We  ought  to  insist  also 
that  every  school  shall  be  under  a  proper 
body  of  managers.  I  am  not  speaking 
of  representative  managers,  but  of  pri- 
vate managers.  Too  many  voluritary 
schools  are  at  present  under  no  managers 
at  all ;  they  are  practically  farmed  out 
to  the  teacher,  and  though  the  new  Code 
states  that  a  school  shall  not  be  farmed 
out,  it  does  not  insist  that  there  shall  be 
a  proper  body  of  managers,  or  that  the 
teacher  shall  not  practically  manage  the 
school  and  be  responsible  for  what  is 
done  in  it.  Then  the  condition  precedent 
to  such  proposals  as  are  made,  and  to  such 


a  large  extension  of  grants  t 
schools,  should  be   a  provisi 
upon  an    increased    standai 
ability     of    building,      suffi 
efficiency    of     staff,      and 
curriculum.      It  is  time  tha. 
ward  should  be  made  with  r 
suitability  of  the  buildings,  ai 
allotted  to  the  children,  and 
sisted  on  as  necessary  for  II 
Should  be  also  insisted  on    i 
for  voluntary    schools.       1 
Schedule  7  in  the  Appendix  I 
it  is  stated,  in  reference   t : 
point,  that  "  sanitary  laws  i  : 
a  school  as  in  a  hospital,"}  : 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  t< 
number  of  schools  of  a  mo  ; 
character  to  continue   ovei 
does  not  insist  that  .they  shi 
up  to  a  proper  state  of  ac   i 
No   one   wishes  to  insist    • 
square  feet  of  space  per  cl    \ 
the  present  limit,  should 
and  applied  immediately  i 
but  I  certainly  think  thai    ■ 
ment  ought  to    be   made 
that     direction     in     exisl 
I  congratulate   the  right      i 
man     on     the     fact     tha 
of  his  exertions  will  be  an     i 
efficiency  of   individual  1     i 
unfortunately,  the  Code  d     i 
little  to  increase  the  staff 
and  yet -this    was     a    pc      ; 
both  the  majority  and  n 
Royal  Commission  most  st      i 
The     Commission   report 
of  a  considerable  additio      < 
but  the  right  hon.  Gent       i 
little  or  nothing  in  his  Co 
to  that  recommandation       ' 
to  the  question  of  curr       i 
that,  so  far  as  optional  s 
cerned,  the  Code  is  an  im       i 
ment  on  its  predecessors,        i 
to  obligatory  subjects,  he        • 
fails  far  short  of  what         • 
elude.  Here,  again,  all  th        i 
agreed  that  it  is  essentia        I 
tory  subjects  in  elementa        1 
be  raised  above  the  "t 
the  right  hon.  Gentlema         I 
school  to  obtain  the  m 
13s.  6d.,  including  the  d 
even  if  it  only  teaches  ' 

and  drawing  and  needle 
may  be  necessary  in  1  \ 

rural    schools,    but   to 
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minimum  examinations  in  our  ordinary 
schools  should  at  the  very  least  include 
one   class  subject.     With    such  a    low 
standard  of  efficiency,  much  will  dep3nd 
on  the  administration  by    the    Depart- 
ment, whether  schools  are  kept  up  to  the 
mark.     1  have  grave  doubts,  whether, 
under  present  auspices  the  Department 
will    have    the    strength    of    mind    to 
extinguish  schools   not   really   efficient. 
It      is     essential     that     if    a    school 
does      not      come    up      to      the     low 
standard  fixed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man it  should   not  receive  the  grant. 
[Sir    W.     Hart    Dyke  :     Hear,    hear.] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  "Hear, 
hear ;"  but  I  am^afraid  he  will  find  it  is 
not  quite  so  easy  as  he  expects — at  all 
events,  as  long  as  he  sits  on  those  Benches, 
and  the  same  hon.  Members  sit  behind 
him.      It  would   be   a  different   thing 
altogether  if  some  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  were 
sitting  on  that  side.     Appeals  will   be 
made  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad 
misericordiam ;  and  it  will  be  strongly 
urged  upon  him,  that  if  particular  schools 
are     extinguished     their    places      will 
be  taken  by  the  hated    Board  schools, 
and   it    will    require  great    strength  of 
mind  on  his  part  to  resist  these  appeals. 
The     right      hon.      Gentleman    cannot 
do  everything  at  once ;  but  I  think  we 
may  give  him  fair  warning  that,  as  far 
as  we  are  concerned,  we  shall  not  be  con- 
tent to  allow  continued  overcrowding, 
continued  under-staffing,  and  a  miserable 
and  stinted  curriculum.     1  congratulate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Code, 
which  I  believe  will  do  much  for  educa- 
tion.     Although  I  think  it  is  in  some 
respects  inadequate,  1  desire  to  give  the 
right    hon.   Gentleman    full   credit  for 
having  done   more  for  our  elementary 
education  than  any  Minister,  with  the 
exception,  perhaps,  of  Mr.  Forster,  and 
I  hope  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  will 
continue  in  the  course  he  has  so  well 
begun. 

*(10.8.)  Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Worcester- 
shire,  Evesham)  :  I  desire  to  join  in  the 
congratulations  to  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  on  the  able  and  satisfactory 
statement  which  he  has  made.  I  an 
certainly  about  to  offer  a  few  criticisms 
upon  the  new  Code.  Indeed,  it  is  hardly 
of  any  use  for  independent  Members  to 
be  here  unless  they  criticise.  But  still 
I  shall  imitate  the  example  of  the  hon. 
Mr.  Buxton 


Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  in 
approaching    the    Code     in     the    most 
friendly  spirit.     I  cordially  acknowledge 
that    it    has     already    attained     great 
popularity    in    educational    circles.       I 
desire  at  the  outset  to  acknowledge  the 
popular    improvements    in     regard    to 
evening  classes,  manual  and   technical 
instruction,  the  relaxation  of  several  con- 
ditions, which  in  the  last  Code  alarmed 
the  voluntary  schools,  the  improvement 
in  respect  of  pupil  teachers,  the  division 
of  schools  into  two  classes,  efficient  and 
non-efficient,  the  comprehensive  provision  , 
which  is   entrusted    to  the  Inspectors 
under  the  head  of  discipline,  the  singular 
privileges    granted     to     poor     country 
schools — and  to  rural  schools  in    con- 
stituencies such  as  that  which  I  represent 
— and  the  benefits  conferred  by  Articles 
102   to    105  of  the   Code,    which    will 
long   be    considered  as   embodying  the 
Magna    Charta    of  those    schools,     the 
grant  for  practical   science  outside  the 
17s.  6d.  limit,  and  the  relief  all  round  to 
pupils,  teachers,  and  managers.     Lastly, 
of  course,  I  acknowledge  the  progress,  I 
might  almost  say  the  giant  strides,  which 
have    been    made    by    my    right  hon. 
Friend  for  the  attainment  of  those  two 
objects  which  are  nearest  and  dearest  to 
the  hearts  of  all  educationalists,  namely, 
the    abolition    of    payment   by    results 
(by  individual   examination),    and    the 
entire  freedom  of  classification.     I  admit 
my  right   hon.    Friend    has    gone    far 
in  that  direction,  though  I  cannot  say, 
as  a  practical  man,  that  he  has  gone  far 
enough  or  reached   the  goal  which  he 
apparently  hopes  he  will  attain.     I  have 
heard  it  said  by  some  educationalists  that 
under  a  strict  system  of  administration, 
the  collar  might  be  kept  almost  as  tight 
on  the  neck  of  the  schools  with  respect  to 
payment  by  results  by  the  new  Code  as 
by  the  old.     That  is   certainly  an  ex- 
aggerated expression,   but  we   who  are 
engaged  in  the  work  and  wear  the  shoe 
know  where  the  pinch  is.     With  respect 
to  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Poplar  said 
as  to  there  being  danger  lest  the  advant- 
ages   conferred     on    voluntary    schools 
should  be  made  use  of  for  the  purpose  of 
saving    the    pockets    of  subscribers,    1 
should  answer  in  general  terms  that  all 
such  abuse   is  guarded  against  by  the 
functions  entrusted    to    Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors.       Everything    will    depend 
upon    the    Inspector's    Report.     He   is 
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bound  to  see  that  the  bounty  of  the 
State  is  properly  used.  If  the  Export  is 
unfavourable  it  will  carry  grave  con- 
sequences to  the  school.  Undoubtedly 
the  system  which  is  now  inaugurated  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  does  impose  re- 
sponsibilities on  Inspectors,  but  they 
are  thoroughly  well  able  to  bear 
that  burden.  I  now  approach  the  two 
subjects  I  wish  to  criticise.      First,  as  to 

Eayment  by  results.  The  schools  will  be 
y  the  new  Code  divided  into  grades 
according  to  merit;.  In  infant  schools 
there  will  be  two  such  grades.  Even 
with  the  discipline  grant  there  will  be 
two  grades.  So  with  the  12s.  6d. 
and  14s.  grants,  there  are  virtually 
two  grades  of  day  schools  for  elemen- 
tary subjects.  This  tends  to  individual 
examination  to  determine  the  grades, 
and  this  tendency  is  strengthened  by 
paragraph  12  of  the  Instructions  to 
Inspectors.  Then  paragraph  23  of 
the  Instructions  regarding  arithmetic 
amounts  to  individual  examination. 
There  are  to  be  separate  grants  for  class 
subjects,  needle  work,  and  singing,  but 
all  the  various  grades  and  such 
grants  must  necessitate  a  great  deal  of 
individual  examination.  I  do  not  think 
they  will  necessitate  such  examination 
all  round,  but  they  will  cause  a  great 
•deal  of  it,  and,  to  a  considerable  extent, 
keep  up  the  system  of  examination 
•which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  very 
properly  denounced  this  afternoon.  1 
need  not  now  labour  this  point,  having 
recently  (9th  May)  addressed  the  House 
fully  on  this  subject.  But,  as  regards 
^examination,  I  desire  it  to  be 
understood  that  there  is  no  fear 
on  the  part  of  educationalists  of 
examination  as  such.  We  quite  under- 
stand that  there  must  be  examination 
occasionally  and  casually  of  scholars, 
according  to  circumstances.  It  is  the 
individual  examination  all  round,  as  a 
t2st  for  the  grant,  that  we  so  strongly 
deprecate.  We  desire  that  the  Inspector 
should  see  the  teacher  examine  the 
scholars.  We  have  no  fear  so  long 
as  they  are  examined  in  the  subjects 
which  they  have  been  taught,  and  by  a 
person  who  understands  the  teaching. 
Of  course,  any  scholar  is  liable  to  be 
•examined,  and  the  knowledge  of  this 
liability  has  a  wholesome  effect.  As 
regards  this  point,  I  need  scarcely 
«dvert  to  Article  92,  which  says  that  a 


portion  of  the  grant  may  be  withheld. 
That  has  been  admitted  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  to  be  open  to  objection. 
Why?  It  is  open  to  this  objection, 
that  the  grant  may  be  withheld  from 
the  very  school  that  needs  it  most,  that 
an  inefficient  school  will  be  rendered 
permanently  inefficient  by  having  its 
grant  partially  taken  away.  Such  a 
school  should  receive  the  grant  in  full, 
so  that  it  may  have- the  financial  means 
of  rendering  itself  efficient;  otherwise  its 
inefficiency  will  be  established.  We  wish 
to  make  schools  efficient  by  giving  them 
the  means  to  render  themselves  so  under 
the  penalty  of  being  extinguished  if  they 
fail.  Secondly,  I  desire  to  offer  a  few 
remarks  upon  the  question  of  freedom 
of  classification.  That  is  a  subject  upon 
which  educationalists  feel  the  gravest 
anxiety.  I  admit  that  very  much  has 
been  done  in  this  direction  by  the  new 
Code,  but  not  nearly  enough.  Article 
101  of  the  new  Code  has  two 
clauses,  each  one  of  which  prescribes 
that  every  student  must  be  advanced 
one  standard  per  annum.  That  destroys 
all  freedom  of  classification.  There  will 
be  no  such  thing  as  freedom  of  classifica- 
tion so  long  as  those  two  clauses  remain 
in  the  Code.  What  is  the  cause  of  the 
commonly-observed  phenomenon  that  in 
every  class  certain  scholars  are  below 
the  mark?  It  is  because  they  were 
of  necessity  advanced  into  the  standard. 
Children  cannot  earn  the  grant  two 
years  running  in  the  same  standard,  and 
the  consequence  is,  they  are  made  to  go 
on  from  standard  to  standard  year  by 
year.  For  the  same  reason  every  class 
has  some  scholars  above  the  mark,  who 
might  have  been  pushed  on  had  it  not 
been  for  the  one-standard-per-annum- 
system.  This  I  submitted  to  the  House 
in  my  speech  of  9th  May,  showing  that 
in  every  class  one  quarter  is  above 
and  one  quarter  below  the  mark, 
leaving  only  the  remaining  half  at  the 
average  level.  The  same  tendency 
exists  in  the  new  Code.  Such,  also, 
is  the  effect  of  paragraph  5  of  the 
Instructions.  That  paragraph  relates  to 
backward  children  being  kept  in  the 
class  where  they  are.  If  they  are  so 
kept  grave  reasons  must  be  stated  and 
recorded.-  That,  of  course,  is  a  check 
upon  the  teacher.  He  has  to  show 
the  reasons  to  the  Inspectors,  who  may, 
or  may  not,  approve, .and  the  consequence 
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is  the  teaoher  will  hesitate  to  adopt  the 
system.     Again,    paragraph   14  of    the 
Instructions  relates  to  separate  classifica- 
tions  of  scholars  for  examination  in  diffe- 
rent subjects.   It  is  stated  that  such  cases 
must  be  very  rare.  That  clearly  indicates 
to  the  teachers  that  they  are  not  to  adopt 
this  plan   unreservedly.     I  understand, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  will  issue  some 
Circular  explaining  the  point.    I  suggest 
that  the  simplest  and  the  shortest  course 
would  be    to    omit    this   objectionable 
paragraph.     Whether     my    right    hon. 
Friend   is   or    is    not   able    to    modify 
the     Code    as    regards    the    payment 
by     results    on    examination,    I    earn- 
estly   entreat   him    to  look  favourably 
upon    the  suggestions  we    made    with 
respect  to  the  freedom  of  classification. 
If  he   will  dp  something  more  in  this 
Code  in  this  respect  he  will  earn  addi- 
tional   gratitude.     We  hope  the   right 
hon.    Gentleman    will  see  his  way  to 
simplify    the    grants    still    further,    to 
amalgamate  the  12s.  6d.  and  the  14s. 
grants,  and  the  disciplinary  grant,  and 
the    grant    for    class    subjects,    needle 
work,   and  singing,  all  into  one  grant, 
and    then    entrust     the    rest    to    that 
most   trustworthy    class  of    men,    Her 
Majesty's  Inspectors.     That  is  the  goal 
at  which  we,  who  are  engaged  in  educa- 
tional work,  aim,  so  that  we  shall  not  have 
individual  examination  all  round  in  any 
subject    except    the     specific    subjects 
which  are  beyond  the  elementary  sub- 
jects, beyond  all  class  subjects,  relating 
only,  as  they  do,  to  special  branches  of 
literature,  languages,  science,   and    art. 
But  if  that  cannot  be  done   I  entreat 
my    right    hon.    Friend    to    do     what 
little  he   can,    even    at    this    eleventh 
hour,   to  make  the    boon    of    freedom 
of  classification  absolute,  unconditional, 
and  complete,  and    so  earn    the   grati- 
tude   of  all   men  who    are    doing   the 
work    of    education    in    this    country. 
I  need  not  dwell  on  the  desirability  of 
the  School    Accounts   being  subject  to 
public  audit  without  being    published. 
But  I  ought  to  say  a  few  words  upon 
the  question  of  trained  and  untrained 
teachers.     It  will  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  Committee  that  Articles  31  and  73 
in  the  Code  recognise  a  difference  between 
these  two  classes  of   teachers.     In  the 
first  place,  Article   31   speaks    of    two 
categories,  trained  and  untrained,  and 
Article  73  makes  a  trained  teacher  count 
Sir  R.  Temple 


for  70  scholars,  and  an  untrained  teacher 
for    60    scholars.      This    distinction    is 
grievously  felt  by  a    very    large    and 
important     and    experienced    class    of 
teachers     who     are     called     untrained. 
Moreover,  the  retention  of  this  nomen- 
clature is  felt  to  be  'most  unfair  to  the 
untrained  teachers.     What  does  it  really 
mean  ?     One  would  suppose  that  there  is 
some  grave  distinction  between  the  two 
classes,  but  this  is  not  the  case.     The 
distinction   is  of    a   very    narrow    and 
technical  character.     A  trained  teacher 
is  one  who  has  been  through  a  training 
college,  while  an   untrained   teacher  is 
one  who  has  been  trained  outside  the 
colleges.      But  the  so-called  untrained 
teacher  has  passed  the  same  examinations 
and  has  obtained  the  same  certificate,  and 
perhaps  has  had  larger  and  longer  experi- 
ence than  the  so-called  trained  teacher. 
The  reason  for  there  being   untrained 
teachers  is  that  we  have  not  had  training- 
colleges  for  all  the  candidates.    We  still 
have  notenough.  I  reckon  that  about  2,500 
teachers  are  required  every  year  to  fill! 
up   the  gaps    in    our    national    service 
of  education,  but  the  training    colleges- 
can    only     turn     out     1,500   annually. 
That  leaves   a  residue   of   1,000.     The 
difficulty  was  far  greater  in  former  yearsv 
Considering  that  our  untrained  teachers 
are  often  untrained  through  no  fault  of 
their  own,   considering  thai  they  have 
the  same  qualifications,  the  same  examina- 
tions, and  as  long,  if  not  longer,  experi- 
ence, I  say  it  is  not  quite  fair  to  them  to 
perpetuate    this     invidious    distinction, 
especially  as  it  is    marked    by    words 
which    will    carry     an     unfavourable 
impression  outside.  We  ought  to  abolish 
the  terms  trained  and  untrained  and 
substitute  something  else.     But,  at  all 
events,  it  is  very  hard  upon  managers, 
that  a  trained  teacher,  perhaps  a  young 
man  fresh  from  college,  should  count  for 
70  scholars,   while  an  untrained  man, 
who   perhaps  has  done  yeoman  educa- 
tional work,  should  count  for  60  only. 
I  am  extremely  obliged  to  the   Com- 
mittee for  having  listened  to  the  criti- 
cisms I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  make.  There 
are  some  verbal  Amendments  standing 
in    my  name    which   would    give  full 
effect  to  the  Resolution  I  had  the  honour 
to  submit  to  the  House  the  other  day, 
and  which,  in  general  terms,   my  right 
hon.  Friend  accepted.     Whether  I  really 
propose  those  Amendments  depends  upoa 
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whether  I  am  able  to  obtain  some  conces- 
sions from  my  right  hon.  Friend.  But 
as  I  resume  my  seat  I  ought  to  notice 
the  allusions  my  right  hon.  Friend  made 
to  the  school  maintenance  charges  nnder 
the  School  Board  for  London.  Of  course, 
I,  for  one,  quite  admit  that  they  are  too 
high,  and  so  I  declared  in  my  recent 
Financial  Report  to  the  Board.  Nobody 
is  better  aware  than  I  am  of  the  great 
strides  which  have  been  made  in  educa- 
tional progress,  but  when  we  recollect  what 
Mr.  Forster  said  as  to  the  school  rate  I 
think  we  must  consider  the  present 
expenditure  as  going  beyond  the  limits 
which  the  ratepayers  had  a  right  to 
anticipate.  How  long  this  annual  pro- 
gress of  educational  taxation  will  be  con- 
tinued and  tolerated  I  cannot  say,  for 
that  is  a  question  for  those  who 
elect  the  Board,  but  I  must  add 
that  although  the  expenses  are  high 
the  efficiency  is  high  also.  I  can 
only  express  my  admiration  of  the 
truly  magnificent  work  which  has  been 
done  as  at  least  being  a  return  in  part 
for  the  expenses  which  are  incurred. 

(10.34.)  Sib  H.  E.  ROSCOB  (Man- 
chester, S.) :  I  desire  to  express  satis- 
faction and  to  thank  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  for  having  for  the  first 
time  carried  out  some  of  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Technical  Education,  on  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  serve,  and  I  wish  to  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  we 
welcome  his  proposals  to  give  a  grant  for 
manual  instruction.  That  does  not 
•appear  in  the  Code,  but  we  have  learned 
with  great  satisfaction  that  the  grant 
will  be  made  for  this  most  important 
new  form  of  hand  and  eye  training.  I 
am  also  particularly  pleased  to  find  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  taken  to 
heart  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mission that  drawing  and  manual 
instruction  should  go  together.  We 
have  now  in  this  Code  laid  that  founda- 
tion for  technical  instruction  which 
many  of  us  have  been,  for  some  time, 
hoping  might  be  laid,  and  I  must 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
most  heartily  on  having  accomplished  so 
much.  It  appears  that  drawing  is  not 
to  be  made  compulsory  in  all  classes, 
but  it  is  very  important  to  know  what 
are  the  instructions  given  to  the 
Inspectors  as  to  the  exceptions  to  draw- 
ing    in    elementary     schools.       It     is 


gratifying  to  find  that  already  great 
progress  has  been  made  in  the  direction 
of  technical  instruction  in  the  larger 
towns,  and  I  am  sure  we  may 
look  forward  with  great  hope  to 
increased  progress  in  this  matter. ' 
Of  the  importance  of  the  introduction 
of  elementary  science  the  Committee  is 
well  aware,  and  in  the  present  Code  the 
Vice  President  has  done  much  to  assist 
the  teaching  of  elementary  science, 
whioh  at  present  may  almost  be  said  to 
be  dead  in  the  country,  for,  while  many 
thousands  of  schools  take  up  geographical 
subjects,  I  am  ashamed  to  say  that  only 
a  score  of  schools  deal  with  elementary 
science.  We,  however,  wish  to  see  a 
step  further  in  this  direction,  namely, 
that  no  school  shall  be  considered  effi- 
cient which  does  not  provide  in  the  three 
first  standards  for  a  graduated  scheme  of 
object  lessons.  This  is  not  insisted  upon 
in  the  Code,  but  we  shall  never  lay  a 
firm  foundation  for  teaching  technical 
subjects  until  we  have  made  object 
lessons  compulsory  as  a  continuation  of 
the  Kindergarten  instruction,  which  is 
given  now  and  with  which  everybody  is 
so  well  pleased.  Such  a  course  has  been 
again  and  again  urged  by  the  Technical 
Commission  as  well  as  by  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Elementary  Education, 
and  there  is  no  reason  why  it  should 
not  be  insisted  upon.  But  while  ao 
knowledging  that  much  has  been  done 
and  that  much  progress  has  been  made, 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  some  of  the 
alternative  courses  proposed  are  not 
satisfactory.  In  my  opinion,  the  special- 
isation of  science  subjects  should  not  be 
made  in  the  first  four  standards,  for  it 
seems  impossible  that  children  even  in 
the  Third  Standard  can  begin  to  study 
such  subjects  as  light,  heat,  magnetism, 
or  electricity.  It  would  be  much  better 
to  have  a  general  course  of  object 
lessons,  including  simple  facts  and  prin- 
ciples chosen  from  several  branches  of 
science.  That  would  do  more  to  instruct 
and  amuse  the  children  than  specialisa- 
tion at  an  earlier  period.  It  is  time 
enough'  to  specialise  when  we  get  to  the 
Fourth  Standard.  May  we  not  ask  for 
some  alteration  in  the  Schedule  in  this 
respect  1  Surely  some  alternative  course 
might  be  provided  ?  In  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Technical  Education  it  is  pointed  out 
that  science  instruction  may  properly  be 
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encouraged  by  an  additional  grant.  It  is 
more  expensive  and  more  difficult  to  teach 
than  ordinary  Bnbjects,  and  if  some 
increased  amount  could  be  given  in  those 
schools  in  which  elemsntary  scionce  is 
taught,  we  should  see  this  most  impor- 
tant subject  established  on  a  proper 
footing.  With  regard  to  science  teaching, 
I  see  in  Article  35  provision  is  made 
for  assistanca  to  the  Inspectors  in  framing 
questions  and  marking  the  answers 
in  examination,  but  no  provision  is  made 
for  assistance  in  oral  examinations, 
which,  in  the  earlier  standards,  are 
better  than  examination  by  paper.  I  do 
trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  con- 
sider the  desirability  of  giving  such 
assistance.  As  to  the  question  of 
training  teachers,  we  all  welcome  the 
proposal  to  permit  the  existence  of  day 
training  colleges,  and  I  think  it  would 
be  well  that  they  should  be  attached  to 
institutions  of  repute,  where  the  teachers 
may  be  brought  into  contact  with  men  of 
high  culture.  A  wise  step  is,  it  seems 
to  me,  about  to  be  taken,  but  admittedly 
it  is  only  an  experiment,  and  I  regret 
that  it  is  sd  limited.  And  there  is  another 
important  point  with  regard  to  the  train- 
ing of  taachers.  The  third  year  is  the 
year  in  which  the  most  progress  is 
usually  made  by  the  student,  and  yet  I 
cannot  find  that  any  grant  is  to  be  made 
for  that  year. 

•Sir  W.  HART  DYKE :  That  point  is 
cinder  consideration. 

Sir  H.  ROSCOE :  I  desire  to  again 
offer  my  congratulations  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  this  most  important 
improvement  which  the  Code  introduces 
into  elementary  education.  I  believe  it 
may  be  said  to  mark  an  era  in  the  educa- 
tional progress  of  the  country.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  an  extra  amount  will 
have  to  be  given  to  these  schools,  I 
would  urge  upon  the  Vice  President 
the  importance  of  their  being  made 
efficient,  for  that  is  the  whole  gist  of 
the  question,  and  I  trust  we  may  rely 
on  his  taking  care  that  efficiency  is 
secured. 

(10.45.)  Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan) : 
I  have  devoted  many  years  of  my  life  to 
the  subject  of  education,  and  I  therefore 
feel  bound  to  take  part  in  this  Debate. 
I  desire,  in  the  first  place,  to  acknow- 
ledge in    the  fullest  and  most  ample 
.manner  the  consideration  given  by  the 
Government  to  the    suggestions  made 
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in  connection  with  the  Code  of  last  year 
by  those  interested  in  voluntary  schools. 
I  believe  that  in  consequence  of  these 
suggestions  the  Code  has  been  greatly 
amended,  and  the  cause  of  national 
education  has  been  advanced  in  this  as 
in  many  other  particulars.  It  has  been 
shown  that  the  friends  of  voluntary 
schools  were  acting  in  accord  with  the 
true  interest  of  national  education. 
There  is  also  a  greater  identity  of  senti- 
ment and  of  feeling  between  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Royal  Commission 
and  the  Code  of  this  year  than  was  to  be 
found  by  comparison  of  last  year's  Code 
with  these  recommendations.  With 
reference  to  what  has  been  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Poplar  as  to  the  dimi- 
nution of  contributions  to  voluntary 
schools  being  in  proportion  to  the  in- 
crease of  the  grant,  I  last  year  quoted 
some  figures  on  that  point,  which 
showed  that,  although  for  a  short  time 
there  had  been  a  diminution,  yet 
it  had  been  followed  by  an  increase. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Brightside  Division  of  Sheffield 
dissents  from  that,  but  the  real  facts  are 
as  I  have  mentioned.  To  be  perfectly 
frank,  I  am  bound  to  admit  that  the 
voluntary  contributions  for  the  last  year 
for  which  they  are  published  do,  as  com- 
pared with  the  preceding  Returns,  show 
a  diminution  to  the  colossal  and  over- 
powering extent  of  £63.  Therefore  that 
accusation  is,  I  think,  not  well  founded. 
♦Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  The  Re- 
turns of  the  Education  Department  show 
that  the  contributions  per  head  are  sub- 
stantially less  than  they  were  10  years 
ago. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  :  I  am  speaking 
now  of  the  absolute  figures,  and  I  am 
perfectly  sure  that  I  am  accurate  in  my 
statement.  Allusion  has  been  made  to  a 
speech  by  Lord  Cranbrook  on  this  subject 
in  the  course  of  last  year.  Well,  I  do 
not  think  that  that  speech  increased  the 
reputation  of  the  noble  Lord  as  a  states- 
man; but  I  am  certain  that  it  caused 
very  great  pain  to  the  friends  of  the 
Government  and  to  the  friends  of  volun- 
tary schools.  Now,  I  feel  a  very  great 
obligation  to  the  Government  for  the 
changes  they  have  made  in  this  Code ; 
but  I  may  be  allowed  to  express  regret 
that  while  the  17s.  6d.  limit  has  been 
modified  with  reference  to  country 
schools,  it  still  remains  as  regards  town 
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schools.  In  the  borough  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent  I  find  that  in 
the  schools  in  the  poorer  districts  the 
grant  from  the  under  17s.  6d.  limit  ex- 
tends to  £40,  £45,  or  £50  a  school.  And  I 
am  not,  on  this  point,  appealing  merely 
on  behalf  of  Church  of  England  schools ; 
the  poorer  schools  of  all  denominations 
are,  as  I  say,  disadvantageous^  affected 
by  this  limit.  Now,  as  a  Lancashire 
man,  and  as  a  Member  for  a  Lancashire 
constituency,  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  in 
my  opinion,  the  Roman  Catholic  schools 
have  done  very  good  work  in  that  county, 
and  I  hold  we  ought,  to  remove  every 
possible  hindrance  to  the  successful  con- 
tinuation of  their  labours.  But  I  find 
that  the  fine  upon  voluntary  schools, 
which  amounted  to  £32,000  in  1888-9, 
amounted  to  £36,000  in  1889-90, 
and  I  hope  that  the  Government 
will  see  their  way  to  removing  this 
grievous  burden  from  these  schools. 
Its  existence  is  an  injury  bo  the  cause  of 
education.  We  have  for  many  years 
impressed  upon  the  Government  the  im- 
portance of  laying  before  the  House 
simultaneously  with  the  Code  the  instruc- 
tions to  Inspectors.  This  year  they  have 
done  so,  and  the  result  has  been  the  dis- 
covery  that  what  the  Government  are 
giving  with  one  hand  in  the  Code  they 
are  proposing  to  take  away  with  the 
other  hand  by  means  of  their  instruc- 
tions. I  am  glad  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  promised  to  amend  this,  and  I 
trust  that  on  future  occasions  we  shall 
always  be  allowed  to  see  the  instructions 
before  the  House  is  asked  to  sanction  the 
Code.  In  connection  with  the  subject  of 
technical  education,  I  am  glad  the  Depart- 
ment are  inaugurating  a  system  by  which 
technical  colleges  will  be  established  for 
the  higher  teaching,  and  that  only 
elementary  teaching  in  technical  subjects 
will  be  attempted  in  the  lower  schools. 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  on  the  ques- 
tion of  payment  by  results.  I  am  glad 
that  the  obsolete  system  of  payment  by 
results  has  been  abolished,  but  1  am 
sure  that  Parliament  will  never  grant 
£3,500,000  a  year  for  educational  pur- 
poses unless  it  is  assured  that  the  schools 
are  efficient.  What  says  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  on  this  point  1  I 
will  read  it  to  the  Committee — 

"  We  are  convinced  that  the  distribution  of 
the  Parliamentary  Grant  cannot  be  wholly 
freed  from   its  present  dependence    on  the 


results  of  examination  without  the  risk  of  in- 
curring graver  evils  than  those  which  it  is 
sought  to  cure.  Nor  can  we  believe  that  Par- 
liament will  long  continue  to  make  so  large  an 
annual  grant  as  that  which  now  appears  in  the 
Education  Estimates  without  in  some  way 
satisfying  itself  that  the  quality  of  the  educa- 
tion given  justifies  the  expenditure." 

The  friends  of  education  must  satisfy 
the  country  that  they  are  doing  good 
work  and  that  the  money  is  being  well 
earned,  or  the  grant  of  X 4, 000, 000  will 
shrink  to  a  muoh  smaller  sum,  and  great 
injury  will  be  done  to  the  cause  of 
education.  With  regard  to  voluntary 
schools  I  wish  to  say  a  word.  At  present 
each  voluntary  school,  to  a  large  extent, 
stands  by  itself,  and  is  dependent  on 
its  own  mode  of  action  and  its  own 
finance;  but  I  hope  that  the  absolute 
necessity  for  grouping  voluntary  schools 
together,  so  that  they  may  co-operate 
in  finance  and  give  each  other  mutual 
assistance,  will  be  seen.  I  also  wish  to 
allude  to  the  question  of  day  training 
colleges.  I  have  the  honour  of  being  a 
member  of  the  councils  of  five  of  these 
colleges,  one  of  which  is  the  Yorkshire 
College.  One  of  the  first  subjects  the 
council  of  that  college  had  to  consider 
was  whether  they  should  or  should  not 
become  connected  with  the  Department 
as  a  day  training  college.  They  desired, 
83  far  as  their  means  would  allow,  to 
co-oparate  with  the  Government,  but  the 
question  of  expense  came  in,  and  they 
found  that  they  would  have  to  expend 
£200  a  year  to  carry  out  their  propor- 
tion of  their  duties,  and  that,  being 
straitened  in  finance,  they  would  have 
great  difficulty  in  finding  the  money. 
Many  of  the  principals  of  the  training 
colleges  made  representations  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who,  in  his  usual 
courteous  way,  replied  somewhat  in  the 
following  sense::— That  it  was  quite 
useless  for  him  to  approach  the  Treasury 
with  a  view  to  increase  the  sum  of  £10 
under  Article  127,  and  that,  looking  to 
the  assistance  already  granted  to  local 
colleges  out  of  public  funds  and  to  the 
important  position  of  the  colleges,  it 
was  hardly  too  much  to  expect  of  their 
patriotism  that  they  should  make  some 
special  contribution  to  the  scheme  now 
before  Parliament  for  the  better  training 
of  elementary  teachers.  That  was  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
am  not  quarrelling  with  it.  The  Trea- 
sury gave  considerable  grants   for  the 
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purpose  of  carrying  out  higher  educa- 
tion. The  Yorkshire  College  received 
£1,400 ;  and  I  feel  regret  that,  having 
adjusted  our  finances  to  do  our  work 
according  to  the  new  conditions,  the 
training  colleges  should  be  called  upon 
to  devote  to  elementary  education  money 
originally  given  for  the  purposes  of 
higher  education.  This  controversy 
between  the  Treasury  and  the  Education 
Department  is  somewhat  unfortunate, 
and  I  hope  that  if  larger  duties  are 
imposed  on  these  institutions,  the  Trea- 
sury will  review  the  situation  and  enlarge 
the  grants.  Under  the  Code  the  colleges 
will  have  the  examination  of  students, 
and  for  the  first  time  the  examinations 
for  certificates  will  be  conducted  by 
a  department  not  Governmental.  In 
Scotland,  I  am  informed,  the  training 
colleges  are  connected  with  the  Univer- 
sities, but  the  examinations  are  con- 
ducted by  the  professors  with  the  aid  of 
Inspectors.  To  have  the  examination  of 
students  at  these  colleges  without 
Government  superintendence  is  an  en- 
tirely new  departure  on  which  I  make  no 
observation  ;  but  I  venture  to  say  so 
much  as  this,  that  it  is  an  experiment 
which  requires  to  be  watched  with  great 
care,  so  that  the  examinations  may  be 
conducted  in  such  a  way  as  that  the  test 
for  educational  purposes  is  effectual.  As 
to  the  religious  teaching  of  the  students, 
at  present  they  are  taught  in  colleges 
connected  with  some  religious  denomina- 
tion. It  is  so  in  Scotland.  I  am  not  sure 
whether  in  all  of  these  new  colleges 
they  will  be  entirely  free  to  teach  religion, 
but  it  will  be  an  unhappy  thing  indeed, 
and  a  retrogression  and  not  an  advance, 
if  religion  is  entirely  banished  from  the 
training  of  those  who  will  become,  in  the 
course  of  a  short  time,  teachers  of  the 
young.  My  right  hon.  Friend  has  made 
promises  which  I  have  no  doubt  he  will  en- 
tirely fulfil,  with  a  view  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Code,  in  deference  to  the  suggestions 
made.  I  do  hope,  when  he  considers  the 
Amendments  which  he  has  promised,  that 
he  will  have  full  regard  to  the  position  of 
the  existing  teachers,  and  that  through 
the  whole  of  the  Code,  from  first  to  last, 
he  will  place  the  new  burdens  on  those 
who  are  not  yet  fully  qualified  as 
teachers,  and  will  exempt  men  and 
women  of  experience  and  knowledge 
who  may  yet  not  have  the  tech- 
nical equipment  rendered  necessary 
Mr.  F.  S  Powell 


under  the  new  arrangements.  I 
have  already  spoken  of  drawing,  and  I 
shall  say  nothing  more  about  it.  I 
believe  myself  that,  in  all  the  schools 
of  the  country,  drawing  ought  to  be 
taught  to  every  student.  When  you 
deal  with  those  who  have  to  earn  their 
livelihood,  I  believe  progress  cannot  be 
made  without  drawing,  and  that  with 
drawing,  you  have  before  you  a  brilliant 
career.  With  regard  to  classification, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  frankly 
acknowledged  the  discrepancy  between 
the  Code  and  the  instruction.  I  do  not 
share  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Evesham  with  regard  to  the  entire 
abandonment  of  classification.  On  the 
contrary,  I  believe  that  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  is  sound  in  so  far  as 
it  points  out  that  there  should  be  free- 
dom of  classification  as  a  general 
principle,  but  that  precautions  should  at 
the  same  time  be  taken  in  the  Code  that 
this  freedom  should  not  be  abused.  I 
believe  that  if  we  gave  teachers  freedom 
of  classification  without  restraint  and 
without  superintendence,  the  schools 
would  fall  into  confusion,  and  that  it 
would  be  necessary  for  the  Govern- 
ment in  a  short  time  to  apply  a 
stringent  remedy  to  the  evils  that  might 
arise.  Great  complaint  has  been  made 
about  the  maintenance  of  the  8th  clause* 
I  certainly  fully  agree  with  the  policy 
of  the  Government  in  insisting,  as  a 
general  rule,  on  what  is  known  as  the 
First  Standard.  I  believe  that,  except 
you  have  some  standard  for  the  young 
children,  you  will  make  your  infant 
schools  mere  places  of  amusement,  and 
you  will  find  that,  when  they  come  to 
the  schools  where  a  later  stage  of  educa- 
tion is  entered  upon,  the  whole  work  of 
tuition  is  to  be  begun  again,  to  the  great 
embarrassment  and  hindrance  of  the 
future  progress  of  the  children.  I  must 
make  some  reference  to  that  which  is 
known  as  the  fixed  grant.  Now,  I  wish 
that  the  Code  had  been  a  little  less  in- 
consistent in  its  text  as  to  the  fixed  grant, 
and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  it  bears 
on  the  face  of  it  some  marks  of  revision. 
When  I  come  to  read  Article  101,  with 
the  gloss  of  the  other  Article  referred  to 
upon  it,  it  reads  thus — 

"  A  fixed  grant  of  12s.  6d.  is  a  fixed  grant 
which  may  not  be  reduced  except  the  Depart- 
ment pay  a  portion  only,  and  may  not  be  with- 
drawn unless  it  is  withdrawn." 
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Now,  I  think  that  that  is  a  very  poor 
security.     But  we   have  discussed  this 
matter  more  than  once,  and  I  trust  that 
the   Article  will  be  so  amended  before 
the  Code  is  finally  settled  that  no  doubt 
can  possibly  exist  on  the  subject,  because 
we  feel  it  to  be  a  great  hardship  that  in 
view  of  the  promise  of  a  fixed  grant 
qualifications  are  to  be  found  here  and 
there  in  it,  and  that  powers  are  given 
enabling  the  Government  to  reduce  the 
grant.     I  venture  to  call  the  attention  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  and  the  Committee 
to  this  as  a  matter  of  actual  experience, 
and  I  assert  that  it  is  utterly  and  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  every  Vice  Presi- 
dent to  watch  the  administration  of  all 
these  details.     They  must  necessarily  be 
left  to  the   administration  of  the  sub- 
ordinate officials.     What  I  desire  to  see 
in  this  Code  is  that  some  security  should 
be  provided  so  that  no  fault  of  misman- 
agement on  the  part  of  subordinates  in 
the  administration  of  the  system  shall 
have  the  effect  of  taking  away  from  the 
schools  that  boon  which  I  feel  assured 
the  Government  intend  to  confer.     Well, 
I  wish  to  make  one  observation  in  refer- 
ence to  sample  examinations.     I  think 
that  great  care  is  necessary  to  make  this 
kind  of  examination    real,  and   I    also 
think  there  is  much  justice  in  the  claim 
made  on  behalf  of  the  teachers  that  they 
should  have  the  power  of  reducing  the 
number  of  scholars  by  naming  one-half, 
so  that  they  may  call  together  a  number 
of  scholars  who  are  most  fitted  to  do 
justice  to  the  school.     The  instruction 
given  in  paragraph   13,  page  6,  directs 
the  Inspector  to  invite  the  teacher  to  add 
to  those  selected  a  few  of  his  most  for- 
ward scholars,  so  that  no  accident  may 
deprive  the   best  work  of  the   school  of 
its  due  recognition.     I  think  if  this  in- 
struction is  carefully  obeyed  the  alarm 
of  the  teachers  might  prove  to  be  un- 
founded, and  the  examination  be  made 
a  fair  and  legitimate   test.     I  may  add 
that  I  greatly  rejoice  to  find  that  recita- 
tion is  to  be  retained  as  a  part  of  our 
system.     I   find,  as  I  go  from  school  to 
school  inquiring  into  their  management 
and  conduct,   that  there  is  no  subject 
more   popular  with  the   scholars    than 
recitation,  and  I  know  of  nothing  that  is 
likely  in  the  future  to  be  of  greater  ser- 
vice to  them  in  elevating  their  minds 
and     improving     their      taste.      If    I 
may     be      allowed      to      make      one 


concluding    remark    it    is      that     we 
must    not    regard  education   by  itself. 
Elementary  education  is  only  part  of  the 
general  movement  for  the  progress  of  the 
working  classes  of  this  country.     We  are 
doing  much  to  improve  their  health  by 
sanitary  laws, 'and  we  are  making  great 
endeavours  to  improve  their  social  con- 
dition by  creation  of  public  parks,  and  the 
making  of  regulations  of  a  wholesome  and 
beneficial  character.     Therefore,  while  I 
welcome    the   progress  of  education,   I 
would  point  out  that  that  is,  after  all,  but 
one   of    the    many    indications    of  our 
national  progress,  and  one  of  the  many 
means  now  being  taken  to  advance  and 
improve  the  condition  of  our  neighbour- 
ing  population   by    exertions    which   I 
believe  to  be  well  worth  the  efforts  made, 
and  by  expenditure  which,  as  long  as 
it  is    wisely   directed,    will    be   amply 
rewarded  by  the  success  it  will  achieve. 
(11.25.)  Me.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield, 
Brightside):     It    is     unfortunate     that 
the     Debate    has    been    crowded    into 
so    short    a    space     of    time    to-night. 
The    Vice    President    of   *the    Council 
has    given    us    a    very    able    and    ex- 
haustive statement  with  regard  to   this 
Code — a  statement  which  was  worthy 
of  a    much    larger  audience.      It    was 
characterised  by  a  complete  mastery  of 
the  subject,  and  was  full  of  good  edu- 
cational matter  from  beginning  to  end.  I 
should    not    have    risen     at      so    late 
an    hour    but    for  the   fact  that    only 
two    Members    on    this    side    of    the 
House     have     had    an    opportunity   of 
speaking.     It  is  evident  that  the  Debate 
cannot  close  to-night,  as  many  Members 
on    both    sides    desire    to   discuss    the 
question.     I  will  glance  in  the  briefest 
manner  at  the  main  features  of  the  Code. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  one  of  its 
main  features    is  the  help  which   it  is 
intended  to  give  to  rural  schools.     We 
do    not    grudge     any    expenditure    on 
behalf  of    education,    but    we  wish    to 
point  out  that  a  very  large  sum  will  be 
added  to  the  Education  Estimates  by  this 
Code.     I  believe  we  shall  be    adding 
5s.  6d.  or  6s.  a  head  to  all  schools  in  the 
country  where  the  population  is  under 
500,  and  that  we  shall  be  giving  to  the 
poor  town  schools  an  increased  grant  of  at 
least  Is.  6d.  a  head,  whereas  in  the  case 
of  the  better  class  schools,  which  are  now 
earning  £1    or  £1  Is.  a  head,  I  do  not 
believe  one  farthing  will  be    added  to 
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their  receipts,  whether  they  are  Board 
schools  or  voluntary  schools.  The 
addition  will  go  to  a  class  of  schools 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
admits  to  be,  to  a  very  large  extent, 
hardly  creditable.  Indeed,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman*  admits  that,  unless  they 
improve,  a  great  many  of  them  must  be 
wiped  off  the  annual  grant.  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to  two  or  three  points  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
with  respect  to  the  extra  subjects  he 
proposes  to  teach  in  the  schools.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  the 
ourriculum  in  our  rural  schools  is 
altogether  too  narrow,  and  said  there 
must  be  some  extended  curriculum  to 
make  the  school  life  of  the  children  more 
attractive.  In  all  that  I  entirely  agree. 
From  the  Returns  I  have  before  me  I 
find  that  the  whole  number  of  the 
children  so  taught  would  hardly 
cover  half  a  dozen  rural  parishes. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  we  ought 
also  to  extend  the  teaching  of  cooking. 
What  are  the  numbers  at  present  under- 
going instruction  in  cookery?  Why, 
only  60,000  girls  are  taught  out  of 
some  2,000,000  girls  in  average  attend- 
ance, and  I  should  like  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  consider  where  that  teach* 
ing  takes  place.  Has  he  ever  inquired 
in  what  schools  these  girls  who  are  re- 
ceiving this  instruction  are  to  be  found  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  glories  in  the 
4s.  grant,  and  no  doubt  it  is  a  very  hand* 
some  one,  and  it  pays  well  to  teach  this 
branch  of  education;  why,  then,  is  it 
that  there  are  not  more  girls  taught  ?  I 
will  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
am  not  going  to  make  any  invidious 
comparison  between  Board  and  volun- 
tary schools,  but  that  there  is  a  lack  of 
combination  and  organisation  among  the 
latter  is  evident  from  the  fact  that  out 
af  the  60,000  girls  now  receiving  this 
instruction,  50,000  receive  it  in  Board 
schools.  Last  year  there  were  57,589 
girls  receiving  grants  for  cookery ;  and  of 
this  number  47,000  and  odd  were  taught 
in  Board  schools,  and  the  whole  of  the 
balance  was  spread  over  the  National, 
Wesleyan,  Roman  Catholic,  and  other 
denominational  schools.  It  is,  I  think, 
very  much  to  be  regretted  that  in  our 
large  towns,  where  cookery  teaching  is 
given  in  Board  schools,  more  attention 
is  not  paid  to  it  in  the  voluntary  schools, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  there  ought  to 
Mr.  Mundella 


be  some  organisation  amongst  the 
managers  of  voluntary  schools  by  means 
of  which  it  would  be  possible  to  have 
this  kind  of  instruction  and  other  extra- 
instruction  in  all  of  them.  As  to  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  doing  far 
the  small  schools,  we  do  not  grudge  it, 
nor  do  we  grudge  what  he  is  doing  for 
some  of  the  larger  ones ;  but  what  we 
say  is,  that  we  must  have  efficient 
teaching  and  a  wider  curriculum, 
in  order  that  we  may  have  value 
received  for  these  grants.  It  is  not  a 
question  of  paying  so  much  money 
to  the  managers  of  voluntary  schools  in 
order  that  they  may  be  recouped  the 
amount  of  their  subsciptions — not  that 
I  wish  to  raise  a  controversy  on  this 
matter,  but  it  is  a  fact  that  the  amount 
of  subscriptions  to  the  voluntary 
schools  is  actually  less  now  than  it  was 
10  years  ago.  Nearly  one-third  more 
children  are  now  being  educated  in  the 
voluntary  schools  than  were  taught  10 
years  ago,  and  yet  the  amount  of  sub- 
scriptions is  no  larger.  In  1875,  before 
the  7s.  6d.  limit  was  extended,  9s.  6d. 
per  head  was  spent  by  means  of  volun- 
tary subscriptions  ;  but  last  year  the 
amount  was  only  6s.  lid.,  the  difference 
being  made  up  by  grants  and  additional 
fees  charged  to  the  children.  What  we 
want  to  impress  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  that  the  increased  munifi- 
cence of  the  State  should  not  go  to 
relieve  the  managers  of  voluntary  schools 
of  their  personal  liability.  What  we 
want  is  that  the  children  shall  have 
good  teaching,  and  we  are  entitled  to 
expect  it.  We  deprive  the  parents  of 
the  labour  of  their  children  up  to  a 
certain  age,  and  as  we  compel  the  children 
to  go  to  school,  we  ought  to  take  care 
and  secure  that  they  shall  be  well 
taught.  It  is  hardly  creditable  in  us, 
when  we  compare  English  schools  with 
Scotch  schools,  to  find  at  what  a  disad- 
vantage English  children  are,  though  the 
grants  in  both  cases  come  from  the 
Public  Exchequer.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  expressed  a  belief  that  the 
charges  made  in  respect  of  evening 
schools  would,  practically,  cover  the 
whole  ground  of  education,  but  I  do  not 
think  that  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  doing  will  make  these  schools 
continuation  schools  where  our  youth 
can  complete  the  education  supplied  in 
the  day  schools.     With  respect  to  train- 
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ing  schools  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
a  rather  invidious  distinction  made  in 
the  Code  between  what  are  called 
"  trained  "  and  u  untrained "  teachers. 
I  think  it  is  rather  an  unfortunate  dis- 
tinction to  make,  and  I  think  that  some- 
thing ought  to  be  done  to  relieve  teachers 
who  are  classed  as  "  untrained  "  from  the 
disabilities  attaching  to  their  class.  By 
the  Code  of  1882  young  men  who 
trained  in  the  Universities  and  young 
women  obtaining  certificates  in  the 
higher  local  examinations  were  invited 
to  teach  in  the  schools;  but  these 
teachers,  however  efficient,  however 
able,  will  in  future  receive  lower  salaries 
than  teachers  who  come  from  training  col- 
leges. I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  try  to  devise  some  means  of  removing 
that  which  is  rather  a  disability  in  this 
respect.  Then,  the  right  hon.  Gentle? 
man  dealt  with  the  question  of 
our  training  colleges,  and  this  is  where,  I 
think,  the  Code  errs  on  the  side  of 
illiberality.  Two  hundred  students  in 
all .  the  great  training  colleges  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  are  altogether  inadequate 
for  the  purpose  of  forming  classes.  At 
the  great  university  colleges,  such  as 
those  of  Leeds,  Sheffield,  and  Birmingham, 
to  which  grants  were  paid  last  year,  you 
could  not  get  classes  for  the  teachers  if 
you  were  to  limit  the  number  to  200.  The 
waste  of  teachers  requires  that  you 
should  have  nearer  2,000  than  200.  I 
do  not  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  any  longer,  as  I  know  there  are 
other  hon.  Members  who  desire  to  speak 
— although  the  discussion  will  have  to 
be  continued  over  another  evening.  We 
are  now  discussing  the  New  Code,  and 
we  have  before  us  the  Estimates  of  the 
year,  and  we  have  a  Bill  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Code.  What  I  regret 
is  that  in  bringing  in  this  Bill  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  extended  its 
provisions  somewhat  further.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  to  a  limited  extent 
adopted  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Elementary  Educa- 
tion, and  he  has  also  met  some  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Technical  Educa- 
tion Commissioners ;  but  why  has  he 
not  gone  somewhat  further  with  respect 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  as  to  raising  the  standard  of 
age  and  extending  the  school  life  of  the 
child?  We  may  discuss  these  educa- 
tional questions  as  often  as  we  like ;  your 


grants  may  be  lavish,  your  Codes  excel- 
lent, and  your  teachers  may  be  as  excel- 
lent as  you  please ;  you  may  make  the  best 
and  most  liberal  arrangements  for  edu- 
cation, but  if  the  child's  school  life  is  to 
end  at  10  years*  of  age  you  are  wasting 
your  money.  In  large  towns  there  are 
thousands  of  children  who  go  to  full- 
time  labour  after  the  fourth  standard. 
I  see  the  Under  Secretary  for  India  (Sir 
J.  Gorst)  in  his  place.  The  hon.  Member 
took  part  in  the  Berlin  Conference,  and 
when  we  see  the  Papers  I  expect  we 
shall  find  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  advo- 
cated the  raising  of  the  age  of  half-timers, 
and  extending  the  school  life  of  the 
child.  In  many  rural  districts,  especially 
in  the  West,  the  second  standard  is  the 
half-time  standard,  and  two  years  ago 
that  was  the  case  in  Bradford.  Why 
cannot  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  screw; 
up  his  courage  and  adopt  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Royal  Commission,  and  do  for 
England  what  is  done  in  Scotland  1  We 
should  have  a  minimum  standard  for 
half-time.  I  have  only  risen  to  express 
my  thanks  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  the  liberal  provisions  of  the  Code  he 
has  launched  to-night.  We  hope  that  it 
will  have  a  prosperous  voyage.  It  will 
not  pass  without  a  good  deal  of  criticism 
when  it  comes  into  operation,  and  a  good 
many  people  will  be  disappointed.  There 
will  always  be  payment  by  results  until 
the  localities  manage  their  own  schools 
and  their  own  money.  I  hope  that 
later  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
be  able  to  announce  that  he  has  made 
some  provision  for  meeting  the  sugges- 
tions which  have  been  made  with  regard 
to  raising  the  age  at  which  the  school 
life  of  the  child  should  end,  and  raising 
the  full  and  half-time  standards. 

♦(11.46.)  Mb.  RANKIN  (Hereford- 
shire, Leominster) :  I  must  express  my, 
regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
should  have  inserted  the  provision  in 
Sub-section  5  of  Article  106,  which  makes 
it  obligatory  for  any  child  to  have  passed 
Standard  V.  before  he  can  be  presented 
for  examination  in  the  special  subjects 
alone  or  in  less  than  three  elementary 
subjects  in  connection  with  an  evening 
school.  I  cannot  see  the  object  of  that 
provision,  as  it  will  prevent  a  child  from 
getting  the  advantage  of  some  education 
who  may  have  been  prevented  from  pro- 
per attendance  at  a  day  school.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  consent  to 
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remove  this  disqualification  altogether, 
I  hope  that  he  will  reduce  it  to  Standard 
IV.  It  would  be  very  hard  for  our  children 
who  have-  been  passing  the  Standards 
under  the  present  Regulations  that  they 
should  be  shut  out  from  studying  special 
subjects,  which  they  could  go  in  for  in  the 
evening  schools.  Some  of  these  special 
subjects,  such  as  cookery,  laundry  work, 
gardening,  and  wood-working,  would 
produce  much  happiness  in  cottage 
homes,  and  I  think  that  it  ought  to  be 
made  as  easy  as  possible  to  take  advan- 
tage of  these  studies. 

•(1 1 .50.)  Mr.  JAMES  ELLIS  (Leicester- 

shire,  Bosworth) :    I  desire  very  briefly 

to  call  attention  to   matters  in   which 

representations    have    been     made     to 
Members  of  this  House    by   numerous 
deputations    of    teachers.      The      first 
question  raised  is  as  to  the  method  of 
examination    in    reading     lessons,    and 
I   think  that   the   Code  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has   brought  in  is    a  very 
marked  advance  on  anything  we   have 
hitherto  had  in  that  respect.      As  Chair- 
man of  the  School  Board  of  Leicester, 
and  as  being  concerned  in  the  manage- 
ment of  an  industrial   school  at  some 
distance  from  Leicester,  I  have  had  some 
experience  in  this  matter.    The  examina- 
tions in  reading  and  dictation  are  better 
in  the   industrial  than    in    the    Board 
schools,  for,   so  far  as   the    latter  are 
concerned,    the     children     have     been 
reading  from  the  same  book  for  a  long 
time,  and  are  almost  able  to  repeat  the 
lessons  by  heart  when  they  come  to  be  ex- 
amined.   It  would  be  an  advantage  if  the 
children  were  examinedin  some  other  book 
than  that  with  which  they  have  become 
familiar.     I  make  these  remarks  because 
they  have   a   bearing  upon   the  whole 
question  of  new  examinations.  I  approve 
of  the  new  method  of  examination,  which 
I  believe  will  lead  to  an  improvement  in 
education.     As  I  understand  it,  the  In- 
spector is  now  empowered  to  see  how  far 
general   intelligence    has    spread    in    a 
school.     That,  I  believe,  is  the  intention 
of  the  Department,  and  it  is  the  desire 
of  those  who  are  interested  in  education, 
and  I  mention  this  specially  because  I 
think  there  has  been  a  misapprehension 
with  regard  to  it  on  the  part   of  the 
teachers.     The  examination  is  likely  to 
be  more  interesting  for  the  teachers  and 
Mr.  Rankin 


better  for  the  scholars,  and  we  shall  in 
future  require  more  highly,  rather  than 
less  highly,  educated  men  than  before. 
With  regard  to  denominational  schools,  I 
am  much  interested  in  them,  but  they 
ought  to  be  efficient.  What  we  fear  is 
that  the  increased  grants  to  them  will 
lessen  the  subscriptions.  That  was  the 
case  when  a  new  scheme  for  the  free 
school  at  Bosworth  was  introduced  by 
the  Charity  Commissioners.  I  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  immense  improvement  which  this 
Code  presents  to  anything  that  has  pre- 
ceded it,  and  I  believe  it  will  lead  to  a 
better  education  being  given. 

(11.55.)  Mr.  PICTON :  I  beg  to  move 
to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. "—(Mr. 
Picton.J 

(11.55.)  Mb.  MUNDELLA:  I  would 

ask  whether,  before  the  Debate  comes  on 

again,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  will  let  us 

have  the  Circu'ars  to  which  he  refers  ? 
There  are  two  Circulars  of  considerable 
importance,  one  respecting  half-timers. 

•Sir  W.  HART  DYKE:  I  can  promise 
that  the  Circulars  to  which  I  referred 
shall  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

•(12.0.)  Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford 
University) :  I  trust  that  before  the 
Debate  is  resumed  full  notice  will  be 
given  to  the  House  of  the  day  on  which 
it  will  be  taken,  as  several  members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  wish  to  speak  on 
the  Education  Question. 

*(12.1.)    The  CHANCELLOR  op  the 

EXCHEQUER      (Mr.      Goschen,      St 

George's  Hanover  Square) :  Notice  shall, 

of  course,  be  given,  but  I  trust  that 
short  notice  will  suffice,  t  as  it  would  be 
a  pity  tb  lose  any  opportunity  of  going 
on  with  the  discussion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
upon  Friday. 

MERCHANT    SHIPPING  ACTS  AMEND. 
MENT  BILL.— (No.  317.) 
Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 
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TREES  (IRELAND)  BILL. -(No.  .70.) 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
9,  after  the  word  "  shall/1  to  insert  the 
words  "subject as  hereinafter  mentioned." 
— (Mr.  Macartney.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question 
proposed,  "That  the  Chairman  do  re- 
port Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." 
— ( Mr.  John  Kelly.) 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

And,  Objection  being  taken  to  further 
Proceeding,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair 
to  make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday. 

SLANDER  LAW  AMENDMENT    BILL.— 

(No.  278.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
upon  Wednesday  18th  June. 

METROPOLIS    MANAGEMENT  AMEND- 
MENT ACT  (1862)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(NO.  223.)      SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

•(12.10.)  Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St. 
Pancras,  N.)  :  I  have  satisfied  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  had  some 
objection  to  this  Bill,  and  I  now  ask  that 


it   may    be    read  a  second  time,   and 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
tune."— (Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton.) 

Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.) :  I 
object. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Long, 
Wilts,  Devizes):  May  I  ask  my  hon. 
Friend  to  withdraw  his  objection.  It  is 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
to  refer  the  Bill  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee to  which  another  Bill  of 
a  similar  character  has  already 
been  referred.  It  is  a  good  Bill  It 
proposes  to  remove  a  substantial  griev- 
ance with  regard  to  rating,  and  it  would 
be  a  distinct  advantage  if  the  Bill  were 
read  a  second  time  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  upstairs.  That  Committee 
might  be  able  to  put  the  two  Bills 
together,  and  thus  bring  about  a  sub- 
stantial improvement  in  the  law. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Metro- 
polis Management  and  Building  Acts 
Amendment  Bill. 


CONVICTS  (PENAL  8ERV1TUDE). 

Address  for — 

"  Return  of  the  number  of  convicts  now 
undergoing  sentences  of  Penal  Servitude, 
classified  so  as  to  show  how  many  have  served 
under  such  sentences  for  less  than  five  years, 
for  more  than  five  years  and  less  than  10 
years,  for  more  than  10  years  and  less  than  15 
years,  and  for  more  than  16  years." — (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after  Twelve 

o'clock  till  Thursday. 
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ABRAHAM,      Mr.     W.,    Limerick, 
W. 
Ireland — Bathkeale  Dispensary,  468 

Access  to  Mountains  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2B.  read  and  deferred   May  7, 
410 

Acland,  Mr.    A.    H.  D.,    York,    W.B., 
Rotherham 
Allotments    Act  Amendment    Bill,   Order 

for  Committee,  52 
Census,  1286 

Extinction  of  Lioenoes,  1271 
Local  Authorities    (Acquisition    of  Land), 
Res.  815 

Admiralty — (see  Navy) 

Admiralty — First  Lord  (see  Hamilton, 
Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  F.) 

Admiralty — Civil    Lord    (see    Ashmead- 
Bartlett,  Mr.  £.) 

Admiralty — Secretary  to  (see  Forwood, 
Mr.  A.  B.) 
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Advocate,    The    Lord    (see    Robertson, 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Africa 

British  and  German  Interests — General  Ques- 
tions, Questions,  Mr.  E.  Beckett ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
May  16, 1108 ;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  Kenny, 
Mr.  M.  Ferguson ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  May  16, 
1120;  Questions,  Mr.  M.  Ferguson,  Mr. 
Lawson,  Earl  Compton,  Mr.  Buchanan, 
Mr.  Bryoe,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor;  Answers, 
The  Unde>  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
May  19, 1271  ;  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  June  8, 1842 

Slave  Trade — British  Ships,  Question,  Mr. 
Hanbury ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  June  8,  1855 

Africa  (Central) 

Emin  Pasha  Belief  Expedition 
Route,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  j  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  May  S,  454 
Slaves,  Postponed  Question  May  5,  135  ; 
Question,  Mr.  A.  E.  Pease;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  May  6,  255 
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Africa  (Central)— cont. 

Lake  Nyassa — Mission  Stations,  Question, 
Mr.  Bnohanan ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  May  22,  1676 

Native  Chiefs.  Question,  Mr.  Bryoe  May  9, 
574 ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Bryoe ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  May 
15,  970 

Ajbica  (East  Coast) 

British  East  African  Company  —  Slavery, 
Question,  Mr.  Hanbnry ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  May 
8,  454;  Question,  Sir  G.  Campbell; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  May  15,  939 

Portugal  and •  East  Africa,  Qaestion,  Ob- 
servations, Earl  of  Harrowby,  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  May  16, 1094 

Africa  (South  Coast) 

Bamangwato— British  Influence,  Qaestion, 
Earl  Compton;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  May  22, 1587 

Bechuanaland — Concession,  Question,  Mr. 
A.  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  May  22, 1569 

Mining  Bights,  Questions,  Mr.  Webb,  Mr.  A. 
O'Connor;  Answers,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  May  22,  1669 

Transvaal  Debt,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
May  20, 1400 

Zulu  Affairs,  Postponed  Question  May  20, 
1401 ;  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  May 
22,  1578 

Africa  (West  Coast) 

Congo  —  Anti-Slavery  Congress  —  Customs 
Duties, Questions,  Mr.  Schwann;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
May  16,  947 ;  May  20,  1403 

King  Ja  Jo,  Question,  Mr.  Fioton ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
May  6,  252 

Ago-Gasdher,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Cheltenham 
Excise  Licences,  10 

Agricultural  Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill 

c  Bead  2°  May  14,  878 
Committee  May  15,  1058 

Ainslie,  Mr.  W.  G.,  Lancashire,  iV.  Lons- 
dale 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2B.  211 
'  Dog  Muzzling — Babies,  143 
Fig  Iron  Warrants,  189 

Akers-Douglas,  Mr.  A.  (Patronage  Secre- 
tary to  the    Treasury),   Kent,   St. 
Augustine's 
Irish  Society  and  London  Companies  (Irish 
Estates),  Select  Committee,  804 ;  Res.  931 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill— Division  on  2B.  1121 


Aldershot  Roads  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  May  21,  1548 
Ordered  to  be  examined  by  tbe  Examiners; 
of   Petitions    for  Private  Bills  May  22, 
1676 

Allison,  Mr.  R.  A.,  Cumberland,  Eskdale 
Licensing  Proposals,  575 

Allotments   Act    (1887)    Amendment 
Bill 

c.  Order  for  Instruction  to  Committee  ;  Con- 
sidered in  Committee  May  2,  24;  3foy6V 
267 ;  May  9,  607 ;  May  23, 1713 

Allotments  Act  (1887)  Amendment  BUI 
Questions,  Sir  W.  Haroourt,  Mr.  S.  Lefevre, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  E.  Boberteon,  Mr. 
Seale-Hayne;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  2, 
18;  Question,  Mr.  Channing;  Answer,, 
*  The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  May  6,  264 

Allotments    Act    (1887)     Amendment 
(Compulsory  Purchase)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1°  *  May  13,  824 

Allotments  (Cottenham)  Parish 
Return  ordered  May  12, 677 

Allotments      (see      Local      Government 
Board) 


Ambrose,  Mr.  W.,  Middlesex,  Harrow 
Local  Authorities  (Acquisition  of  Land),  Besv 
321,  829,  351 


America 

Behring  Seas  Fisheries,  Questions,  Sir  G. 
Baden-Powell,  Mr.  S.  Hill;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  May 
16, 1113;  Questions,  Mr.  S.Hill ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  May 
19,  128 ;  May  23,  1688 

Cattle — Pleuro'  Pneumonia,  Question,  Mr. 
Barclay  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  May  13,  811 

Liquor  Traffic,  Question,  Sir  6.  Baden- 
Powell;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  May  16, 1112 

Sugar  Duties,  Question,  Colonel  Hill;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  May  22, 1567 

Tariff  Bill,  Question,  Mr.  H.  Vincent;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  May  6,  264;  Question,  Mr/  J. 
Collings;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  May  9,  674 


Aire 


ABM 


{SESSION  .1890} 

1AAm 


ABM        ABM 


Anglesey  Assizes  and  Quarter  Sessions 
Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  *    May  2,  24 
Read  2°  *  Jutw  2,  1838 


AlNSTRUTHER,  Colonel  B.  H.  L., 
Woodbridge 
Navy— Ships— "  M oiabar,"  942 


Suffolk 


Armenia 

Papers  relating  to.  Question,  Mr.  F.  Steven- 
son; Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  May  2,  8 

Army 

Administration — Royal  Commission,  Ques- 
tion, Admiral  Mayne;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  May  15, 933 ;  Ques- 
tion, Sir  H.  Havelook- Allan  ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  15, 
969 

Auxiliary  Forces 

Militia 
Militia  Drill,  Question,  Dr.    Farquhar- 

son;     Answer,    The    Secretary    for 

War  May  22,  1571 
Royal   Carmarthen,    Question,   Mr.    L. 

Morgan ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 

War  May  12,  687 

Volunteers 
DriU  Instruction,  Cost  of,  Question,  Mr. 
Buchanan;   Answer,   The    Secretary 
for  War  M ay  20,1405 

Equipments,  Question,  Sir  H.  Havelock- 
Allan;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  May  12,  683;  Question,  Mr. 
Brookfield;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  War  May  16,1114 

Smill  Arms,  Question,  Mr.  Leng  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  for  War  May  16, 
1108 

Contracts — Equipments,  Question,  Mr.  Han- 
bury;  Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary 
for  War  May  8,  453 

Court  Martials,  Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 
May  8,  446 

India 
Embarcation  of  Troops,  Question,  Dr.  Far- 
quharson;  Answer,  The    Secretary  for 
War  May  20,  1409 

Welsh  Fusiliers,  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  India 
May  20,  1410 

Ireland 

Barracks — Hospital  Accommodation,  Ques- 
tion, Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary for  War  May  20,  1408 

Miscellaneous 

Canteens,  Question,  Mr.  MacNeill;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  for  War  May  6,  127 

Guards*  Birthday  Parade,  Question,  Mr. 
Bartley ;  Answer,  The  Financial  Secre- 
tary for  War  May  8,  447 

[conU 


Army — Miscellaneous — cont. 

Pensions — Officers,  Question,  Mr.  C.  Gra- 
ham ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War 
May  12,  680 

Practice  Fifing  on  the  Isle  of  Wight,  State- 
ment by  Mr.  Roe  May  8,  454 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Roe ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  May  9,  577 

&ifperannuatton,Questiont  Colonel  Hughes ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer May  19,  1288 

Tower  Armoury,  Question,  Sir  R.  Fowler; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  May  5, 
123 

Unclaimed  Army  Prize  Money,  Question, 
Mr.  Norris  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  May  13,  816 

Officers 

Holmes,  Sergeant  Major,  Question,  Mr.  M. 
Cameron;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  May  5, 125 

Jones,  the  Late  General  Sir  W.,  Postponed 
Question  May  19,  1275 ;  Question,  Sir 
E.  Watkin  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  May  20, 1398 

"Mitchell  v.  Regina,"  Question,  Mr.  C. 
Graham ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
May  12,  691;  Question,  May  19,  1264; 
Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  May  20,  1406 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  C.  Graham,  Mr.  Hanbnry; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  for  War  June 
2,  1754 


Palliser,  The  Late 
1165 


Sir   W.,  Res.   May  16, 


Retired  Officers,  Compensation  to,  Question, 
Mr.  C.  Graham ;  Answer,  The  Financial 
Secretary  for  War  May  6,  256 

Speedy,  Lieutenant  Colonel,  Question,  Mr. 
Mao  Neill ;  An  s wee,  The  Secretary  foi 
War  May  5,  148 

Subaltern  Officers  of  the  Dragoon  Guards. 
Question,  Mr.  Jennings  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  May  22;  1561 

Ordnance  Department 

Manufacturing  Department 

Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  C.  Graham ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  for  War  May  15,  948 ;  May 
20,  1404 

Magazine  Rifles,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbnry ; 
Answer,  Toe  Secretary  for  War  May 
16, 1115 

Store  Department  —  Coastwise  Freight, 
Question,  Mr.  Hanbury ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  May  15,  952 

Yeomanry  Swords,  Question,  Mr.  Han- 
bury; Answer,  The  Financial  Se- 
cretary for  War  June  3,  1850 

Regiments  —  Rifle    Brigade,    Question,   Mr. 

M.  Ferguson ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 

War  May  20,  1407 
Signalling — Admiral  ColomVs  Invention  (see 

Navy) 

Army  Estimates 

(Questions  —  see  Parliament  —  Business  of 
the  House) 
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Army  and  Navy  Expenditure  (1890-91) 
Return  ordered  May  9, 614 

Asquith,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Fife,   E. 
Scotland— Road  Repairs,  683 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Procedure) 
Bill,  2R.  799 

Attorney    General   (see  Webster,  Sir 
R.  E.) 

Austin,  Mr.  J.,   York,  W.R.,  Osgoldcross 
Pontefract  Highway  Board,  1566 

Australian  Colonies 

Australian  Defence,  Question,  Mr.  Bartley ; 

Answer,  The    Under    Secretary  for  the 

Colonies  May  22,  1595 
Colonial   Insurance  Offices,  Question,  Mr.  H. 

Heaton;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  June  2, 1754 
Liquor  Traffic,  Question,    Mr.  Long;    An- 

swei,    The    Under     Secretary    for     the 

Colonies  May  22,  1560 

Post  Office 

Rates,  Question,  Mr.  Summers;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  May  12,  679, 
691 ;  Question,  Colonel  Hill ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  May  23, 1679 

-"Queensland — Separate  States,  Question,  Sir 
G.  Baden-Powell;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  June  2, 1755 

Baden-Powell,  Sir  Q.,  Liverpool,  Kirk* 
dale 
America 

Behring  Seas  Fisheries,  1113 
Liquor  Traffic,  1112 
"Queensland,  1755 
'Supply — African  Affairs,  1655 
'  Tobago — Grievances,  1585 
Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill,  687 

Bailey,  Sir  J.  B.,  Hereford 
Supply— Transvaal,  1825 

Balfour  of  Burleigh,  Lord  (Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade) 
"  City  of  Paris,"  Accident  to,  1384 
Companies   (Memorandum    of  Association) 
BUI,  2R.  428,  436 

Balfour,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  (Chief  Secre- 
tary to    the    Lord    Lieutenant   of 
Ireland),  Manchester,  E. 
Agricultural  Labourers    (Ireland)  Bill,  2R. 

892,  899,  900,  901,  902 
•Customs    and  Inland   Revenue  Bill.  Com- 
mittee, 1142, 1143,  1147,  1152, 1153, 1158, 
1159,  1160, 1162,  1165, 1316 
Ireland 
Bann  Drainage,  1 585 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act 
Boycotting  in  Tipperary,  961 
Daly,  Mr.  James,  150,  263,  474,  559 

\cont. 


Balfoub,  Right  Hon.  A.  J. — cont 

Doyle,  Kennedy,  and  others,  560,  562 
Morrisey,  Michael,  263 
Nally,  Mr.  P.,  463 

Proposed  Meeting  at  New  Tipperary, 
1595 
Customs — Detention  of  Dummy  Swords* 
958 

Education 
National  Schools,  260 
Schools  of  the  Christian  Brothers,  1249 

Fisheries 
Baltimore  Fishing  Industry,  149 
Blackwater,  962 
Sea  Fishery  Works/  579 
Shannon,  467 

Labourers  Acta — Cavan  Union,  12S8 

Land  Commission 
Baltinglara  Union,  1581 
Belfast,  962 

Fair  Rent  Appeals,  465,  962 
Leitrim,  North,  1252 
Returns,  474,  556 
Ulster,  261.  556 
Wicklow,  67 

Landlord  and  Tenant 
Evictions — Ponsonby  Estate,  1251 
Skinners*  Company,  1107 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Crown  Solicitor  for  Donegal,  473 
Cullinane,  Mary,  Case  of,  563 
Jurors,  15,  658 

Police 
Extra  Police  in  Clare,  555 
Funeral  of  Mr.  Harris,  M.P.,  663 
Police  Watching,  471,  561, 1266 
Tipperary — Conduct  of  Polioe,    262, 
965, 1266, 1582 

Prisons 

Bail  Prisoners.  469 

Cork  Gaol— Case  of  Mr.  J.  Slattery, 

and  Mr.  T.  Barry,  152 
Downpatriok   Gaol- Convict    McCaf- 
frey, 473,  963 
Rye,  Captain,  151 
Local  Government  Board 
Dr.  Grimshaw,  Registrar  General,  968, 

1255 
Dundrum  Lunatic  Asylum,  958 
Lunatio  Asylum — Governors   and   the 

Cork  Corporation,  1106, 1259 
Bathkeale  Dispensary,  468 
Magistracy 
Belfast  Magistrates.  472 
Graham,  Mr.  H.,  261 
Sandes,  Mr.  G.,  17,  473 
Miscellaneous 
Coote,  Mr.  C.  P.,  152 
Lioenoes — Case  of  Mr.  D.  M'Namara, 

1284 
Swift's  Hospital,  Dublin,  967, 1253 

Poor  Law 

Athy  Board  of  Guardians,  1584 

Baltinglass  Union,  963 

Cootehill   Union — Poor  Removal— Case 

of  James  Flood,  559 
Medical  Officers,  462 
Moville  Union— OutDoor Relief,  1262 

\cont. 
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Balfour,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.—  cont. 
Railways 
Carriokmaoross  Station  Master,  1590 
Light  Railways,  467 
Special  Commission — M'Cartan,  259 

Local  .Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise) 
Duties  Bill — Extension  of  Provisions  to 
Ireland,  23,  154 

New  Licences  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  1059, 
1060 

Parliament — Adjournment  of  the  House, 
Res.  1208,  1209 

Supply 
Irish  Judicial  Affairs,  1670, 1671, 1673 
Report — Proposed  Meeting  at  New  Tip- 
perary,  1720, 1721, 1723, 1724, 1725, 1726 

Balfour,  Bight  Hon.  J.  B.,  Clackman- 
nan, <kc. 
Local  Authorities  (Scotland)  (Acquisition  of 
Land)  Bill,  2R.  927 

Ballantine,  Mr.  W.  H.  W.,  Coventry 
Admiral  Colomb's  Invention,  1574 

Bankruptcy  Receiving  Orders 
Return  ordered  May  8,  439 

Barclay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfarshire 

Contagions    Diseases     (Animals)     (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  603 
United  States— Cattle,  811 

Barracks  Bill 

c.  Read  2°  May  23,  1747 

Barracks  Bill 
Questions,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  G. 
Elliot ;   Answers,  The  Secretary  for  War 
May  13,  819 

Barrington,  Viscount 
Lunacy — Administration  of  Acts,  417 
Suppression  of  Public  Houses,  1385 

Bartley,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.,  Islington,  N. 
Army — Guards'  Birthday  Parade,  447 
Australian  Defence,  1595 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  173 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,  2R.  1004 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  155 

Barttelot,  Colonel    Sir  W.  B.,  Sussex, 
N.W. 

Army 
Estimates,  969 
Palliser,  The  Late  Sir  W.,  Res.  1191 

Contagious    Diseases    (Animals)    (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  585 
Supply— African  Affairs,  1657, 1658 

Baumann,  Mr.  A.  A.,  Cambertoell,  Peckham 
India — Lord  Reay*s  Speech,  442 
Supply— Colonial  Services,  Ac.,  1822, 1833 
Sweating  System  Report,  461 


Beach,  Bight  Hon.    Sir    M.  E.    Hicks 

(President  of  the  Board    of  Trade), 

Bristol,  W. 

Board  of  Trade 
Deputations,  571 
Employes'     Grievances  —  Regulation     of 

Meetings,  1111 
Market  Corn  Returns,  460 
Mineral  Waters — Importation,  942 
Seamen's  Grievances,  134 
South  Metropolitan  Gas  Company,  134 

Cardiff — Local  Marine  Board,  131 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Commit- 
tee, 1443 
Electric  Lighting— Belgravia,  680 

Fisheries 
Department,  136 
Sea  Fishery  Committee,  1685 

Gallantry  at  Sea,  9 

Holyhead  Harbour— Platters  Rooks,  7, 1262, 

1406 
Industrial  Property  Convention,  136 
Ireland— Lights  Board,  821 

Labour 

Counoil  of  Conciliation,  1400. 
Foreign  Workmen,  1108 

Lighthouses — Illuminants,  1267 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2) 

Bill,  2R.  1392,  1393 
Merchant  Shipping 

"Camelia,"  Loss  of,  1276 

"  Hesper,"  Loss  of,  1278 

"  Rohilla,"  Loss  of,  1263 

Railways 
Brakes,  578 

Carlisle  Accident,  10,  444 
New  Milford  Accident,  944 
Newland  Station,  Pembrokeshire,  124 
Overcrowding  Trains,  1843 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  946 
Rates,  572 

Saving  Life  at  Sea,  567 
Thames  Navigation,  1854 
Tithe  Redemption,  573 

Beauchamp,  Earl 

Historical    Manuscripts    Commission,   805, 

808,  809,  810 
Parliament — Adjournment    of    the  House, 

Res.  1558 
Youthful  Offenders  Bill,  Re-committed,  1551 

Bbaufoy,  Mr.  M.  H.,  Lambeth,  Kenning- 

ton 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House,  Res. 
1419 

Beckett,  Mr.  E.  W.,  York,  N.R.,  Whitby 

Africa— British  Territory,  1108 
Supply — Vote  on  Account,  1637 

Behring  Seas\Fisheries  (see  America) 

Bentinck,  Right  Hon.  G.  A.  C,  White- 

haven 
Westminster  Abbey  Commission,  459 
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Berlin  Labour  Conference  (see  Labour, 
Trade,  and  Commerce) 

Beth  ell,    Captain  G.    Rj>    York,  E.B., 
Holderness 
Allotments  Aot  Amendment  Bill,  Commit- 
tee, 1717 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  199 

Supply 
Afrioan  Affairs,  1653 
Colonial  Services,  Ac.,  1768,  1800 

Bfgwood,     Mr.     J.,    Middlesex,    Brent- 
ford 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Commit- 
tee, 649 

Bills  of  Sale  Bill 

1.  Reported  from  Standing  Committee  for 
Bills  relating  to  Law,  ic,  and  Re-oom- 
mitfeed  to  Committee  of  the  whole  House 
May  6, 249 

Committee  May  8,  439 

Read  3*  *  and  passed  May  9,  553 

Biekbeck,  Sir  E.,  Norfolk,  E. 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  177 ; 
Committee,  523 

i 

Blane,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh,  S. 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Commit- 
tee, 491,  492,  518,  519,  520,  530,  1317, 
1319,  1431,1432 

Hyde  Park  Demonstration,  1849 

Blundell,  Colonel  H.  B.  H.,  Lancashire, 

S.  W.,  Ince 
Army— Palliser,    The    Late    Sir    W.,    Res. 
1171 

Board    of  Agriculture — President    (see 
Chaplin,  Right  Hon.  H.) 

Board  of  Agriculture 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act 

Dog  Muzzling  and  Rabies,  Questions,  Dr. 
Tanner,  Mr.  H.  Knatohbull-Hugessen, 
Mr.  Lees,  Mr.  Farquharson,  Mr.  Ainslie ; 
Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  -A  griculture   May  5, 142 

Foot-and-Mouth  Disease — Importation  of 
Cattle  from  Schleswig-Holstein,  Question, 
Mr.  C.  Darling ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agrioulture  May  20, 
1395 

Pleuro- Pneumonia 

Question,  Dr.  Faiquharson ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture May  5,  135 ;  Question,  Sir  J. 
Kinloch ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agrioulture  May  12,  682 

Cattle  from  America,  Question,  Mr.  Bar* 
clay ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agrioulture  May  18,  811 

[cent. 


Board  of  Agriculture — oont. 

Ordnance  Survey 
Employe's,  Questions,  Mr.  Fraser-Mackin- 
toflh,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agrioulture 
May  8, 443 ;  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  : 
Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agrioulture  May  19,  1265;  May  22, 
1589 ;  Question,  Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  May  19,  1269;  Question, 
Mr.  A.  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Agrioulture  May 
22,  1565 
Map  of  Somerset,  Question,  Mr.  Hob- 
house  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  May  19,  1277 

Tuberculosis,  Questions,  Mr.  P.  Smith,  Dr. 
Farquharson;  Answers,  The  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  May  22, 
1579 


Board  of  Trade — President  {see  Beach, 
Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hicks) 

Board  of  Trade — Secretary  (see  Balfour 
of  Burleigh,  Lord) 

Board  of  Trade 

Cardiff  Local  Marine  Board,  Question,  Sir  E. 
Beed  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  May  5, 131 

"  City  of  Paris,"  Question,  Observations, 
Lord  Norton,  The  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  May  20,  1384 

Deputations,  Question,  Sir  H.  Tyler; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  May  9,  571 

Electric  Lighting— Belgravia,  Question,  Mr. 
Lereson  Gower ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  May  12,  679 

Employe's — Regulations  as  to  Meetings,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  A.  Williams;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  May  16, 
1111 

Fisheries  Department — Death  of  Mr.  Gray, 
Question,  Mr.  Heneage;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  May  5, 
135 

Holyhead  Barbour,  Questions,  Mr.  Lewis; 
Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  May  2,  7 ;  May  19, 1261 ;  Question, 
Captain  Verney ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  May  20, 1406 

Industrial  Property  Convention,  Question, 
Mr.  Mundella ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  May  5,  136 

Lighthouses 
Illuminants,  Question,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  May  19, 1267 
Irish  Lights  Board— Clerkships^  Queztioxx, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  May  13,  821 

Icont. 


Board  of  Trait — oont. 

Market  Corn  Returns,  Question,  Mr.  Gray; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  o( 
Trade  May  8,  «0 

Merchant  Shipping 

Gallantry    at    Sea,    Question,    Mr.  Giles ; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 

Trade  May  2,  9 
Saving  Life    at    Sea,    Question,     Mr.     H. 

Vincent ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 

Board  of  Trade  May  9,  567 
Seamen — Grievance),     Question,    Admiral 

Field)    Answer,    The    President  of  the 

Board  of  Trade  May  5,  133 

Ships 

"  Camera,"  Lais  of.  Question,  Sir  E. 
Watkin;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  May  19,  1276 

"  Besper,"  Lobs  of.  Question,  Mr.  A. 
Williams  ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  May  19,  1878 

"Bohilla,"  Lose  of.  Question,  Mr.  C. 
Graham  i  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  May  Iff,  1262 

Railway! 

Brakei,  Question,  Hr.  Channine; ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
May  9,  678 

Carlide  Accident,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Bl, 
Ellis ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  May  2.  10;  Question, 
Mr.  Bandell ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  May  8,  444 

Sew  Milford,  Accident  at,  Question,  Mi 
Channing;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  May  16,  944 

Newtand  Station,  Pembrokeshire,  Question, 
Mr.  B.  Bovlands  ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  May  5,  123 

Over-Crowded  Trains,  Question ,  Mr. 
Howard;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  Jane  3,  1843 

Railway  Companies  and  Telegram;  Qi 
tions,  Sir  J.  Swinburne  ;  Answers,  The 
Postmaster  General  If  ay  15,  938 ;  May 
22,  1676 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  Report  of 
Complaint*  Under,  Question,  Mr.  Tom- 
linson ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  May  16,  946 

Rate*    Inquiry,    Question,    Mr.    Coghill 
Answer,  Tbe  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  May  9,  672 
South  Metropolitan  Gas  Company,  Question, 

Hr.  Boulnois ;  Answer,  The  President  of 

the  Board  of  Trade  May  6, 134 
Thames  Navigation,  Question,  Major  Baaoh; 

Answer,   The  President   of   the  Board  of 

Trade  June  3,  1864 

Bolton,  Mr.  T.  H.,  St.  Pancras,  N. 

Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 630,  640 

Hyde  Park  Demonstration,  1847 ;  Bes.  1866, 
1873 

Ireland.— Mostinir   in  New  Tinnerarr.  Bes. 


Bolton,  Mr.  T.  H.— eonf. 

Metropolis    Management   Amendment  Act 

(1862)  Amendment  Bill,  2It.  1937 
Metropolitan  Police,  I860 

Bobnbo 

Sarawak  —Rajah  Brooke,  Question,  Sir  Q. 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  May  8,  446 

Borough  Funds  Bill 

c.  Order  for    SB.  read  and  discharged ;    Bill 
withdrawn  May  19,  1246 

Boulnois,  Mr.  B.,  Marylebone,  S. 
South  Metropolitan  Gas  Company,  184 

Bhaboubnz,  Lord 
Parliament — Adjournment  of    the    House, 

Bes.  1658 
Youthful     Offenders    Bill,   Be- Committed, 

1652 

Bbadlauoh,  Mr.  C,  Northampton 

Customs  and  Inland  Seven  oe  Bill,  2B.  174 
Hyde  Park  Demonstration,  Bes.  1876, 1877 
Immigration  Committee,  1568 

Benares,  1117 

Bengal — Dismissal  of  Surgeons,  1118 
Budget,  566 

Crawford  Case,  147,  934 
Hull- Marking— Wares,  1119 
Indigo  Ryots,  971 
Legislative  Council,  678 
Magistracy — Mr.  Currie,  934 
Maharani  of  Bewah,  Memorial  of,  441 
Indian  Council,  678 

Labour 

Councils  of  Conciliation,  1399 

Foreign  Workmen,  1108 
Law  and  Justice 

Arrests  for  Trifling  Offenoes,  1762 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2) 

Bill,  2B.  1892 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

BUI,  262 
Market  Bights  and  Tolls  Commission,  812 
Mauritius,  The— Consular  Court  at  Tama- 

tare,  251 
Midwivea  Registration  Bill,  2B.  1543 
Nary 

Engineer  Students,  1845 

"Icarus" — Commander  Annesley,  4,  678, 
1274, 1672 
Parliament — Business  of  the   House,   1768  ; 

Bes.  1684 
Post  Office— Employes '  Meetings,  1402, 1S82 
Scotland— Criminal  Procedure  Act,  S 
Supply— Sierra  Leone,  1791 
Zion  College,  18*3 
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Bright,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester,  S.  W. 

Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 489 

Education  —  Chorlton-oum-Hardy — School 
Accommodation,  684 

Gibraltar — Smuggling,  126 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2R.  1021 

British  Museum 

Return  ordered  May  5,  156 

Broadhubst,  Mr.  H.,  Nottingham,  W. 
Scotland — Procurator  Fisoals,  814 
Sweating  System  in  Manchester,  1565 

Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.  (Financial 
Secretary, War  Department),  Surrey, 
Guildford 
Army 
Contracts — War  Office — Equipments,  453 
Guards'  Birthday  Parade,  447 

Officers 
Palliser,  The  Late   Sir  W.,  Bes.  1182, 

1185,  1186 
Betired  Officers,  Compensation  to,  257 

Ordnance — Yeomanry  Swords,  1850 

Brookfield,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Sussex,  Rye 
Army — Volunteer  Equipments,  1114 
Navy— Boyal  Artillery  Volunteers,  817,  949 

Brunnbr,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Cheshire,  Northtcich 
Coal  Mines— Accidents,  1397 
Customs   and  Inland    Bevenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 546, 1355, 1484, 1488 
Education — Thwing  School  Board,  571 
Local    Authorities  (Acquisition    of  Land), 

Bes.  340 
Midwives  Registration  Bill,  2B.  1542 
Notification  of  Infectious  Diseases,  1587 

Brtce,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen,  S. 
Access  to  Mountains  (Scotland)  BilI,2B.  410 

Africa 

British  and  German  Interests,  1273 
Native  Chiefs,  574,  970 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  589,  591, 
599,606 

Egypt— Eastern  Soudan,  449,  951 

India — Crawford  Case,  935 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2B.  862 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  18, 156 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bill,  Re-Committed, 
799 

Supply — Colonial  Services,  Ac.,  1835 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R*,  Edinburgh,  W. 
Africa 
British  and  German  Interests,  1272 
Lake  Nyassa — Mission  Stations,  1576 

[cent. 


Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R.— con/. 
Army — Volunteers — Drill  Instructors,   Ac* 

1405 
Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue  Bill,  2R.  207 
Education— Blind,  Deaf  and  Dumb,  462 

Inland  Bevenue 
Inoome  Tax  on  Holding  of  Government 

Funds,  817 
Revenue  from  Stamps,  953 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties- 
Bill  22 
Bights  of  Way  (Sootland)  Bill,  693 
Supply — African  Affairs,  1645 

Buildings  (Sanitary  Registration)  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2B.  read  and  discharged;    Bill 
withdrawn  May  21,  1545 

Burial  Acts  {England  and  Wales) 

Burial  Service  in  Wales,  Question,  Mr.  O* 
Morgan ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
May  22, 1560  p^  uguim*. 

Cemeteries — Bow,  Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham^ 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  May  23,. 
1683 

Burma  (see  India) 

Buxton,    Mr.    S.    C,    Tower    Hamletsr 
Poplar 
Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue  Bill,  2B.  157, 

160, 190 ;   Committee,  492,  496,  524,  527, 

544, 1133, 1538 
Education — Payment  by  Results,  Bes.  626* 

636 
Labour  Processions,  1282, 1405 
Supply — Education,  Science,  and  Art,  1907, 

1908, 1924 

Byrne,  Mr.  G.  M.,  Wicklow,  W. 
Ireland 
Baltinglass  Union,  963 
Land    Commission  —  Baltinglass    Union,. 
1580 

Cadogan,  Earl  of  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 
Historical  Manuscripts  Commission,  809 
Municipal    Franchise    Extension    (Ireland) 

Bill,  2B.  1383 
Suok  River  Drainage  (Provision  of  Funds) 

Bill,  2B.  1384 
Youthful    Offenders    Bill,  Be  -  Committed r 

1554 

Cains,  Mr.W.  S.,  Barrow-in-Furness 
Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1512,  1513,  1516,1518,1524, 1527, 
1528,  1529 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  153 ;  2B.  706,  718,  720,  730,  786, 787, 
788,  792 


1 


Caldwell,  Mr.  J.,  Glasgow,  St.  Rollox 
Contagious    Diseases     (Animals)    (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  586, 605 


Cameron,  Dr.  C,  Glasgow,  College 
Africa,  Germans  io,  1842 
Contagions    Diseases      (Animal a)     (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  587,    593, 
600,  601,  602,  604,  606 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,   2B.  178, 
193;  Committee,  1326,  1336,   1354,  1355, 
1356, 1146, 1143, 1496, 1500,   1501 ;    Con- 
sideration, 1624 
Newfoundland  Fisheries,  1114 
Scotland 
Disestablishment   and   Disendowment   of 

the  Church  of  Scotland,  lies.  62 
La*  and  Justice 
Capital  Punishment,  1393 
Procurator  Fiscal  of  Tobermory,   1110 
Licensing 
Airdrie  Court,  1394 
Public  House  Licences,  940 

Cameron,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Wick,  Ac. 

Army— Sergeant- Major  Holmes,  125 
Contagion*     Diseases    (Animals)    (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  591 

Campbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirkcaldy,  &c. 

A  fries  -Imperial  East  African  Company — 
Abolition  of  Slavery,  939 

Borneo— Sarawak— Eajah  Brooke,  446 

Currency — New  Coinage,  131 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com 
mittee,  604,  508,  509,  510,  517,  518,  1332, 
1333,  1346,  144M,  1449,  1477,  1489,  1491, 
1492, 1193,  1494,  1495, 1602, 1504,  1511 

Egypt^Convention  Proposals,  448 

Bast  India—  Civil  Service  Servants,'  1841 1 

Committee,  1676  ;  Res.  1840 
Sonth  Indian  Railway,  Guaranteed,  936 
Inland   Revenue— Receipts    from   Stampf, 

Newfoundland  Fisheries,  450 
Parliament 
Ascension  Day,  Res.  B77 
Business  of  the  House,  1757 
Supply 
African  Affairs,  1656 

Colonial  Services,  Ao.,  1761,  1762,  1763 
1767, 1768, 1769,1770, 1772,  1793,  1802 
1805,1808, 1810,  IMMHZ2, 1826,  1829, 


Campbell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  GUwjmi,  ^  jj^ 
deen  Universities 

Camfbell-Ba-s-bm*",  Rfg,,  » 
Stirling,  &*<■ 
Contogto",  J»tajJJs*J     (Aafa^j    , 

pnenmooU)  lilll,  CvNstltte.,  Viz     ""*" 


Camfbbll-Bannerhah,  Right  Hod.  H.— com. 
Customs  aod  Inland    Revenne    Bill,   Com- 
mittee, 1363, 1506 
Parliament — Business  of    the   House,   Res. 
1691,  1703 


Camperdown,  Earl  of 

Herring   Fishery   (Scotland)   Act    Am' 
ment  Bill,  2R.  121 


Canterbury,  Archbishop  of 
Education  Code,  670 

Carew,  Mr.  J.  h.,  Kildare,  jV. 

Athy  Board  of  Guardians,  1584 
Morriaey,  Michael,  262 

Causton,  Mr.  R.  K.,  Southwarh,  W. 
Currency— New  Coinage,  132 
Customs— Silver  Plate  Duties,  1287 
Electoral  Disabilities  Bill,  155 
Hyde  Park  Demonstration,  Res.  1878 
Ireland— Proposed   Meeting  in    New   Tip- 
perary,  Res.  1743 

Census,  1891 
Question,  Mr.    A.  Acland;    Answer,    The 
Fin*  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  19, 1286 

Ceylon 

CopitS  0/  Administratis  Rtport,  Question, 
Mr  Picton;  Answer,  The  Coder  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  May  15,  943 

Chance,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kilkenny,  S. 

Superannuation)  Bill,  Committee,  1S47 

Chancellor,  The   Lord   («■   Haubcbv 
Lord) 

Chancbllob     of    the    Eicheqoeb    («« 
Goschen,  Bight  Hon.  G.J.J 

Channing,  Mr.  F.  A,  *f*"***  ^*. 

PneLonia)  **>°*2££2   Order, 
Local      Govemmeoi    rroTMiono 

(No.  2)  Bill,  2R-  Is91 

Parliament 

Business  of  *•  H*3,*Lrt  Speech  at 
Chanoellor  of  the  fircheqow    opn~" 
ItawteusWl.  475 
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CLA 


Channino,  Mp.  P.  A.— cant 

Railways 

New  Hilford  Accident,  944 

Rates,  578 
Supply — Transvaal,  1827 
Tenants'  Compensation  Bill,  2R.  1545 

Chaplin,   Right  Hon.  H.  (President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture),  Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford 
Board  of  Agriculture 
Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  Act 
Cattle  from  America,  811 
Dog  Muzzling  and  Rabies,  142 
Foot-and-Mouth  Disease—Cattle  from 

Schleswig-Holstein,  1395 
Pleuro-Pneumonia,  135,  682 

Ordnance  Survey,  1269 

Employ4s,  448,  1265,  1565, 1589 
MapB  of  Somerset,  1277 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill.  1599 ;  Committee,  581, 
582,  583,  584,  586,  591,  595,  601,  602,  604, 
606;  Consideration,  1708,  1710,  1712, 
1718 

Local  Authorities  (Acquisition  of  Land), 
Res.  840,  343,  344,  347,  348 

Tenants'  Compensation  Bill,  2R.  1545 

Charitable  Trusts  Bill 

c.  Read  2°  May  7,  355 

Charity  Commissioner 8 

Norwich  Charities,  Questions,  Mr.  S.  Hoare, 

Mr.  J.  J.  Colman ;    Answers,  Mr.   J.  W. 

Lowther  May  7, 353 
Poor's  Land,  Bethnal  Green,  Question,  Mr. 

J.  Kelly ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of 

the  Council  May  19, 1280 

Childer8,  Eight  Hon.  H.  C.  E.,  Edin- 
burgh, S. 
Barracks  Bill,  819 
Currency — New  Coinage,  132 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  238 ; 

Committee    510,  550,  1140,   1339,  1341, 

1342, 1352, 1449, 1481 
Hyde  Park  Demonstration,  Res.  1874 
Incidence  of  Taxation  (England,   Scotland, 

and  Ireland),  Res.  413,  414 
Ireland — Execution  of  Dr.  Cross,  823 

Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  414 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  957 

Post  Office — Rates  to  India  and  the  Colonies, 

440,  441 
Scotland— Rating  of  Feu  Duties,  1270 
Town  Holdings  Committee,  954 

Children's  Life  Insurance  Bill 

Z.  Presented;  Read  1**  May  20, 1382 

China 

Contagious  Diseases  Ordinance,  Question, 
Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  May  12,  684 

[conU 


China — cont. 

Naval  Manoeuvres,   Question,   Mr.  Gourley ; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 

May  9,  566 
Telegraphic    Convention,    Question,    Sir  J. 

Lubbock ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 

for  Foreign  Affairs  May  8, 448 

Church    Building   Acts    (Compulsory 
Powers  Repeal)  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2R.  read  and   discharged;   Bill 
withdrawn  June  2, 1838 

Church  of  England 

Westminster  Abbey    Commission,  Question, 
Mr.  C.  Bentinck;  Answer,  The  First  Lord, 
of  the  Treasury  May  8,  459 

Church  of  Scotland  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°*  May  14,  931 

Churchill,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  B.  H.  S., 
Paddington,  S. 
Ireland — Education — Schools  of  the  Chris- 
tian Brothers,  1249 

Civil    Bill  (County    Courts)   (Ireland) 
Returns 
Question,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answer,  The  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  May  12,  700 

Civil  Service 

Clerks 

Second  Division,  Question,  Mr.  Tuite ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
May  12,  686 

Upper  Grade,  Question,  Mr.  W.  M' Arthur ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer May  8,  445 

Writers 
Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  9, 
576;  Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
May  19,  1274;  Questions,  Mr.  Kelly, 
Mr.  Oremer;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  May  19, 1279 

Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Go.%  N. 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Commit- 
tee, 1302,  1371 

Ireland 

Criminal  Law 

Mulligan  and  others,  562 
Greystones  Harbour,  16 
Labourers*  Act,  1258 
Light  Railways,  558 
Magistracy 

Sandes,  Mr.  G.,  16,  473 
Police — Affairs  at  Tipperary,  965 
Registrar  General — Dr.  Gnmahaw,  1255 
Swift's  Hotel,  Dublin,  967, 1253 

Clanwillum,  Earl  of 
Navy — Admiral  Colomb's  Invention,  1072 
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Clarke,  Sir  E.   G.   (Solicitor  General), 
Plymouth 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Considera- 
tion, 1629 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2R.  770,  779,  780,  783,  784,  786,  787, 
788,  792,  978, 1040 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bill,  Re- Committed, 
798 

Coal  Mines 

Colliery  Explosions  —  General  Questions, 
Questions,  Mr.  Piokard;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment May  6,  253,  254 ;  Question,  Mr.  D. 
Thomas ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
May  9,  568 ;  Questions,  Mr.  D.  Thomas, 
Mr.  Brunner ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary May  20,  1396 

Regulation  Act,  Question,  Mr.  D.  Thomas ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  May  9, 
569 

Working  Hours,  Question,  Mr.  Howorth ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  May  12,  681 

Cobb,  Mr.  H.  P.,  Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  Order  for 

Committee,  25,  36,  54 ;  .Committee,  289, 

291,298,301 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  156 
Warwick  Board  of  Guardians,  681 

Coohill,    Mr.   Dt  H.,   Newcastle-undcr- 
Lyme 
Parliament — Adjournment   of    the    House, 

Res.  1889 
Railway  Rates  Inquiry,  572 

Coinage  (see  Currency) 

Collings,  Mr.  J.,  Birmingham,  Bordesley 

Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  52,  53,  54,  56 ;  Committee, 
278 

American  Tariff  Bill,  574 

Charitable  Trusts  Bill,  2R.  391,  393,  395, 
402,407 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Order  for  Committee, 
306 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Commit" 
tee,  537 

Colman,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Norwich 
Charitable  Trusts  BUI,  2R.  380 
Charities— Norwich,  353 

Colomb,  Sir  J.  C.  R.,  Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  d&c. 
Education  Code,  10 

Colonial  Courts  of  Admiralty  Bill 

c.  Read  1°  •  May  8,  552 


Colonies  —  Secretary     of 
KaursFOBD,  Lord) 


State      (see 


Colonies — Under  Secretary  of  State  (see 
de  Worms,  Bight  Hon.  Baron  H.) 

Colonies 

Australian  Defence  and  Colonial  Govern' 
rnents,  Question,  Mr.  Bartley;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
May  22,  1595 

Grievances  of  Seamen  in  Crown  Colonies, 
Question,  Admiral  Field;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  May  5, 
132 

Commins,  Dr.  A.,  Roscommon,  S. 
Jury  Laws  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  916 

Commissioners  for  Oaths  Act   (1889) 
Amendment  Bill 

l.  Order  for  2R.  read  and  deferred  May  2,  3 
Read  2*  and  oommitted  to  Committee  of  the 

whole  House  May  8,  418 
Committee  and  Reported  May  12,  677 
Read  3*  *  and  passed  May  13,  805 
Royal  Assent  May  22,  1549 

Committee  of   Council  on   Education — 
Lord  President  (see  Cranbrook,  Vis- 
count) 
Vice  President  (see  Dyke,  Bight  Hon. 
Sir  W.  H.) 

Companies  (Memorandum  of  Associa- 
tion) Bill 

l.  Read  2*  and  committed  to  Standing  Com* 
mittee  for  General  Bills  May  8,  428 

Companies  (Winding-XTp)  Bill 

c.  Reported    from    Standing    Committee   on 
Trade,  Ac.  May  19,  1246 


Comfion,  Earl,  York,  W.R.,  Bamsley 
Africa 
Bamangwato,  1587 
British  and  German  Interests,  1272 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act  (see 
Board  of  Agriculture) 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill 

c.  Order  for   Committee    read   and  deferred 

May  6,  806 
Considered  in  Committee  and  reported  May 

9,579 
As   amended    considered;    Read   3°*  and 

passed  May  23, 1708 

Convicts  (Penal  Servitude) 
Address  for  Return  June  8, 1938 

Conway,  Mr.  M.,  Leitrim,  N. 
Ireland — Land  Commission — Leitrim,  820, 
1252 
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Conybeare,    Mr.   C.    A.    V.,    Cornwall,    Coubtney,  Right  Hon.  L.  H.— con*. 


Camborne 
Army 
Palliser,  The  Late  Sir  W.,  1176 
Welsh  Fusiliers,  1410 

,  Cleopatra's  Needle,  1407 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1137,  1343,1362,  1367,  1373 

Education — Payment  by  Results,  Res.  640 

Inland  Revenue  Regulation  Bill,  Re-Com- 
mitted, 1203 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2) 
Bill,  2R.  1392 

Lunacy — Stow  Asylum — Mr.  R.  F.  Crawford, 
943 

Parliament 
Adjournment  of  the  House  (Derby  Day), 

Res.  1889 
Business  of  the  House,  1548 

Supply — Colonial  Services,  Ac.,  1805,  1812, 
1816, 1816, 1817,  1821,  1823,  1826,  1827, 
1828,  1829 

Corbet,  Mr.  W.  J.,  WicMow,  E. 

Ireland 

Dnndrum  Asylum,  959 

Laud  Commission — Case  of  Daniel  Kear- 
ney, 6 

Piers  and  Harbours 

Greystones  Harbour,  16- 
Returns,  16 

Lunacy — Insufficient  Asylum  Accommoda- 
tion, 8 

Corbett,  Mr.  A.  C,  Glasgow,  Tradeston 
Licensing  Question,  1598, 1686 

Cornwallis,  Mr.  F.  S.  Wykeham,  Maid- 
stone 
Supply — Maidstone  Sewage,  1672 

Court  of  Chancery  of  Lancaster  Bill 

l.  Presented ;  Read  1*  *  May  19, 1213 

Courtney,  Rt.  Hon.  L.  H.  (Chairman  of 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
and  Depnty*  Speaker),  Cornwall, 
Bodmin 

(Hidings  as  CJuiirman  of  Committees 
and  Deputy  Speaker) 

Agricultural  Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  1058, 
1059 

Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 291,  292,  293,  294,  298,  303,  607, 
608 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  579,  599 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 491,  499,  501,  502,  504,  509,  512, 
516,  519,  535,  539,  541,  1129,  1137,  1142, 
1143,  1144,  1155,  1156, 1157, 1162,  1164, 
1295,  1321,  1349,  1378,  1379,  1438,  1443, 
1444,  1449,  1450,  1459,  1462,  1481, 1527, 
1528,  1529, 1530 

[cant. 


Inland  Revenue  Regulation  Bill,  Re-Com- 
mitted, 1200, 1201 

Pauper  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers' 
Superannuation)  Bill,  Committee,  1547 

Supply 
Colonial  Services,  Ac.,  1770,   1805,  1808, 

1815,  1816,  1817,  1826,  1831,  1832 
Vote  on  Account,  1645,  1662, 1663, 1664 

Cowper,  Earl 

Socialistic  Legislation,  1236 

Craig,  Mr.  J.,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Customs  and  Inland   Revenue   Bill,    Com- 
mittee, 523,  525,  539,  1483 

Cbanborne,  Visoonnt,  Lancashire,  N.E., 
Darwen 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1702, 
1758 

Cranbrook,  Vi8conlit  (Lord  President  of 
the  Council) 
Education 
Code,  650,  653,  655,  657 
Technical  Instruction  Act,  425 

Crawford,  Mr.  D.,  Lanark,  N.E. 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  588,  595, 
601 

Employers'  Liability  Bill,  14 

Local  Authorities  (Acquisition  of  Land),  Res. 
327,  328, 329 

Scotland 
Disestablishment  of  the  Scotch  Church, 

Res.  105 
Education — School  Fees,  1854 
Sheriff  Clerk  of  Ayrshire,  690 

Cremer,  Mr.  W.  R,  Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston 

Civil  Service— Writers,  1279 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 548,  549 

Hyde  Park  Demonstration,  Res.  1862 

Local  Authorities  (Acquisition  of  Land), 
Res.  333,  336 

Parliament 

Adjournment  of  the  House,  Res.  1204 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1699 

Post  Office  Employts-  Meetings,  1278,  1282, 
1852 

Crilly,  Mr.  D.,  Mayo,  i\T. 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  583 ;  Con- 
sideration, 1708,  1712,  1713 

Ireland 
Education — National  Teachers,  262 
Proposed  Meetings  in  New  Tipperary,  Res. 
1736 

Pauper  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers* 
Superannuation)  Bill,  Committee,  1676 
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Crofters'  Holdings   (Scotland)  (No.  2) 

Bill 
e.  Order  for  2B.  road  and  Debate  adjourned 
May  7,  410 

Cross,  Viscount  (Secretary  of  State  for 

Industrial  School!  Bill,  Be- Committed,  1381 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,   1 
Youthful  Offenders  Bill,  Re-Committed,  1561 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Act 

Kvtiecrion,  Qu.stion,  Mr.  H.  Vincent; 
Answer,  The  Under  Seorotary  for  the 
Home  Department  May  6,254;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Webb;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  May  13,  814 
Mr.  Langley's  Experiments,  Question,  Mr. 
B.Smith;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
May  15,  953 

Currency 

Cracked  Sovereigns,   Question,  Mr.  Dill  wyn  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

May  2,  5 
Sein  Coinage,  Questions,   Sir   G.    Campbell, 
Mr.  Causton,  Mr.  Childera;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exobeqner  May  5,  181 

Chezon,  Viscount,  Bucks,  Wycombe 
Navy— Ships— "  Sultan,"  686 

Cusr,      Mr.     H.     J.    C,     Lincolnshire, 
Grantham 
Allotments,  1590 

Custody  of  Children  Bill 

I.  Presented ;  Bead  I" •  May  20,  1382 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
Customs 

Board  of  Customs,  Question,  Mr.  Webster ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Tieasuiy 
May  22,  1579 
Bonding  of  Spirits,  Question,  Mr.  T.  H. 
Healyi  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  May  19, 1269 
Employs'* — Meetings,  Question,  Mr.  A. 
Williams;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  May  19, 1278 
Escise  Licences,  Question,  Mr.  Agft- 
Gardner ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  May  2,  10 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Summers  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exohequer  May  15,  919 1  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Labonohere ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer  May  20, 
1401 

(See  also  local  Taxation  (Customs  and 
Excite  Duties  Bill) 
Mineral  Water* 

Importation,  Question,  Mr.  Watt;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  May  15,  94S 
Taxation  of,  Question,  Mr.  Watt ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exohe- 
quer May  8,  442)  June  2,  1765 


'ttstoma  and  Inland  Revinut — oont. 

Out 'Door  Department — Issue  of  Circulars, 

Question,    Mr.  Sexton ;    Answer,    The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  12, 

689 
Ridley  Commission,  Question,  Mr.  Boyden  • 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 

May  23,  1684 
Skibbereen  Custom  House,  Question,   Dr   . 

Kenny;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 

Treasury  Mat,  8,  469 
Stnujjltno,  Question,  Mr.  Nolan;  Answer, 

The   Chancellor  of  the  Bxohequer  May 

22,  1572 
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Budget  Resolvt 
Inland  Revenue 
Government  Stamps  for    India,  Question, 
Mr,  Banbury ;   Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  May  16,  1119 

Income  Tax 

Colonial  Insurance  Office*,  Question, 
Mr.  H.  Heaton  j  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  June  2, 1754 
Holding  of  Government  Fundt,  Question! 
Mr.  Buchanan  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exohequer  May  13,  817 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  Question,  Mr.  5. 
Will  |  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  May  16.  1118 

Zand  Tax— Banbury,  Oxfordshire,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  B.  Rowlands ;  Answer,  Tho 
Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer  May  23, 
1680 

Marine  Insurance  Duties,  Question,  Mr. 
Mnndella;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  X ay  G,  ISO 

Officers,  Questions,  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exobeqner  May  9,  570  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Hayden  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  May  16,  945 

Revenue  from  Stamps,  Question,  Mr. 
Buchanan ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  May  15,  953  ;  Question, 
Sir  G.  Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  May  16, 1112 

Silver  Plate  Duties,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
Rowlands;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  May  5,  131 ;  Question, 
Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  6,  142 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Kins;;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  tha  Exchequer  May  5, 
155;  Questions,  Mr.  Cauaton;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May 
19,  1287;  Question,  Mr.  Labonohere; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
May  20,  1401;  Question,  Mr.  H. 
Vincent ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  May  20,  1404 

Taxation  —  Select  Committee,  Question, 
Mr.  S.  Evans;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  May  22,  1586 
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Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill 

c.  Second  Beading  May  5, 157 

Considered  in  Committee  May  8,  478 ;  May 

16,  1057;  May  16,  1123;  May  19,  1201; 

Motion  to  give  Precedence  May  20, 1418 
Considered  in  Committee  May   20,   1431 ; 

May  21, 1480 
Head  3°  and  passed  May  28, 1704 

Cti8tom8  and  Inland  Revenue,  BUI 
Papers  Relating  to,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Sir  J.  Swinburne ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  May  5,  248 

Customs     Consolidation     Act    (1876) 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Bead  2°  •  May  21,  1545 
Considered  in   Committee  May  22,  1675 ; 
May  28,  1732 ;  June  2, 1837 

Dabling,  Mr.  G.  J.,  Deptford 

Foot  and  Month  Disease — Importation   of 

Cattle  from  Schleswig-Holstein,  1395 
Jury  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  917,  919,  920 
Parliament — Adjournment    of    the    House, 

Bes.  1211 

Darling,  Mr.  M.  T.  Stormonth  (Solicitor 
General   for  Scotland),  Edinburgh 
and  St.  Andrew's  Universities 
Local  Authorities   (Scotland)    (Acquisition 
of  Lands)  Bill,  2B.  925 

Deaths  from  Starvation  {Metropolis) 
Address  for  Returns  May  15,  988 

db  Gobain,  Mr.  E.  S.  W.,  Belfast,  E. 
.    Ireland — Belfast  Magistrates,  472 

Seeds  of  Arrangement  Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  May  8,  552 ;  May 
12,  803 
As  amended  Considered  May  22,  1674 
Read  3°  "  and  passed  May  23,  1731 

de  Lisle,  Mr.  E.  J.  L.  M.  P.,  Leicester- 
.  shire,  Mid 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  asd  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2B.  1019, 1025 

Denman,  Lord 

Municipal    Franchise  Extension    (Ireland) 
Bill,  2R.  1882 

de  Ramset,  Lord 

Historical    Manuscripts    Commission,   809, 

810 
Suppression  of  Publio  Houses,  1389 

Derby,  Earl  of 

Socialistic  Legislation,  1231 


de  Worms,  Right  Hon.  Baron  H.  (Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies), 

Liverpool,  East  Toxteth 
Africa  (South  Coast) 
.    Bamangwato,  1587 

Beohuanaland  Concession,  1570 

British  Territory,  1109 

Zulu  Affairo,  1573 

Australia 

Defences,  1595 
Liquor  Traffic,  1561 

Bearing  Seas  Fisheries,  1288 

British  Guiana,  128 

Ceylon — Copies  of  Administrative  Reports, 

Colonies — Seamen's  Grievances,  133 

Gibraltar — Smuggling,  126 

Hong  Kong—  Contagious  Diseases  Ordinance, 

575,  684,  951 
Jamaica — Lepers,  1749 
Maltese  Marriages,  129 
New  Zealand  Liqucr  Traffic,  1561 
Perak— Ex-Sultan  Abdullah,  146 
Queensland — Separate  Colonies,  1755 

Supply 
African  Affairs,  1658,  1666 
Colonial  Services,  Ac.,  1762,  1763,  1764, 
1766, 1769, 1771,  1772, 1777, 1780, 1781, 
1782, 1783, 1784, 1787, 1788, 1789, 1794, 
1797, 1799, 1802, 1809, 1810, 1811, 1820, 
1821, 1822, 1826, 1828, 1833 

Tobago— Grievances,  1586 

Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill,  687 


Dillon,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  E. 

Agricultural  Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B. 
907 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2B.  192, 
212,  215,  217,  221,  226,  229,  230;  Order 
for  Committee,  243;  Committee,  508, 
532,  533,  534,  1137, 1144, 1299, 1309, 1311, 
1372, 1471,  1472, 1475 

Ireland— Funeral  of  Mr.  Harris,  M.P.,  565 

Parliament 
Adjournment  of  the  House,  Bes.  1210 
Business  of  the    House,  155,  1289;  Bes. 

1419,  1421 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  Speech  at 

Rawtenstall,698 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  957 


Dillwyn,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea,  Town 
Currency — Cracked  Sovereigns,  5 
CustomB    and   Inland   Revenue   Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1371 


Dimsdale,  Baron  B.,  Herts,  Hitchin 
Customs    and    Inland    Revenue    Bill,    2R. 
205 


Directors'  Liability  Bill 

c.  Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Trade,  Ac.  May  22,  1609 
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Disestablishment   and  Disendowment  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland 

Motion  on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply 
May  2,  62 

DkOn-Hartland,  Mr.  F.  D.,   Middlesex, 
Uxbridge 
Leeds  Assizes,  129 

Drunkenness     (Convictions)     {England 
and  Wales) 
Address  for  Return  May  19, 1246 

Dublin  Corporation  Bill — Attack  on  the 
Police    and    Sanitary  Regulations 
Committee 
Debate  May  22, 1600 

Duff,  Mr.  R  W.,  Banffshire 
Customs  and    Inland  Revenue    Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1439 

Dunraven,  Earl  of 
Socialistic  Legislation,  1234 

Dyke,    Bight  Hon.    Sir  W.   H.   (Vice 

President    of    the    Committee     of 

Council  on  Education),  Kent,  Dart- 

ford 

Charity  Commissioners  —  Poor's    Land  at 

Bethnal  Green,  1280 

Education 

Bnlphan  School,  812 

Chorlton-cum-Hardy  School  —Accommoda- 
tion, 685 
Christ's  Hospital,  1576 
Education  Code,  10, 130,  453,  462,  674 
National  School  Children,  813 
Non-Pauper  School  Fees,  451 
Payment  by  Results,  Res.  634,  636 
Pupil  Teachers,  Vaccination  of,  128 
Science  and  Art  Drawing  Grant,  1267 
Thwing  School  Board,  671 

London  School  Board  Elections  Bill,  1402 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1758 

Supply 

Charity  Commissioners,  1668, 1669 
Science  and  Art,  1892, 1897, 1923, 1986 

East  India  (see  India) 

Ebbington,  Viscount,  Devon,  Tavistock 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  Committee, 

285 
Education — Soience  and  Art  Drawing  Grant, 
1267 

Ecclesiastical  Contumacy  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1°  *  May  14,  982 

Education  Department 

Blind,  Deaf,  and  Dumb  Children,  Question, 
Mr. Buchanan;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  May  8,  461 

[cont. 


Education  Department— cont. 

I  Bulphan  School/Question,  Major  Bosch ;  An- 
swer, The  Vice  President  May  13,  812 

Chorlton-cum-Hardy  School — Accommodation, 
Question,  Mr.  J.  Bright;  Answer,  The 
Vice  President  May  12,  684 

Christ's  Hospital — Education  Administra- 
tion, Question,  Mr.  Mundella;  Answer, 
The  Vice  President  May  22, 1575 

Education  Code,  Question,  Sir  J.  Colomb ; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  May  2,  10; 
Question,  Mr.  Mundella;  Answer,  The 
Vice  President  May  5,  130;  Question, 
Mr.  L.  Fry ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President 
May  8,  452  ;  Question,  Mr.  Esslemont ; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  May  8,  462; 
Question,  Mr.  A.  Pease;  Answer,  The 
Vice  President  May  9,  573 ;  Observations, 
Lord  Norton,  Earl  of  Meath,  Viscount 
Cranbrook,  Earl  of  Harrowby,  Bishop  of 
London,  Earl  Fortesoue,  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury,  Lord  feingen,  Earl  of  Wemyss 
May  12,  641;  Questions,  Mr.  S.  Buxton, 
Mr.  Mundella ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  May  15,  971 

Elementary  Education  Bill,  Question,  Mr.  F. 
S.  Powell ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  May  2,  13 

National.  School  Children,  Question,  Mr. 
Labouohere  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President 
May  13,  812 

Non-Pauper  School  Fees,  Question,  Mr. 
Llewellyn ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President 
May  8,  451 

Payment  by  Results,  Bes.  May  9, 616 

Pupil  Teachers,  Vaccination  of,  at  Leicester, 
Question,  Mr.  Pioton  ;  Answer,  The  Vice 
President  May  5, 127 

Science  and  Art  Drawing  Grant,  Question, 
Viscount  Ebrington  ;  Answer,  The  Vice 
President  May  19,  1267 

Technical  Instruction  Act,  Question,  Ob- 
servations, Marquess  of  Ripon,  Lord  Nor- 
ton, The  Lord  President  May  8,  419 

Thwing  School  Board,  Question,  Mr.  Brun- 
ner;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  May 
9,  671 

Education  of  Blind  and  Deaf  Mute  Chil- 
dren Bill 

l.  Presented  ;  Bead  1»*  May  22,  1549 

Educational  Endowment  (Scotland)  (Fer* 
guson  Bequest  Fund) 
Answer  to  Address  May  7,  354 

Educational  Endowment  (Scotland)  (Or* 
phan  Hospital  Scheme) 
Answer  to  Address  May  7,  354 

Educational      Endowment     (Scotland) 
(Redhythe  Bursaries,  &c,  Fordyce) 
Answer  to  Address  May  7,  354 

Educational  Endowments  (Banffshire) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Bead  1°  *  May  14,  932 
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Egypt 

Convention  Proposals,  Question,  Sir  6. 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  May  8,  446 

"Conversion  Scheme,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Isaac- 
son ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  May  8,  450 

Soudan — Distress,  Questions,  Mr.  Bryce ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  May  8,  449 ;  May  15,  951  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Howorth ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  May  23, 
1687 

Elcho,  Lord,  Ipswich 
Parliament  —  Adjournment   of    the  House 
(Derby  Day),  Res.  1882 

^Elections     (Scotland)     (Corrupt    and 
Illegal  Practices)  Bill 

c.  Bead  2°  *  and  committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Law,  Ac.  May  8,  551 

Electoral  Disabilities  Bill 

Questions,  Mr.  Causton,  Sir  W.  Lawson  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
May  5, 155 

Electric  Lighting  (see  Board  of  Trade) 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  R.  D.,  Roxburgh 

Disestablishment  and  Disendowment  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  Res.  119 

Elliot,  Mr.  G.  W.,  York,  N.R.,  Richmond 
Barracks  Bill,  819 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.,  Leicestershire,  Bosworth 
Supply — Education,  1935 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham,  Rushcliffe 
Employers'  Liability  Bill,  693 
Hong  Kong — Contagious  Diseases  Ordinance, 

951 
Ireland — Land  Commission  Returns,  474 

Local    Taxation     (Customs     and     Excise) 
Duties  Bill,  153 
Licensing  Questions,  1852 

Parliament— Whitsuntide  Recess,  957 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  477 
Railways — Carlisle  Accident,  10 
Savings  Banks — Macclesfield,  440 
Savings  Banks  Bill,  1749, 1851,  1856 
Supply— Colonial  Services,  Ac,  1803 

Ellis,  Sir  J.  W.,  Surrey,  Kingston 
Kew  Gardens,  6 

Elphinstone,  Lord 

Navy — Flashing  Signals — Admiral  Colomb's 
Invention,  1076,  1078 


Emigration  andImmigration(Foreigners) 
Alien  Act,  Questions,  Mr.  H.  Vincent,  Mr. 
Bradlangh;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  May  16,  11^7 
Committee,  Questions,  Mr.  O.  V.  Morgan, 
Mr.  Bradlangh ;  Answers,  The  Home 
Secretary  May  22, 1568 

Employers9  Liability  BUI 

Questions,  Mr.  D.  Crawford,  Mr.  Fenwiok ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  .Treasury 
May  2,  14;  Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
May  12,  693 

Esslemont,  Mr.  "P.,  Aberdeenshire,  E. 

Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  583,  585, 
590,  600,  602  ;  Consideration,  1712,  1713 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 496,  540,  547,  1364,  1371,  1455, 
1486 ;  Consideration,  1631 

Education  Code,  462 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2R.  832 

Parliament— Whitsuntide  Recess,  1688 

Sootland 
Aberdeen — Transfer  of  Licences,  954 
Disestablishment  and  Disendowment  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland,  Res.  72 

Evans,  Mr.  S.  T.,  Glamorgan,  Mid 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  4S6 
Public  House  Lioenoes,  690 

Psrliament — Business  of  the  House,  415 

Taxation,  Incidence  of,  1586 

Wales — Parliamentary  Returns,  1593 

Factors  (Scotland)  Bill 

L  Presented ;  Read  1*  *  May  12,  641 
Order  for  2R.  read  and  discharged  May  16, 
1089 

Factory     and      Workshops     Acts    (see 
Labour,  Trade,  and  Commerce) 

Farquharson,  Dr.  R.,  Aberdeenshire,  W. 

Army 

Embarcation  of  Troops  from  India,  1409 
Militia  Drill,  1571 

Army  Eetimates,  477, 1760 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia), 135 

Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  683 

Lead  Poisoning,  122 

National  Gallery— Mr.  Tate's  Pictures,  458 

Tuberculosis,  1580 

Farquhaeson,  Hon.  H.  R.,  Dorset,  W. 
Dog  Muzzling  and  Rabies,  143 

Fellowes,  Mr.  A.  E.,  Huntingdonshire, 
Ramsey 
Roumania — Murder  at  Kustenje,  1406 


O.j     Northumberland, 


Finwick,     Mr. 
Watubeek 
Employer*'  Liability  Bill,  14 

Frbouboit,  Mr.  R.  C.  Munro,  Leith,  ttc. 
Africa — British  and  German  Interests,  1271 
Army— Rifle  Brigade,  1407 
Local  Authorities  (Scotland)  (Acquisition  of 

Lands)  Bill,  SB.  922 
Parliament — Business  of  the    House,    Baa. 

1895 
Supply     African  Affairs,  1651 

Ferwbsoh,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs),  Manchester,  If.E. 

British    and     German    Territory, 
General    Questions,    1109,   1120,   1121, 
1271,  1842 
Africa  (Central) 

Emia    Fsiha  Belief    Expedition— Route, 

461 ;— Stanley's  SI*™,  256 
Lake  Nyassa— Mission   Stations,  1577 
Treaties  with  Native  Chiefs,  970 
Africa  (Bast  Coast) 
British  East  African  Company— Abolition 
of  Slavery,  455,  940 
Africa  (West  Coast) 
Congo— Anti-Slavery  Congress,  947, 140i 
King  Ja  J»,  253 
America 
Behring  Seas  Fisheries,  1113,  1688 
Liquor  Traffic,  1113 
Tariff  Bill,  264,  574 
Armenia— Paper*  Relating  to,  8 
Borneo— Sarawak— Rajah  Brooke,  440 
China 
Shanghai  —  Contagious     Diseases    Ordi- 
nance, 683 
Telegraph  Convention,  449 
Crete— Ontragea,  956,  1269,  1594 
Egypt 

Convention  Proposals,  446 


Soudan— Distress,  449,  951, 16S7 

Greece -New  Tariff,  1677 

Malta— Marriages.  1688 

Marriages  in   British   Embassies,   4c,  Bill, 

929 
Mauritian,   The — Consular   Court  at   Tama- 

tave,  261 
Newfoundland    Fisheries,    450,    949,   1115, 

1759 
Portugal,  Labour  in,  13 
Roniuanis-Knstenje,  Murder  at,  1406 
Spain — Valencia — Jesuit  College,  255 
Sugar 

Bounties,  701 

Convention,  818 

Duties  and  the  United  States,  1587 
Supply    African  Affairs,  1648,  1658 

FiBLD,  Admiral  E.,  Sunex,  Eastbourne 


FlNLaT,  Mr.  R.  B.j  Inverness,  &c. 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,  2R.  1029 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature   (Procedure) 
BUI,  2B.  799 

Fire  Brigades   (Exemption   from   Jury 

Service)  Bill 
e.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  •  May  14,  931 

Fisheries 

Fitherigi  Dapartmettt,QueetiDn,Mr.  Heneage ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  ifay  5,  135 

Sea  Fishery  Committee,  Question,  Mr.  Rown- 
tree ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  May  23,  1685 

See  also  Amtrica  {Behring  Seat)  and  New- 
foundland 

Fisheries  Regulation  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2B.  ;  211.  deferred  May  21, 1544  ; 
Jane  2,  1637 

FrrzosBALD,  Dr.  J.  G.,  Longford,  8. 

CnHtomH  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 648,  1376 

Fltkn,  Mr.  J.  C,  Cork,  N. 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2E.  192, 
239!  Committee,  527,  528,  1129,  1318, 
1318, 1361,  1433,  1441,  1442,  1443,  1444, 
1445,  1483, 1434  ,-  Consideration,  1614 

Government  Employii — Meetings,  1278 

Ballycotton  Pier,  961 

Cork  Corporation— Cork  District  Asylum, 

1106,  1259 
Criminal  Law,  4c-.— Doyle,  Kennedy,  and 

others,  660,  582 
Evictions — Pons  on  by  Estate,  1250 
Fisheries— Blackwater,  962 
Land  Commission— Fair  Bents,  7 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Cnllinane,  Mary,  562 

Police  Watching,  470,  560 

Priaona-Cork    Gaol— Caae    of  Mr.   J. 
Slattery,  and  Mr.  T.  Barry,  153 
Light  Rail  way  8,  65S 

Foreign  Affairs — Secretary  of  State  (see 
Salisbury,  Marquess  of) 

Foreign  Affairs  —Under  Secretary  of 
State  (see  Ferqusson,  Right  Hon. 
Sir  J.) 

Foreign  Affairs 

Recent  Anglo-Oerman  Relations,  Question, 
Observations,  Earl  of  Roeebery;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  May 
16,  1061 
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Foster,  Sir  B.  W.,  Derby,  Ilkeston* 
Allotments    Aofc   Amendment    Bill,    Com- 
mittee, 286,287,  304 
Customs    and  Inland    Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 647 
Midlives  Registration  Bill,  2B.  1641 

Fowler,  Bight  Hon.  H.  H.,  Wolverhamp- 
ton, E. 
Castoms  and  Inland  Be  venue  Bill,  2B.  282, 
234;  Order  for  Committee,  246;  Com. 
mittee,  525,  546, 1123,  1126,  1144,  1309, 
1310, 1344,  1860, 1625,  1526,  1581,  1538, 
1539 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  456 ;  Division  on  2B.  1121 
Lioensing  Question,  139 

Maltese  Marriages,  129 

Parliament 
Business  of  the  House,  18, 1600, 1767 
Late  Sittings,  265 
Parliamentary  Papers,  416 

Pauper  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers' 
Superannuation)  Bill,  Committee,  1546 

Public  Health  AotB  Amendment  Bill,  Re- 
committed, 1838 

Superannuation,  1288 

Supply — Colonial  Services,  Ac.,  1804, 1885 

Fowler,  Sir  R  N.,  Lsndon 
Irish  Society  and  London  Companies  (Irish 

Estates),  Seleot  Committee,  Postponement 

of  Motion,  803  ;  Bes.  930 
Supply— Colonial  Services,  4c.,  1824, 1834 
Tower  Armoury,  123 

Fox,  Dr.  J.  F.,  King's  Co.,  Tullamore 

Agricultural  .Labourers    (Ireland)  BQl,  2B. 

878 
Ireland— Jurors,  15 

Fraser-Mackintosh,  Mr.   C,    Inverness- 
shire 
Ordnance  Survey — Increase  of  Pay,  443 
Post  Office  —  Indian    Letters  and  Parcels, 
1756 

Scotland 
Appeals  from  Sootoh  Courts,  123 
Edinburgh 
Directors  of  Chancery,  1761 
Register  House,  1751 

Fry,  Mr.  L.,  Bristol,  N. 
Education  Code,  462 

Fry,  Mr.  T.,  Darlington 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 520, 621 ;  SB.  1705 

.  Parliament  —  Adjournment  (Derby  Day), 
1890 

Fultok,  Mr.  J.  Forrest,  West  Ham,  N. 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2B.  1023,  1025,  1029 


Gardner,  MrvH.,  Essex,  Saffron  Walden 
Allotments    Act    Amendment    Bill,   Com- 

mittee,  277: 
Parliament— Whitsuntide      Beoess,     266, 
967 

Gas  Undertakings  (Local  Authorities') 
Beturn  ordered  and  presented  May  9,  615 

Gas  Undertakings  (Other  than  those  of 

Local  Authorities) 
Beturn  ordered  and  presented  May  9,  615 

Gathorne-Hardy,  Hon.   A.   E.,  Sussex, 
East  Grinstead 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2B.  840 

Gedgb,  Mr.  S.,  Stockport 
Customs    and  Inland    Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 626, 1469, 1461, 1465,  1706 

Germany 

Recent  Anglo-German  Relations,  Question, 
Observations,  Earl  of  Bosebery ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  May 
16, 1061 

(See  also  Africa) 

Gibraltar 

Dock     Accommodation,    Question,    Admiral 

Mayne ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 

Admiralty  May  8,  444 
Bmuggling,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Bright ;  Answer, 

The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  If  ay 

6,126 

Giles,  Mr.  A.,  Southampton 
Gallantry  at  Sea,  9 

Gilhooly,  Mr.  J.,  Cork,  W. 
Ireland — Post,  Office — Lehanmore  and  Castle- 
townhere,  1252 

Gill,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Louth,  S. 

Ireland 

Police  Watching,  471 

Tipperary — Proposed  Meeting,  1596 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1782 
Supply — Report — Proposed  Meeting  in  New 

Tipperary,  1729 

Gladstone,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian 
Customs  and  Inland    Bevenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 604,  507 
Disestablishment  and  Disendowment  of  the 

Church  of  Scotland,  Bes.  89,  98,  115 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2B.  992,  997, 1004 

Goldsmid,  Sir  J.,  St  Pancras,  S.   , 
Army— The  Late  Sir  W.  Palliser,  Bei.  1193  ' 
Parliament— Adjournment    of   the  House, 
B»t.l208 
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Goldswgbthy,    Major   General   W.    T., 
Hammersmith 
Army— The  Late  Sir  W.Pallifler,  Res.  1197 


GOS 


GOV 


Gobst,  Bight  H911,  Sir  J.  B.  (Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India),  Chatham 

India 
Army-— Welsh  Fusiliers,  1411 
Benares — Temples — Trustees,  &o.,  1117 
Bengal — Dismissal  of  Surgeons,  1118 

Civil  Service 
Age  of  Candidates,  1663 
Servants,  1842 

Council  Bills,  1410 

Crawford  Case,  934 

East  India  (Civil  Servants),  Committee, 

1676 ;  Bes.  1839 
Factory  Labour,  146,  678,  811 
Hail-Marking  for  Wares,  1119 
Indigo  Byots,  971 
Indore  State--Siraji  Rao,  987 
Lord  Beay's  Speech,  442 
Magistrates— Mr.  Currie,  of  Howrab,  934 
Maharani  of  Rewah,  Memorial  of,  441 
Orissa  Salt  Revenue,  1664. 

Railways  » 

Construction,  Ac.,  1662  * 
Guaranteed,  936 

Salt  Tax,  1680 

Parliament — Adjournment  of    the    House, 
Bes.  1212 

Goschsn,  Bight  Hon.  G.  J.  (Chancellor 

of   the   Exchequer),    St.    George's, 

Hanover  Square 

Army — Superannuation,  1288 

Civil  Service 
Clerks-rUpper  Grade,  446         r 
Writers,  676  v 

Cosway  Miniatures,  678 

Currency 
Cracked  Sovereigns,  6    , 
New  Coinage,  181 

Customs  - 

Bonding  of  Spirits,  1*89 
Excise  Licences,  10,  949,  1401 
(See  also  Local '  Taxation  Bill — Licens- 
ing) 
Mineral  Waters— Duty,  442, 1766 
Outdoor  Department— Circulars,.  690. 
Silver  Plate-rlmportation,  165 
Smuggling,  1572 
Tea  Duties, f  17 

Customs  and:  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  248  ;  2R. 
160, 165, 180, 197,  202,  217,  221,  226,  228, 
229,  230,  232,  234,  239 ;  Order  for  Com- 
mittee, 245,  482 ;  in  Committee,  489,  490, 
401,  492,  493,  497,  500,  503,  504,  506,  509, 
510,  611,  512,  614,  515,  516,  517,  518,  519, 
520,  621,  522,  523,  525,  526,  530,  531,  533, 
535,  587,  538,  640,  541,  550,  1126,  1130, 
1140,  1141.  1144,  1145,  1150, 1151,  1160, 
1297,  1298,  1802,  1308,  1310, 1813,  1322, 
1330,  1838,  1834,  1341,  1342,  1846,  1846, 
1348,  1861,  1868,  1864,  1866, 1866, 1869, 

[sent. 
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Goscbxn,  Bight  Hon.  G.  J.—  cont. 

1370,  1878,  1879,  1482,  1436,  1437, 1489, 
1441,  1448,  1449,  1468,  1469, 1470,  1472, 
1476,  1476,  1477,  1478,  1479, 1482, 1483, 
I486,  1486,  1488,  1491,  1492,  1493,  1494, 
1500,  1501,  1507, 1508, 1509,  1519,  1520, 
1521,  1624,  1526,  1528,  1531,  1535,  1588, 
1640;  Consideration,  1611,  1616,  1621, 
1622,  1623,  1624,  1627,  1628,  1629 ;  8B. 
1707,  1708 
Indian  Budget,  666 

Inland  Revenue 

Income  Tax 
Colonial  Insurance  Office,  1755 
Holding  of  Government  Funds,  817 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  1117 
Land  Tax— Banbury,  1681 
Marine  Insurances,  Duties  on,  131 
Officers,  570 

Plate  Duty,  131, 142,  1287 
Revenue  from  Stamps,  954, 1112  - 
Taxation,  Select   Committee — Incidence, 
1586 

Ireland  »  * 

Education— National  Teachers,  262 
Light  Railways,  557 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  23 ;  2R.  760 
Licensing — Miscellaneous  Questions,  138, 
262,  448,  675,  950,   1114,  1285,  1401, 
rl760 

Parliament 
j?:»  Adjournment  of  the  House,  Res.  1747 
Business  of  the  House,  165, 1757 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  Speeoh  at 
Rawtenstall,  476,  698 

•  •  • 

Savings  Banks 
Cardiff,  1268 
Chelsea,  12 
Macclesfield,  410 

Savings  Banks  Bill— Questions,  1699,  1750, 

1861,  1867 
Scotland— School  Fees,  1856 

Supply 
Colonial  Services,  Ac.,  1792,  1802, 1808, 

1829, 1834, 1835 
Eduoation,  Science,  and  Art,  1936 
Tote  on  Account,  1636, 1637 

Tithes  Bill,  1857 

Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill,  1857 

Goublet,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Inland  Revenue  Officers,  670 
Jamaica — Lepers,  1749 

Navy 
Manoeuvres  on  the  China  Station,  566 
Whitsuntide  Manoeuvres,  1591 

Newfoundland  Fisheries,  1759 
Supply — Colonial  Services,  ,&c,  .1767 

*        • 

Government  Contracts 

Sweating   System  in  Manchester,    Questions, 
Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  0.  Graham  ;  Answers , 
The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  May 
22,  1565 
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HAL 
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Graham,  Mr.  R.  C,  Lanark,  N.  W. 

Army 
Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory,  943, 1404 
Officers 
"  Mitchell  v.  Regina,"  691,  1364,  1406, 

1753 
Pensions,  680 
Retired  Officers— Compensation,  256 

Bow  Cemetery,  1683 

Civil  Service  Writers,  676,  1274 

Cosway  Miniatures,  578 

Hyde  Park  Demonstration,  1845, 1848  j  Res. 

1880 
Ireland— Meeting  at  New  Tipperary,  1690 

Labour 
Berlin  Labour  C  >nference,  1287 
Factory  Acts,  1579 
Labour  Processions,  1405 
Portugal,  Labour  in,  13 
Sweating  Sj stem— Manchester,  1566 
Sweating     System    Committee,    Report, 
1286 

Law  and  Justice  and  Polioe 
Cardiff  Police,  938 
Division  of  Police,  950 
False  Imprisonment — Case  of  Feely,  141, 

254 
"  Mitchell  v.  Begina  "  (see  Army) 

Merchant    Shipping— "  Rohilla,"    Loss    of, 

1262 
Navy— Doc'  s— Hired  Men,  576 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Hous<»,  Bet. 

1695 
Post  Offioe — Employes'  Meetings,  1281,  1852 
St.    Giles'-in-the-Fieids    Board    of  Works, 

250 

Gray,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Essex,  Maldon 

Contagious    Diseases     (Animals)   ((Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  596 
Market  Corn  Returns,  460 
Tithe  Bedemption,  572 

Greece 

New  Tariff,  Question,  Mr.  Woodall ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  May  22, 1577 

Grimston,    Viscount,    Hertfordshire,  St 

Albans 
Post  Offioe — Stamped  Envelopes,  1589 


HalUMarhvng 
Indian  Wares,    Question,  Mr.   Bradlaugh; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  India 
May  16, 1119 

Halsbury,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 

Commissioners  for  Oatbs  Act  (1889)  Amend- 
ment Bill,  2B.  3,  419 
Herring  Fishery    (Scotland)    Act  Amend- 
ment BUI,  2R.  122 
Lunacy — Administration  of  Acts,  417 
Open  Spaces  Bill,  Committee,  676 
Protection  of  Children  Bill,  2R.  418 


Hamilton,  Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  J.  (First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty),  Middlesex, 

Ealing 
Army— The  Late  Sir  W.  Palliser,  Bes.  1190 
Licensing  Question,  1854 

Navy 
Administration— Boyal  Commission,  933 
Artillery   Volunteers— Brigade   Parades, 

949 
China— Manoeuvres,  667 
Coast  Guard— Chief  Officers,  1856 

Docks  * 

Gibraltar  and  Bombay,  444 

Hired  Men,  577 

Labourers — Regulations  Affecting  Meet- 
ings, 1110 

Pembroke,  448 
Manodavres — Whitsuntide,  1591 

Officers 

Auuesley,  Commander  (*ee  Ships) 

Engineer  Students,  1846 

Wilcox,  Lieutenant,  470 
Royal  Naval  Reserve— Practice  Firing  off 

New  Brighton,  1579 

Ships 
•«  Barracoota  "—Hospital    Accommoda- 
tion, 948 
"Icarus"— Commander    Annesley,    % 

573, 1274, 1572 
••  Malabar;1  942 
Ships  Stationed  on  the  East  Coast  or 

Africa,  1855 
••Sultan,"  686 
Signalling— Admiral  Colomb's  Invention, 

1574 
Stores  and  Materials— Paints,  569 


Grotriak,  Mr.  F.  B.,  Hull,  E. 

Charitable  Trusts  Bill,  2R.  403 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Commit- 
tee, 628 

Gurdon,  Mr.  R.  T.,  Norfolk,  Mid. 
Allotments  Aot  Amendment  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  37 


Haldane,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Haddington 
Disestablishment  and  Disendowment  of  the 

Church  of  Scotland,  Res.  109 
Local  Authorities  (Scotland)  (Acquisition of 

Lands)  Bill,  2R.  923 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Exoise)  Duties 

Bill,  2R.  795  | 


Hanbury,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Preston 

Africa 

British  East  African  Company,  454 
Emin  Pasha  Belief  Expedition,  454 
Slave  Trade,  1855 
Transvaal  Debt,  1400 
Zulu  Affairs,  1401, 1573 

Army 
Officers 

"  Mitchell  v.  Begina,"  1754 
Ordnance 

Magazine  Rifles,  1115 

Yeomanry  Swords,  1850 
Stores— Coastwise  Freight,  952 

War  Offioe  Oontreots— Equipments,  4w 

[cont. 


Hanbc»t,  Mr.  B.  W.— eont. 

Inland   Revenue — Government  Stamps  for 

India,  1119 
Supply— Colonial  Servioea,  Ao.,  1768,  1803 

Habcoubt,  Right  Hon.    Sir  W.   G.  V., 
Derby 
Allotment!  Act  Amendment  Bill,  18  ;  Com- 
mittee, 55,  66,  57.  611 
Army— The  Late  Sir  W.  Falliaer,  Bei.  1195 
Cnstomi  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2B,  168, 
170, 178 ;  Committee,  601,  602,  607,  527, 
546,  6S1,  1132,  1148,  1160,   1163,  1298, 


{  SUHS1UH 
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Havelock-Allax, 


Li  out. -General  Sir  H. 
M.,  Durham,  S.E. 

Administration,  969 
Volunteer  Equipment!,  688 

Hatdbn,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Leilrim,  S. 
Inland  Revenue  Officers,  670,  946 
Ireland— Funeral  of  Mr.  Harris,  M.P.,  666 
Nary  —  Royal     Naval   Reserve  —  Praotioa 
Firing,  1578 

Healt,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 
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Hialt,  Mr.  T.  M.— con*. 

Prisons — Bail  Prisoners,  409 

Railways 

Carriokmaoross — Boyootting,  1690 

Light  Railways,  467,  556,  1258 
Special  Commission — Daly,  John,  17,  457, 

1288 
Swift's  Hospital,  Dublin,  968 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Exoise)  Duties 

Bill,  22 ;  2R.  978 
Extension  of  Provisions  to  Ireland,  154 
Lioensing  Question,  138 

Midwires  Registration  Bill,  2R.  1542 

New  Lioenoes  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  412,  1057, 

1060 ;  Order  for  Committee,  1545 
Ordnance  Surrey  Staff,  448, 1265, 1589 

Parliament 
Adjournment  of  the  Honse,  Res.  1203 
Business  of  the  House,  1289,  1599 ;   Res. 

1428 
Parliamentary  Papers,  415 

Pauper  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Onloers* 
Superannuation)  Bill,  Committee,  1546, 
1547, 1676, 1676 

Working  Classes  Dwellings  Bill,  2R.  1544 ; 
Committee,  1675 

Hsato*,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 
Colonial  Insurance  Offioes,  1754 

Hexeage,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  Great  Grimsby 
Charitable  Trusts  Bill,  2R.  404 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  3R.  1708 
Fisheries    Department    of   the    Board    of 

Trade,  135 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Exoise)  Duties 

Bill,  2R.  837 

> 

Hekxiker,  Lord 

Metropolitan  Improvements — Widening  of 
Parliament  Street,  1081 

Herring      Fishery      (Scotland)    Act 
(1889)  Amendment  Bill 

I.  Read  2*  and  committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  General  Bills  May  5,  121  ; 
Reported  and  Re-Committed  to  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  May  6,  240 

Hebschell,  Lord 

Commissioners  for  Oatbs  Act  (1889)  Amend- 
ment Bill,  2R.  3,  418,  419 

Companies  (Memorandum  [of  Association) 
Bill,  2R.  433,  437 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  2 

Toothful  Offenders  Bill,  Re-Committed,  1552 

Hill,  Colonel  E.  S.,  Bristol,  S. 

Post  Office — Rates— India   and  Australia, 

1679 
Sugar  Duties  and  the  United  States,  1507 

Hill,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Staffordshire,  Kingswin- 
ford 
Bearing  Seas.  Fisheries,  1113,  1688 
Local  Authorities  | (Acquisition    of  Land), 
Res.  311 

[ami. 
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Hill,  Mr.  A.  S. — coni. 
Local  Government — ' 

1685 
Newfoundland  Fisheries,  1759 


tion  Destructor, 


Historical.  Manuscripts  Commission 
Resolution;  Address  ordered  (Lords)  May 
18,  805 

Hoare,  Mr.  S.,  Norwich 
Charitable  Trusts  Bill,  2R.  365 
Charities— Norwioh,  363 


HobhousK,  Mr.  H.,  Somerset,  E. 
Allotments    Act    Amendment    Bill,    Com- 
mittee, 276,  287,  293 
Contagious    Diseases    (Animals)    (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) BUI,  Committee,  582 
Lunacy  Act— -Justices,  458 
Ordnance  Maps  of  Somerset,  1277 
Registration  of  County  Kleotorg,  1261 
Urban  Roads,  Maintenance  of,  1681 

Horn  Department— Secretary   of  State 
(see  Matthews,  Bight  Hon.  H.) 

Home  Department — Under  Secretary  of 
State  (see  Wortlet,  Mr.  G.  8. 
Stuart) 

Hong  Kong 

Contagious  Diseases  Ordinances,  Question, 
Mr.  Rowntree;  Answer,  The  Under  Se- 
cretary for  the  Colonies  May  9,  575 ; 
Question,  Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  May  12, 
684;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  B.  Ellis,  Mr.  M.  J. 
Stewart ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  May  15,  971 

Seamen*  s  Grievances,  Question,  Admiral 
Field  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  May  5, 182 

HotTtiDSWORTH,  Sir  W.   H.,   Manchester, 
N.W, 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Exoise)  Duties 

Bill,  2R.  824 
Manchester  Assizes,  11 

Homing  of  the  Working  Glasses  Act 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1°*  May  19, 1291 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Act 
Consolidation  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  •  May  19,  1291 

Howard,  Mr.  J.,  Middlesex,  Tottenham- 
Railways — Overcrowding  Trains,  1843 

Howell,  Mr.  O.,  Bethnal  Green,  N.E. 

Retting  Telegrams,  941 

Pi 


Hyde  Park  Demonstration,  1846 
India—Salt^  Tax,  1680 
London  Fish  Supply,  956 
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Howbll,  Mr.  G. — eont. 

Savings  Banks 
Chelsea,  12 
Maoolesfield,  14& 

Savings  Banks  Bill,  1509 
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Incidence  of  Taxation  (England,  Scot 
land,  and  Ireland) 
Motion  for  Return;  Presented  May  7,  413 


Howorth,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Salford,  S. 
Collieries— Working  Honrs,  681 
Egypt— Soudan — Distress,  1687 
Indian  Factory  Law,  145,  678 
Navy— Coastguard— Chief  Officer,  1856 

Hotlb,  Mr.  I.,   Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey* 
•    wood  • 
Post  Office — Facilities  in  Lancashire,    1896 

Hozieb,  Mr.  J.  H.  C,  Lanarkshire,  S. 
Contagions    Diseases    (Animals)     (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  589 

Hughes,  Colonel  E.,  Woolwich 

Army— Superannuation,  1288 

Government  Establishments,  Labour  in, 
Res.  1199 

Inland  Revenue  Regulation  Bill,  Re-Com- 
mitted, 1201 

Looal  Authorities  (Acquisition  of  Land), 
Bes.  331 

Navy — Dock  Labourers,  1107 

Parliament — Adjournment  of  the  House, 
Bee.  1207 

Hunt,  Mr.  P.  S.,  Marylebone,  W. 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  481,  482 

Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen,  N. 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 537,  545,  1301,  1302,  1357, 1358, 
1374, 1465 ;  Consideration,  1629 

Ireland — Proposed  Meeting  in  New  Tip- 
perary,  Res.  1742 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2R.  704,  1056 

Supply — Colonial  Services,  <ko.,  1796 

Hunter,  Sir  W.  G.,  Hackney,  Central 
Midwives  Registration  Bill,  2R.  1543 

Huntlet,  Marquess  of 
Servitudes' Redemption  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 
1081, 1089 

iLLiNGWOBTte,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford,  W. 
.  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  241  j  Committee,  1315, 1347, 
1357 

Parliament 
Adjournment  of  the  House,  Res.  1208 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1430 

Sugar 

Bounties,  700 
Convention,  818 

Immigration  (nee  Emigration) 


Income  Tax  Assessments 
Return  ordered  May  8,  439 

India — Secretary    of    State    (see  Ceoss, 
Viscount) 

* 

India — Under    Secretary  of    State  (see 
Gorst,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  B.) 

India 

Army 
Embarcation    of   Troops,     Question,    Dr. 

Farquharson;  Answer,  The    Secretary 

for  War  May  20, 1409 
Welsh  Fusiliers,  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare; 

Answer,     The     Under     Secretary    for 

Jndia  May  20,  1410 

Benares,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  India  May  16, 

1117 
Bengal    Establishment— Dismissal    of    Sur- 
geons, Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  India  May  16, 

1118 
Bombay    Dock    Accommodation,     Question, 

Admiral  Mayne ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 

of  the  Admiralty  May  8,  444 
Budget,  Questions,  Sir  R.  Lethbridge,  Mr. 

Bradlaugh;  Answers,  The   Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer  May  9,  565 

Civil  Service 

Age  of  Candidates,  Question,  Sir  H. 
Rosooe ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seoretary 
for  India  May  22,  1562 

Crawford  Case,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
May  6, 147 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
Mr.  Bryoe,  Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Seoretary  for  India  May  15, 
934 

Examinations,  Postponed  Question  May 
19, 1270 

Council  Bitls,  Postponed  Question  May  19, 
1215;  Question,  Mr.  Summers;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  India  May  20, 
1410 

East  India  (Benares  Temple),  Address  for 
Reports  of  the  Commissioners  May  20, 
1413 

East  India  (Civil  'Servants),  Observa- 
tions as  to  Select  Committee,  Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Sir  R.  Lethbridge,  Sir  G.  Campbell 
May  22,  1676;  Motion  for  Select 
Committee  June  2, 1839 ;  Question,  Sir  G. 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  India  June  3,  1841 

Factory  Laws,  Questions,  Mr.  Howorth,  Mr. 
Mundella;  Answers,  The  Under  Seoretary 
for  India  May  6,  145;  Question,  Mr. 
Howorth ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Jndia  May  12, 678 ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  M. 
Maclean ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  India  May  13,  810 
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India — cont. 

Government  Stamps,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  tbe  Treasury 
May  16, 1119 

Hall-Marking  for  Wares,  Question,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  India  May  16, 1119 

Indigo  Ryots,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  India 
May  15,  971 

Indore 

Siraji  Rao,  Questions,  Mr.  Keay,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  India  May  15,  936 

Students'  Association,  Question,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  India  May  5, 144 

Legislative  Council,  Question,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  tbe 
Treasury  May  12,  678 

Lord  Reay's  Speech,  Questions,  Mr.  Bau- 
mann,  Mr.  BradJaugh ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  India  May  8,  442 

Magistracy — Mr.  Currie,of  Howrah,  Question, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  India  May  15,  934 

Maharani  of  Rewah,  Memorial  of,  Questions, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  India  May  8,  441 

Perak — Ex-Sultan  Abdullah,  Question,  Mr. 
F.  Stevenson ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  May  5,  146 

Post  Office 

Letters  and  Parcels,  Questions,  Mr.  Fraser- 
Mackintosh  ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  June  2,  1756 
Rates,  Question*,  Mr.  Summers,  Mr. 
Ghilders,  Mr.  S.  Lefevre;  Answers, 
The  Postmaster  General  May  8,  440 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Summers ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  May  12,  679 ; 
Question,  Colonel  Hill;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  May  23,  1679 

Railways 

Construction  of,  Questions,  Mr.  Lawrence, 
Sir     R.     Lethbridge;     Answers,    The 
Under  Secretary  for    India  May    22 
1561 

Guaranteed  South  Indian  Railway,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  G.  Campbell;  Answer,  The 
Under  Seoretary  for  India  May  15. 
986 

Salt 
Revenue  in  Orissa,  Question,  Mr.  John- 
ston; Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  India  May  22,  1563 
Tax,  Question,  Mr.  Howell ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  India  May  23, 
1680 


Indian  Council  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  MacNeill ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  6,  250 ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  Tbe  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  12,  678 


Industrial  Schools  Bill 

l.  Reported  from  Standing  Committee  for  Bills 
Relating  to  Law,  Ac,  and  Re-Committed 
to  Committee  of  the  whole  House  May  13, 
805 
Committee  on  Re-Commitment  and  Re- 
ported May  20,  1381 

Inland  Revenue  (Death  Duties) 

Return  ordered  and  pr;  sented  May  14, 932 

Inland  Revenue  Regulation  Bill 

c.  Reported  from  Select  Committee  on  Statute 
Law  Reyision  Bill,  and  Re-Committed  to 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  May  6, 
267 
Considered  in  Committee  May  16,  1199 

International     Telegraphic     Conference 
(see  Post  Office) 

Intestates'  Estates  Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  *  May  20, 1451 

Intoxicating   Liquors  (Ireland)  Hours 
of  Sale  Bill 

e.  Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  May 
19, 1245 ;  Bill  withdrawn 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licences  Refused) 
Address  for  Return  May  19,  1246 

Ireland 

Army 
Barracks    —   Hospital       Accommodation, 
Question,  Dr.   Tanner;    Answer,  The 
Seoretary  for  War  May  20, 1408 

Civil  Bills  (County  Courts)  Returns,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  May  12,  700 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 
Boycotting 
Daly,    Mr.,    Case    of,    Question,    Mr. 
M'Cartan  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary May    5,    149;     Questions,    Mr. 
M'Cartan,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  May  6,  263;    Ques- 
tion,   Mr.    O'kfanlon;    Answer,  The 
Chief  Seoretary  May  9,  559 
Tipperary,    Questions,    Mr.    Johnston, 
Mr.  J.  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Seoretary  May  15,  961 

Kent,  Mr.,  and  Rice,  Mr.,  Question,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  May  22, 1591 

Morrissey,  Michael,  Questions,  Mr.  Carew, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary May  6, 262 

Nally,  Mr.  P.,  Questions,  Colonel  Nolan, 
Mr.  J.  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Seoretary  May  8,  463 

Prison  Treatment 
Daly,  Mr.,  and   Others,  Question,  Mr. 
P.    O'Brien;      Answer,    The    Chief 
I  Secretary  May  8,  474 
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* 

Kennedy,  Doyle,  Mulligan,  Kavanagh, 
and  Others,  Questions,  Mr.  Flynn, 
Mr.  Clancy;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  May  9,  560 

Bldttery,  and  Mr.  T.  Barry,  Questions, 
Dr.  Tanner,  Mr.  Flynn;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  May  5,  151 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien,  Dr.  Tan- 
ner ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  May  12,  697 

Publication  of  Judgments,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Cartan ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  May  6,  260 

Tipperary — Proposed  Meeting,  Questions, 
Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  Pioton,  Dr.  Tanner, 
Mr.  Gill,  Mr.  C.  Graham,  Mr.  J.  O'Con- 
nor, Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  May  22,  1595 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  May  23, 1689 

Debate  on  Report  of  Supply,  Res.  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply 
May  23, 1719, 1732 

Customs 
Detention  of   Dummy    Swords    under  the 
Grimes  Act,    Question,  Mr.    D.     Sulli- 
van ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  May 
15,958 

Skibbereen  Custom  House,  Question,  Dr. 
Kenny;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  May  8,  469 

Drainage — Bann,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy;  Answers,  The  Chief  Seoretary 
May  22,  1585 

Dublin  Corporation  Bill —  Attack  on  the 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  Committee, 
Debate  May  22, 1600 

Education 
National  Schools,   Question,   Mr.  Jordan; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  May  6, 
269 

National  Teachers,  Question,  Mr.  Crilly; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer May  6,  262 

Schools  of  the  Christian  Brothers,  Ques- 
tions, Lord  B.  Churchill,  Mr.  A.  O'Con- 
nor ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Seoretary  May 
19,  1249 

Fisheries 
Baltimore    Fishing   Industry,   Questions, 
Dr.  Kenny ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Seore- 
tary, A  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  5, 
149 

Blaekwater,  Question,  Mr.  Flynn;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Seoretary  May  15, 
962 

Sea  Fishery  Works,  Question,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary 
May  9,  579 

Shannon,  Question,  Mr.  O'Keeffo;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  May  8,  467 

Laboursrs9  Act  —  Cavan  Union,  Questions, 
Mr.  Knox,  Mr.  Clancy;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Seoretary  May  19, 1268 

[eont. 


Ireland — cont. 

Land  Commission 

Bait iv glass — Accepting  a  Seat  on  a  Car, 
Questions,  Mr.  Byrne,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Seoretary,  The 
Speaker  May  22, 1580 

Belfast,  Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  May  15,  962 

Clare  County,  Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  May  8, 
464 

Leitrim,  North,  Questions,  Mr.  Conway ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  May  13,  820;  Question,  Mr. 
Conway ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
May  19,  1252 

Returns,  Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Seoretary  May  8, 
474;  Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Seoretary  May  9,  656 

Ulster,  Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  May  6,  261 

Wicklow — Case  of  Daniel  Kearney,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  W.  Corbet,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  May  2,  6 

Landlord  and  Tenant 

Leaseholders*  Improvements,  Question,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General    for   Ireland  May  8,  466 

Povsonby  Estate  Evictions,  Question,  Mr. 
Flynn;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary 
May  19,  1250 

Skinners9  Company,  Question,  Mr.  Pinker- 
ton  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary  May 
16,  1106 

(See  Heading  Irish  Society  and  London 
Companies — Select  Committee) 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

County  Courts — Judge  Hickson,  Question, 
Mr.  Tuite ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  May  23,  1678 

Cullinane,  Mary,  Case  of,  Question,  Mr. 
Flynn ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary 
May  9,  562 

Donegal  Crown  Solicitor,  Question,  Mr. 
Webb;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary 
May  8,  473 

Dr.  Cross,  Execution  of,  Questions,  Mr.  P. 
O'Brien,  Mr.  Sexton,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land May  12,  698;  Questions,  Mr.  P. 
O'Brien,  Mr.  Childersi  Answers,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  May  13, 
822 

Jurors 
Megan,  Mr.,  Questions,  Mr.  O'Hanlon, 
Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Seoretary  May  9, 568 
Tullamore  Assises,  Question,  Dr.  Fox ; 
Answer,  The   Chief    Seoretary  May 
2,15 

Police 

CUre— Extra  Police,  Qnestion,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary May  9,  555 
District  Inspector  Gamble,  Question,  Mr. 
J.  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  May  18,  820 
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Donegal  —  Charges  Against  the  Police, 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  May  12, 
696 

Funeral  of  Mr,  Harris,  M.P. — Conduct  of 
Police,  Question,  Mr.  Murphy  May 
8,  468;  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr. 
Dillon;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary May  9,  563 

Police  Watching,  Questions,  Mr.  Flynn, 
Mr.  Gill,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  May  8,  470 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  J.  O'Con- 
nor ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary May  9, 560 

Tipperary — Conduct  of  Police— General 
Questions,  Question,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  May  6, 
262 ;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Dr. 
Tanner,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien;  Answers,  Mr. 
Speaker,  The  Chief  Secretary  May  15, 
964 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Schwann,  Mr.  J. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  May  19,  1255; 
Question,  Mr.  Schwann ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  May  20, 
1403;  Questions,  Mr.  Schwann,  Mr. 
H.  J.  Wilson,  Mr.  B.  Harrington,  Mr. 
J.  O'Connor;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  May  22, 1582 

Prisons 
Bail  Prisoners,  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner, 

Mr.    T.    M.  Healy;    Answers,    The 

Chief  Secretary  May  8,  469 
Cork   QaolSlattery    and    Barry    (see 

Prison     Treatment   under     Criminal 

Law) 

Downpatrick  Oaol  —  M'Caffrey,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  M'Cartan;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  May  8,  473 ;  May  15, 
963 

Rye,  Captain,  Case  of,  Question,  Dr. 
Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
May  5,  150 

Licensing — Case  of  Mr,  M'Namara,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  The  Chief  Secretary  May  19, 
1284 ;  May  22, 1588 

(see  Local  luxation  (Customs  and  Emcise) 
Duties  Bill) 

Lighthouses 
Lights  Board — Clerkships,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  May  13,  821 

Local  Government  Board 
At-hy  Board  of  Guardians,  Question,  Mr. 

Carew;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 

May  22, 1584 
Baltinglass   Union,  Question,  Mr.  Bryce ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  May   15, 

963 
Cavan  Union— Labourers*  Act,  Questions, 

Mr.  Knox,  Mr.  Clancy ;  Answers,  The 

Chief  Secretary  May  19,  1258 

[emti. 


Ireland— Local  Government  Board— oont. 

CootehiU   Union — Poor  Removal — Case   of 
James  Flood,  Question,  Mr.  O'Hanlon ; 
Answer^,    The  Chief  Secretary  May  9, 
559 

Dispensary  Medical  Officers — Mr.  J.  Am- 
brose, Question,  Dr.  Tanner;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  May  8,  462 

Moville  Union — Outdoor  Relief,  Question, 
Mr.  Macartney;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  If  ay  19,  1252 

Municipal  Voters — Returns,  Question,  Mr. 
Webb;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
May  9,  563 

Rathkeale  Dispensary,  Question,  Mr.  W. 
Abraham  (Limerick,  W.) ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  May  8,  468 

Registrar  General,  Dr.  Qrimshaw,  Ques- 
tion, Dr.  Kenny;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  May  15,  968 ;  Questions,  Dr. 
Kenny,  Mr.  Clancy ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  May  19, 1254 

Stranorlar  Union — Poor  Removal,  Question, 
Mr.  A.  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  May  12,  694 

Lunacy 

Cork  District  Asylum  and  the  Cork  Town 
Council,  Questions,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr. 
Bexton ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
May  16,  1106;  Questions,  Mr.  Flynn, 
Dr.  Tanner,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
May  19, 1259 
Dundrum  Asylum,  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner, 
Mr.  W.  Corbet ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  May  15,  958 

Magistracy 

Belfast  Magistrates,  Question,  Mr.  de 
Cobain ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
May  8, 472 

Gethin,  Mr.,  Questions,  Mr.  P.  M*  Donald, 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor;  Answers, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  May 
20,1408 

Graham,  Mr.  H.,  Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  May  6, 
261;  Questions,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  May  23,  1678 

8andes,  Mr.  (?.,  Questions,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr. 
S.  Harrington,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  May  2,  16  ; 
Question,  Mr.  K  Harrington;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
May  7,  416 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Labouohere, 
Mr.  Clancy;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary May  8,  472 ;  Question,  Mr.  Labou- 
ohere ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  May  22, 1580 

8tubbs,  Mr.  H.,  Question,  Mr.  Mao  Neill ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land May  5, 147 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Alls- 

gations) — The    Special  Commission 

Times'  Witnesses 

Daly, John,  Question,  Mr.  M.  Healy; 

Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  May  2, 

17;  Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  An- 

swer,The  Home  Secretary  May  8,  457 

[cow*. 
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IBILAND— Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and 
AllegatioM)~<xmt. 

McCaffrey,  The  Convict,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Cartan;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
'  tary  May  6,  269 

Miscellaneous 

Coote,  Mr.  C.  P.,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  May  5, 
152 

Dublin — Science  and  Art  Buildings— Statue 
of  Thomas  Daviee,  Question,  Mr. 
Mahony;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  May  22,  1584 

Phoenix  Park,  Dublin, — Band  Stand,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Murphy ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  May  8,  472 

Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  Questions,  Mr. 
Sheeby,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  A  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  May  5,  150 

Swift* e  Hospital  {Dublin) — Mr.  Newland, 
Questions,  Mr.  Clancy,  Dr.  Kenny,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary May  15,  967;  Question,  Mr. 
Clancy;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
May  19, 1253 

Tithe  Rent-Charge,  Question,  Mr.  S. 
Leighton;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  May  23, 1677 

Works,  Gierke  of,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  May  16, 1105 

Piers  and  Harbours 

Ballycotton  Pier,  Questions,  Dr.  Tan- 
ner, Mr.  Flynn ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  May  15,  960 

Qreystones  Harbour,  Questions,  Mr.  W. 
Corbet,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
May  2. 16 

Oweedore  Harbour  Works,  Question,  Sir 
S.  Watkin;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  June  3, 1841 

Returns,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Corbet;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
May  2, 16 

Post  Office 
Belfaet,  Question,  Mr.    Sexton;  Answer, 

The  Postmaster  General  May  19,  1260 
Corduff,  Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  Answer, 

The  Postmaster  General  May  8,  462 
Lehanmore  and  Oastletoumbere,  Question, 

Mr.  Gilhooly ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 

General  May  19,  1252 
Rural  Postmen,  Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  May 

23,  1677 

Railways 

Carrickmacross  StationMaster — Boycotting, 
Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  May  22, 1590 

Light  Railways 
Donegal,  Question,  Mr.  Mahony;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
May  22,  1582 
Oalway  and  Clifden,  Questions,  Mr. 
Mahony,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  May 
]L9, 1257 

\$ont. 


Ireland — Light  Railways — oont. 

Projects  Under  "  The  Light  Railways 
'  Act,"  Questions,  Mr.  Storey,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy;  Answers,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary May  8,  466 
Supervision  of  Schemes,  Questions,  Mr. 
Clancy,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ; 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury May  9,  556 

Irish  Societies  and  London  Companies 
(Irish  Estates) — Select  Committee 
Question,  Mr.  T.  M.   Healy;  Answer,  The 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  8, 474 
Postponement  of  Motion  May  12,  803 ;  Res. 
May  14,  930 

Isaacson,   Mr.   F.   W.,   Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney 
Egyptian  Conversion  Scheme,  450 
River  Colne— Pollution,  1112 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.   (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  Leeds,  N. 
Civil  Service 
Clerks — Second  Division,  686 
Writers,  1275, 1279, 1280 

Customs 
Board  of  Customs,  1579 
Employe's'   Meetings — Regulations,  1278 
Foreign  Plate,  1405 
Ridley  Commission,  1684 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  186, 
189,  190,  192,  193,  194,  195,  215 ;  Com- 
mittee, 511,  517,  528,  529,  549,  550,  1478, 
1484,  1485,  1501,  1502,1604,  1511;  Con. 
sideration,  1613,  1625,  1626, 1627,  1631 ; 
3R.  1706 

Incidence  of  Taxation  (England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland),  Res.  413,  414 

Inland  Revenue 

Government  Stamps  for  India,  1120 
Officers,  945 
Silver  Plate,  1401 

Ireland 
Customs — Skibbereen  Custom  House,  469 
Dublin — Science     and    Art     Building — , 

Statue  of  Thomas  Pavies,  1585 
Phamix  Park— Dublin  Band  Stand,  472 

Piers  and  Harbours 
Ballycotton  Pier,  960 
Greystones  Harbour,  16 
Gweedore  Harbour  Works,  1841 
Returns,  16 

Railways 

Light  Railways 

Donegal,  1582 

Galway  and  Clifden,  1257 

Supervision  of,  557 
Works,  Clerks  of,  1105 

Parliamentary  Papers,  415 

Pauper  Lunatio  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers' 

Superannuation)  Bill,  Committee.  1546 
Sion  College,  1843 
Supply— Colonial  Services,  Ac.,  1825, 1826, 

1829 
Transvaal  Debt,  1400  } 

[cant; 


JAM 


KEL 


{INDEX} 


KEL 


KNA 


James,  Hon.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 

Supply— Colonial  Services,  Ac,  1804 

Jeffreys,  Mr.    A.    F.,    Han(8f  Basing- 
stoke 

Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  61 
.  Contagious     Diseases     (Animals)    (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  590 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2R.  758,  760 

Post    Office —Franking   Members'  Letters, 
1267 

Jennings,  Mr.  L.  J.,  Stockport 

Army  —  Officers  —  Subalterns    in    the 
Draqoon  Guards,  1561 
The  Late  Sir  W.  Palliser,   Eos.  1178, 
1181 

Jersey,  Earl  of  (Paymaster  General) 
Local  Government  Audits,  1214,  1215 
Postal  and  Telegraph  Reforms,  1093 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  S. 
Agricultural  Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R. 

.883 
Customs    and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1165,  1157 
India — Salt  Revenue  in  Orissa,  1563 
Ireland — Boycotting  in  Tipperary,  961 
Pauper  Lunatio  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers' 
Superannuation)    Bill,    Committee,    875, 
1546, 1547, 1676 
Post  Office— Straits  Settlements- Mails,  565 
Registration  of  Voters  (Borough  of  Belfast) 
Bill,  Committee,  801 

Jordan,  Mr.  J.,  Clare,  W. 

Ireland— National  Schools,  259 

Jury  Law  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Order  for  2R. ;  2R.  negatived  May  14,  907 

Jurenile  Offenders  Bill 

I.  Report  from  Standing  Committee  for  Bills 
Relating  to  Law,  Ao.  May  20, 1881 
(Alteration  of  Title— Now  •«  Youthful  Offen- 
ders Bill"— tee  that  Tit'e) 


Kay-Shuttleworth,  Bight  Hon.  SirTJ.  J., 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill/Committee, 
284 

Keay,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Elgin  and  Nairn 
India— Indore  State—  Siraji  Rao,  936 
Scotland 
Fisheries— Foreshores,  94S 
Nethy  Bridge  Postal  Service,  940 

Kelly,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Camberwell,  N. 

Charity    Commissioners — Poor's    Land    at 

Bethnal  Green,  1280 
Civil  Service— Writers,  1279 

[cont. 


Ejblly,  Mr.  J.  R.— -cont, 

London  Water  Companies,  1113, 1281 
Teacher*'    Organisation    and   Regis tra' ion 

Bill,  2R.  1748 
Trees  (Ireland)  Bill,  Committee,  1987 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  Honiton 
Africa  (East  and  Central)— British  Rights, 

1120 
Charitable  Trusts  Bill,  2R.  374 

Kenny,  Dr.  J.  E.,  Cork,  S. 
Ireland 

Baltimore  Fishing  Industry,  149 
Registrar  General,  Dr.   Grimsbaw,  968, 

1254 
Skibbercen  Custom  House,  469 

Swift's  Hospital,  968 

* 

Kenny,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Tyrone,  Mid. 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  608 

Castoms  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  221, 
238,  239;  Order  for  Committee,  245;  in 
Committee,  1374 

Kenyon-Slaney,  Colonel  W.,  Shropshire, 
Newport 
Local  Authorities  (Acquisition  of  Land),  Res. 
325,  328 

Kew  and  Petersham  Vicarage  Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  May  2,  62 ;  Read 

3°  •  and  passed  May  5, 157 
I.  Read  1*  *  May  6,  247 

Kilbride,  Mr.  D.,  Kerry,  S. 

Jury  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  907 

Ktmber,  Mr.  H.,  Wandsworth 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 529 

Kimberley,  Earl  of 
Local  Government  Audita,  1216 
Open  Spaces  Bill,  676 
Suppression  of  Public  Houses,  1890 
Touthful   Offenders     Bill,     Re-Committed, 
1565 

King,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Hull,  Central 
Customs — Importation  of  Silver  Plate,  155 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  162 

Kinloch,  Sir  J.  G.  S.,  Perth,  E. 
Pleuro-Pceumonia — Cattle    from   America, 
682 

Knatchbull-Hugessen,  Mr.  H.  T.,  Kent, 
Faversham 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue    Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 403 
Dog  Muzzling  and  Rabies,  142 

[cont. 
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Knatchbull-Hugissen,  Mr.  H.  T. — conU 

N»TJ 

(<  Barracouta  ** — Hospital  Accommodation, 
815,  947 

Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1419 
Length  of  the  Session,  14 

Knightlet,  Sir  R.,  Northamptonshire,  S. 

Allotments  Aot  Amendment  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1717 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res. 
1702 

Knowles,  Mr.  L.,  Salford,  W. 
Working  Classes  Dwellings  Bill,  Committee, 
1674, 1675 

Knox,  Mr.  E.  F.  V.,  Cavan,  W. 
Castoms    and    Inland  Revenue  Bill,   Con- 
sideration, 1618 
Ireland — Labourers'  Aot,  1258 

Labouchebe,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Army— The  Late  8ir  W.  Palliser,  Bes.  1181 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,    Com- 
mittee, 489,  495,  1139,  1310, 1357, 1360, 
1366 
Education— National  School  Children,  812 
Inland  Revenue— Silver  Plate,  1401 
Ireland — Magistrates—  Sandes,  Mr.  G.,  472, 
1580 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2B.  1010, 1013 
Publio  House  Excise  Licences,  1401 
Parliament 
Adjournment  of  the  House,  Bes.    1206; 

Derby  Day,  Bes.  1888 
Business  of  the  House,  1593}  Bes.  1426, 

1695,  1700 
Westminster  Hall,  1577 
Post  Office 
Press  Telegrams— Croydon   Post  Office, 
451 

Spain — Jesuit  College  at  Valencia,  254 

.  Supply 

Colonial  ServioeF,  Ac.,  1765,  1766,   1770, 

1772,  1798 
Irish  Judioial  Affairs,  1671 

Labour,  Trade,  and  Commerce 

Berlin  Labour  Conference,  Question,   Mr.  C. 

Graham ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 

Treasury  May  19,  1289 
Collieries — Working   Hours,    Question,   Mr. 

Howorth ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 

May  12,  681 
Council    of    Conciliation,     Question,     Mr. 

Bradlaugh ;    Answer,    The  President  of 

the  Board  of  Trade  May  20, 1399 
.  Factory  Acts,  Breach  of,  Question,  Mr.  C. 

Graham;  Answer,  The  Home    Secretary 

May  22,  1579 
Foreign  Workmen,  Questions,  Mr.  H.  Vincent, 

Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answers,  The  President 

of  the  Board  of  Trade  May  16, 1107 

£cont. 


Labour,  Trade,  and  Commerce— oont. 

Labour     Processions,   Questions,      Mr.     S. 

Buxton,  Mr.  C.   Graham ;   Answers,  The 

Home  Secretary  May  20,  1405 
London  Fish  Supply,  Question,  Mr.  Howell ; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

May  15,  956 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  Question,   Mr.  H. 

Vincent ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 

May  12,  692 
Mineral  Waters  Importation,  Question,  Mr. 

Watt;    Answer,    The    President  of   the 

Board  of  Trade  May  15,  942 
Portugal,    Labour   in,     Question,    Mr.    C. 

Graham  ;  Answer,  The   Under  Secretary 

for  Foreign  Affairs  May  2, 13 
Sweating  System  in  Manchester,  Questions, 

Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  C.  Graham ;  Answers, 

The  First  Commissioner  of  Works   May 

22, 1565 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Summers ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  16,  970 

Lamington,  Lord 
Postal  and  Telegraph  Reforms,  1089 

Land  Purchase  (Ireland)  BUI  (see 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested 
Districts  {Ireland)  BUI) 

Land  Registry 
Return  ordered  May  20,  1412 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police  {England 
and  Wales) 
Betting  Telegrams,  Questions,  Mr.  S.  Smith, 
Mr.  Howell ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary May  15,  941 
Convictions  for  Drunkenness — Returns,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Schwann;   Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  May  20,  1404 

Criminal  Law — Miscellaneous 

Arrest  for  Trifling  Offences — Case  of  Ponata 
ChoUa,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  An- 
swer, The  Home  Secretary  June  2, 1762 

False  Imprisonment — Case  of  Feely,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  C.  Graham;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  May  5,  141 ;  Question, 
Mr.  C.  Graham ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
May  6,  254 

High  Sheriffs,  Question,   Mr.  S.  Leighton ; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

May  8,  459 
Huddersfield  County  Board   of  Magistrates, 

Question,     Dr.    Tanner;    Answer,    The 

Home  Secretary  May  6, 136 
Leeds    Assizes,  Question,  Mr.  Dixon- Hart- 
land  ;   Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  May 

5,129 
Macclesfield   Savings  Bank — Mr.  P.  J.  Eaton 

and  Mr.  Thomas  Stringer,  Question,  Mr.  J. 

E.  Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  May  8,  440 
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Law  and  Justice   and   Police   (England  and 
fflato)— oont. 

Manchester  Assizes,  Question,  Sir  W. 
Houldsworth ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary May  2,  11 

Merchandise  Marks  Act,  Prosecutions  Under, 
Question,  Mr.  H.  Vincent ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  May  12,  692 

"  Mitchell  v.  Regina  "  (see  title  Army — 
Officers) 

Police  —  Discipline,  Question,  Mr.  C. 
Graham  ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
IfaylS,  950 

Prisons 

Chatham  Convict  Prison,  Question,  Mr.  J. 

O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 

May  8,  455 

Daly,  John — Report,    8fc,  Questions, 

Mr.  T.  M.   Healy;   Answers,  The 

Home  Secretary  May  2, 17  ;  May  8, 

457 ;  May  19, 1283 

Mat    Making,    Question,     Mr.     Quilter ; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 

Home  Department  May  22, 1564 
Pentonville — Convict  MCaffrey,  Question, 

Mr.    M'Cartan;     Answer,    The    Chief 

Secretary  May  15,  963 
Warders — Long  Hours  of  Duty,  Question, 

Mr.  J.  M'Carthy;  Answer,  The  Home 

Secretary  May  13,  813 

Balford  Qas  Frauds,  Questions,  Mr.  Summers ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  6,  257 

Wales 
Anglesey,    Legal    Business  in,    Question, 
Captain  Verney ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  May  19, 1285 

Cardiff  Police,  Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  May  15, 
988 
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Lees,  Mr.  E.,  Oldham 

Dog  Muzzling  and  Babies,  143 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2B.  856,  857 

Lefevbe,  Right  Hon.  J.  G.  Shaw,  Brad* 

ford,  Central 
Allotments  Bill— Procedure,  21  j  Order  for 

Committee,  45 
Charitable  Trusts  Bill,  2B.  870 
Customs  and  Inland  Berenue  Bill,  2B.  182, 

186 ;  8B.  1704 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1758 1 

Bes.  1696 
Post  Office— Bates  to  India*  and  the  Colonies, 

441 

Leighton,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire,  Oswestry 
Ireland— Tithe  Bent-Charge,  1677 
Law  and  Justice — High  Sheriffs,  459 
Western   Australia  Constitution  Bill,  687, 
1686 

Leng,  Mr.  J.,  Dundee 

Army — Volunteer  Small  Arms,  1108 
Australian  and  New  Zealand  Liquor  Traffic, 

1560 
Charitable  Trusts  Bill,  2B.  376,  886 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1367 

Post  Office 

Parliamentary     Papers— Free     Postage, 
1594 
Scotland 

Court  of  Session,  686 


Lawbence,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Liverpool,  Aber- 
cromby 
India — Railway  Construction,  1561 
.  Supply — Colonial  Services,  Ac.  1823 

Lawson,   Sir  W.,    Cumberland,   Cocker- 
mouth 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  247;  Committee,  1618,  1519, 
1520;  Consideration,  1626  ;  SB.  1704 
Hyde  Park  Demonstration,  1849 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  153,  268 ;    2B.  972,  977,  978,  991, 
997,  1020 
Licensing    Question,    189,    1121,    1687, 
1853 

Parliament 
Adjournment  of  the  House  (Derby  Day), 

1747;   Bee.  1885 
Business  of  the  House,  1547  ;  Bes.  1426 


Lethbbidge,  Sir  R.,  Kensington,  N. 
Cosway  Miniatures,  678 
Hyde  Park  Demonstration,  1848 ;  Bet.  1864, 
1878 

India 
Budget,  566 
East  India  (Ciyil  Servants),  Committee, 

1676 
Bailways,  1562 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,  2B.  762,  778 
Midwives  Registration  Bill,  2B.  1640 
Navy— Paints,  569 

Leyeson-Goweb,  Mr.  G.  G.,  Stoke-upon- 
Trent 
Electric  Lighting — Belgravia,  679 

Lewis,  Mr.  T.,  Anglesey 
Holyhead  Harbour— Platters  Books,  7, 1261 

Lewis,  Sir  C.  E.,  Antrim,  N. 
Agricultural  Labourers'  (Ireland)  Bill,  SB. 
897,  898 


Lawson,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  St  Pancras,  W.     r.  _       T      .    _  tr. 

Africa-British  and  German  Interests,  1272    Licensing  (aee  Local   Taxatton  {Customs 
Birer  Colne,  Pollution  of,  1111  and  Excise)  Duties  Bill) 
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Lichfield  Cathedral  Bill  (Lords) 

c.  Bead  1°  *  May  20, 1412 
Order  for  Examination  May  21, 1489 

Life  and  Property  Protection  Bill 

c.  Ordered}  read  1°*  Jfay  15, 1060 

Lingen,  Lord 
Education  Code,  673 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art 
National  Gallery 
Cosway  Miniatures,  Questions,  Sir  R.  Leth- 

bridge,  Mr.  G.  Graham  ;  Answers,   The 

Chancellor  of    the  Exchequer  May  9, 

578 
Landseer*s    Pictures,    Sale  of,    Question, 

Observation!,    Earl    of  Wemyss,   The 

Marquess  of  Salisbury  May  8,  437 
Mr.  Tate's  Pictures,  Question,  Dr.  Farqu- 

harson ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 

Treasury  May  8,  458 

Llewellyn,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somerset,  N. 

Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  36,  37  ;  Committee,  285 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  682 

Education — Non- Pauper  School  Fees,  451 

Local  Authorities  (Acquisition  of  Land) 
Bes.  May  6, 307 

Local  Authorities  (Scotland)  (Acquisi- 
tion of  Lands)  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2B. ;  Debate  adjourned  May  14, 
922 

Local     Bankruptcy     (Ireland)     Law 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°«  May  16, 1122 

Local  Government  Board 

Alkali  Act,  Question,  Sir  L.  Playfair ;  An- 
swer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  May  22,  1575 

Allotments  and  the  Public  Health  Act,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Cust ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  May  22, 1590 

Audits,  Question,  Observations,  Earl  Spencer, 
Earl  of  Jersey,  Earl  of  Kimberley  May  19, 
1218 

County  Councils — Urban  Roads,  Maintenance 
of,  Question,  Mr.  Hobhouse;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  May  23,  1681 

County  Voters,  Question,  Mr.  Bankin;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment  Board  May  15,  955 

Hanley  Corporation^  Question,  Mr.  Ma- 
clnre;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  June  3,  1856 
-  Lead  Poisoning,  Question,  Dr.  Farquharson ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  May  6, 122 

London  Corporation  Destructor,  Question, 
Mr.  Piokersgill ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  May  16, 
1116 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr.  8. 


Local  Government  Board — oont. 

Hill  j    Answers,    The    President   of   the 
Local  Government  Board  May  23, 1684 

London  Water  Companies,  Question,  Mr. 
Kelly;  Answer*  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  May  16,  1113  j 
Question,  Mr.  J.  Kelly;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
May  19, 1281 

Medical  Reports,  Question,  Mr.  Bowntree ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  May  23,  1686 

Notification  of  Infectious  Diseases,  Question, 
Mr.  Brunner;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  May  22, 1687 

Pontefract  Highway  Board,  Question,  Mr. 
Austin;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  May  22, 1666 

Registration  of  County,  Electors,  Question, 
Mr.  Hobhouse;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  May  19, 
1261 

River  Coins  —  Pollution,  Questions,  Mr. 
Lawson,  Mr.  Isaacson;  Answers,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  May  16, 1111 

Scotch  Census  Returns,  Question,  Mr.  S. 
Williamson;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  May  19, 
1274 

St.  Giles' -in-the-Fislds  Board  of  Works,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  C.  Graham ;  Answer,  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
May  6,260 

Stainland'With'Old'Lindley  Local  Board, 
Question,  Mr.  Way  man;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
June  3, 1844 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  2)  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2B.  read  and  postponed  May  20, 
1892 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise) 
Duties  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2B.  read  and  Debate  adjourned 

May  12,  701 
Debate  resumed  and  adjourned  May  18,  824 
Exemption  from  Standing  Order,  Bes.  May 

15,972 
Debate  resumed ;  BUI  read  2°  May  16,  972 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise) 
Duties  BUI 
Questions,  Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Chance;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  2, 
22  ;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Mr. 
Caine,  Sir  W.  Lawson,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Sir  W.  Harcourt ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  May  5, 152 ;  Questions, 
Mr.  0.  Wright,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Bown- 
tree; Answers,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  May  6,  261 ; 
Question,    Sir    W.  Lawson  j   Answer, 
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Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill — oont. 

The  First  Lord  of  ibe  Treasury  May  6, 
258;  Questions,  Mr.  Storey,  Mr.  S. 
Evans,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler;  Answers, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
May  8,  456 ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
May  12,  700 

Captain  PlunkeVs  Circular,  Questions,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  The  Chief 
Secretary  May  19, 1284  ;  May  22,  1588 

Division  on  2R. — Miitake  in  the  Counts, 
Observations,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  The 
Speaker,  Mr.  Akers-Douglas  May  16, 
1121 

Extension  of  Provisions  to  Ireland,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  The  Chief  Secretary  Miy  2, 
28;  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  May  5,  153 

Licensing — Miscellaneous  Questions,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Summers,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  Bowntree,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Sir  W. 
Harcourt,  Sir  W.  Lawson ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
May  5,  188  ;  Question,  Mr.  Storey ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer 
May  6,  252 ;  Question,  Mr.  Storey  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
May  6,  258 ;  Question,  Mr.  Bowntree ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer May  8,  448;  Questions,  Mr. 
Allison,  Mr.  7.  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer  May  9, 
575 ;  Questions,  Mr.  S.  Evans,  Mr. 
Storey ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  12,  690; 
Question,  Mr.  Summers  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  15, 
950;  Question,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer 
May  16,  1114;  Question,  Mr.  C.  Wright; 
Answer,  The  Pres:dent  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  May  16,  1115 ;  Per- 
sonal Explanation,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson 
May  16, 1121 ;  Question,  Mr.  A.  Aoland ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  May  19, 1271 ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  M.  Healy;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer  Miy  19, 
1285;  Question,  Observations,  Viscount 
Barringcon,  Lord  de  Ramsey,  Earl  of 
Kimberley  May  20,  1385 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Labouchere  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  May  20,  1401 ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  A.  C.  Corbett  j  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  May  22,  1598;  Questions,  Mr.  A. 
C.  Corbett,  Sir  W.  Lawson ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  23, 
1686;  Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer  June 
2, 1760  ;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Sir 
W.  Lawson  ;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Local  Govern  m>  nt  Board,  The  First 
.,     Lord  of  the  Admiralty  June  3, 185? 


London,  Bishop  of 

Education  Code,  662 

London  School  Board  Electors  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  B.  Maple  ;  Answer,  The  Vioe 
President  of  the  Council  May  20,  1402 

London  School  Board  (Superannuation) 
BUI 
Questions,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Sir  B.  Temple 
May  19, 1290 

Long,  Mr.  W.  H.  (Secretary  to  the  Local 

Government  Board),  Wilts,  Devizes 

Allotments  Aot  Amendment  Bill,  Order  for 

Committee.  60,  61 ;  Committee,  288, 289, 

298, 1718, 1719 
Charitable  Trusts  Bill,  2B.  400,  402 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,  2B.  867 
Metropolis  Management  Amendment    Aot 

Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1938 

Lord  Advocate,  The  (see  Robertson, 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland — Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  (see  Balfour,  Bight 
Hon.  A.  J.) 

Lord  President  of  the  Council  (see 
Cranbrook,  Visconnt) 

Lord  Privy  Seal  (see  Cadoqan,  Earl) 

Lothian,  Marquess  of  (Secretary  for  Scot- 
land) 
Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  1549 
Servitudes  Redemption  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B. 
1087 

Lowther,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Kent,  Isle  of 
Thanet 
Gontagioos    Diseases    (Animals)     (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  582 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,   Commit- 
tee, 494 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Ere  s^)  Datita 
Bill,  700 

Lowther,  Mr.  J.  W.,   Cumberland,  Pen- 
rith 
Charitable  Treats  Bill,  2R.  381,  386 
Charity  Commissioners 
Norwich  Charities,  853 

Lubbock,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.,  London  Uni- 
versity 
Customs  and  Inland  Rerenue  Bill,  Commit- 
tee, 494 
Post  Office -China— Telegraphic  Commnni- 
.cation,  126,  448 
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Lunacy 

Administration  of  Lunacy  Acts,  Questions! 
Observations,  Lord  Barrington,  The  Lord 
Chancellor  May  8,  417 

Insufficient  Asylwm  Accommodation,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  May  2,  8 

Justices,  Question,  Mr.  Hobhouse  ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  May  8,  458 

Stow  Asylum — Mr.  R.  F.  Crawford,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  May  15,  943 

Lyell,  Mr.  L.,  Orkney  and  Shetland 
Customs  and  Inland  He  venue  Bill,  Commit- 
tee, 1353 
Scotland— Telegraph  Cablep,  692 

Macartney,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Antrim,  S. 

Agricultural  Labourers   (Ireland)   Bill,  2R. 

884,901 
Ireland  —  Moville  .Union — Outdoor  Belief, 

1252 
Pauper  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers' 

Superannuation)  Bill,  Committee,   1547, 

1675 
Registration  of  Voters  (Borough  of  Belfast) 

Bill,  Committee,  800,  801,  802,  803 
Trees  (Ireland)  Bill,  Committee,  1937 

Maclean,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldham 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  179, 
180 

India 
Crawford  Case,  935 
Factory  Labour,  810 

Post  Office— Telegraphic  Codes,  815 
Supply — African  Affairs,  1658 

Maclure,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford 
Hanley  Corporation,  1855 

Mac  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  Donegal,  S. 

Army 

Canteens,  127 

Officers 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Speedy,  148 
The  Late  Sir  W.  Palliser,  Res.  1185 

Civil  Bills  (County  Courts)  Ireland  Returns, 

700 
Indian  Council  Bill,  250 

Ireland 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Jurors — Mr.  Hegan,  558 
Police  Watching,  1256 
Magistracy — Stubbs,  Mr.,  147 

Jury  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  914 

MoAethur,  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 
Parliament — Business   of    the  House,  1548 

McArthub,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Cornwall,  Mid, 
St.  Austell  » 

Civil  Service  Clerks — Upper  Grade,  445 
Supply— Colonial  Services,  Ac.,  1795,  1833, 
1884 

VOL.  CCCXLIV.      [third  semes.] 


McCartan,  Mr.  M.,  Down,  S. 

Ireland 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act 
Boycotting— Case  of  Mr.  Daly,  149,  263 
Publication  of  Judgments,  260 

Land  Commission 
Fair  Bent  Appeals,  962 
Judicial  Bents,  Returns,  556 
Ulster,  261 

Special  Commission — Mr.  M'Caffrey,  259, 
473, 963 

McCarthy,  Mr.  J.,  Londonderry 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Commit- 
tee, 1317,  1345,  1346 

Ireland — Proposed  Meetings  in  New  Tip- 
perary,  Rps.  1745,  1746 

Prisons— Long  Hours  of  Warders,  813 

McDonald,  Mr.  P.,  Sligo,  N. 

Castoms  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  238, 

239,  240;  Committee,  507 
Ireland — Magistracy — Gethine,  Mr.  1408 

McDonald,  Dr.  R.,  Ross  and  Cromarty 
Scotland — Schools  in  Lewis,  1750 

McKenna,  Sir  J.  N.,  Monaghan,  S. 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1128,  1129,  1444;  Consideration, 
1619 

McLaren,  Mr.  W.  S.  B.,  Cheshire,  Crewe 
Hong  Kong — Contagious  Diseases  Ordinance, 
684 

Parliament 
Adjournment  of  the  House  (Derby  Day), 

Res.  1890 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1697, 1699 

Madden,  Eight  Hon.    D.   H.  (Attorney 
General  for  Ireland),  Dublin  Uni- 
versity 
Contagious    Diseases     (Animals)     (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  604 

Ireland 
Civil  Bills  (County  Courts)  (Ireland)  Re- 
turns,  700 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act 

Proposed  Meeting  in  New  Tipperary, 

1689 
Publication  of  Judgments,  261 
Rice,. Mr.,  Kent,  Mr.,  1592 
Slattery,  Mr.,  and  Barry,  Mr.  T.— Prison 
Treatment,  697 

Land  Commission 
Leitrim,  820 

Landlord  and  Tenant 

Leaseholders'  Improvements,  466 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
County  Court  Judge  Hiokson,  1678 
Dr.  Cross,  Execution  of,  698,  822 

Police 
District  Inspector  Gamble,  820 
Donegal,  Police  in,  696 
Tipperary,  Police  Watching  in,  1403 

4  0  [cent. 
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Prisons — Cork  Gaol — Mr.  Slattery  and 
Barry  (see  Criminal  Law) 

Local    Government  Board  —  Stranorlar 
Union — Poor  Removal,  695 

Magistracy 

Gethine,  Mr.,  1408 
Graham,  Mr.  H.,  1678 
Sandea,  Mr.  G.,  472,  1580 
Stubbs,  Mr.  H.,  148 
Tithe  Rent-Charge,  1677 
Jury  Law  Ireland  Bill,  2R.  909,  914 
Pauper  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers' 
Superannuation)    Bill,    Committee,   1546, 
1675 
Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland)  (1885)  Amendment 

Bill,  2R.  875,  876, 1451 
Public    Health  Act  Amendment   Bill,  Re- 
Committed,  1887,  1888 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  694 
Registration  of  Voters  (Borough  of  Belfast) 

Bill,  Committee,  801,  802 
Supply 
Irish  Affairs  (Vote  on  Account),  1673 
Report — Proposed  Meeting  in  New  Tip- 
perary,  1726 


MAR 


MAT 


Mahony,  Mr.  P.,  Meath,  N. 
Ireland 
Light  Railways 
Donegal,  1582 
Galway  and  Clifden,  1257 

Science  and  Art  Buildings,  Dublin — Statue 
of  Thomas  Davies,  1584 

Mallock,  Mr.  R.,  Devon,  Torquay 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 510 

Malta 

Maltese  Marriages,  Question,  Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler  j  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  May  5,  129;  Question, 
Mr.  Summers ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  May  28, 1683 

Maple,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Camberwell,  Dulwich 
London  e*chool  Board  Election  Bill,  1402 

Marjoribanks,  Right  Hon.  E.,  Berwick- 
shire 
Contagious    Diseases     (Animals)     (Pleuro- 
pneumonia)  Bill,  Committee,  588,    599, 
606 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue    Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1359 
Fisheries    Regulation  (Scotland)   Bill,  2R. 
1544, 1839 

Scotland 
Eyemouth  Harbour,  1750 
Fishery  Board,  1399 

Market  Rights  and  Tolls  Commission 
Question,    Mr.    Brtdlaugh;     Answer,   The 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
May  13,  812 


Marriage  (Actions  for  Breach  of  Promise) 
Bill 

c.  Order   for    2R.  read  and  discharged ;  Bill 
withdrawn  May  9,  679 

Marriages  in  British  Embassies,  Ac, 
Bill 

c.  Read  2°  May  14,  930 

Considered    in    Committee— r.p.    May    15, 
1059 

Master  of  the  Rolls  (see  Esheb,  Lord) 

Mather,  Mr.  W.,  Lancashire,  S.E.,  Gorton 
International  Telegraphic  Con  Terence,  1394 


Matthews,  Bight    Hon.    H.  (Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Birmingham,  JE. 
Burial  Grounds — Bow  Cemetery,  1683 

Coal  Mines 
Accidents,  568, 1397 
Regulation  Act,  569 
Working  Hours,  682 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Act — Vivisection,  814, 

953 
Factory  Aots,  Breach  of,  1579 
Immigration  Committee,  1568 
Ireland—Municipal  Voters,  563 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Betting  Telegrams,  941 
Conviotions    for    Drunkenness — Returns, 
1404 

Criminal  Law — Miscellaneous 
Arrest  for  Trifling  Offences,  1752 
False    Imprisonment — Case   of   Feely, 
141 

Huddersfield  County  Board  of  Magistrates, 

137 
Leeds  Assizes,  129 
Manchester  Assizes,  11 
"  Mitohell  v.  Regina,"  1262 
Police,  Division  of,  950 

Prisons 
Chatham,    455 ;— Daly,  John,  17,  457, 

1283 
Warders— Hours  of  Duty,  813 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2R.  985,  991 

Lunacy 
Asylum  Accommodation,  9 
Stow  Asylum,  943 

Metropolis 
Cleopatra's  Needle,  1409 
Hyde  Park    Demonstration.    1847,   1848, 
1849 ;  Res.  1870, 1872, 1873,  1874, 1877 
Labour  Processions,  1405 

Police 
Complaints,  1850 
Superannuation,  1277 

Police  Rate,  685 

Police  Superannuation  Bill,  686 

Post    Office— Meeting   of    Employe*,    1282, 
1682 

Superannuation  Returns — Government    De- 
partments, 1288 

[cont. 
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Matthews,  Bight  Hon.  H.— am*. 

Wales 
Burial  Service,  1660 
Cardiff  Police,  939 

Mauritius,  The 

Consular  Court  at  Tamatave,  Question,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  May  6,  251 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.   E.   (A  Lord   of  the 
Treasury),  Wigton 
Ireland 
Baltimore  Fishing  Industry,  149 
Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  150 

Matke,  Admiral  R.    C,   Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest 
A  rmy — The  Late  Sir  W.  Palliser,  Inventor, 
Bee.  1175 

Navy 

Gibraltar  and  Bombay  Dock  Accommoda- 
tion, 444 

Naval  and  Military  Administration— 
Royal  Commission,  983 

Meath,  Earl  of 
Education  Code,  646,  655 
Open  Spaces  Bill,  Re-Committed,  676 
Postal  and  Telegraph  Reforms,  1093 
Protection  of  Children  Bill,  2R.  418 

Membersf of  Parliament  (Charges  and 
Allegations) — The  Special  Commis- 
sion (see  Ireland) 

Menai  Bridge 
Order  for  Return  April  22  read,  and   dis- 
charged,   and    instead    thereof    Retarn 
ordered  of  Report  May  2, 23 

Merchandise  Marks  Act  (see  Labour, 
Trade,  and  Commerce) 

Merchant  Shipping  (see  Board  of  Trade) 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment 
Bill 

l.  Reported  from  Committee  for  General  Bills 
and  Re-Committed  to  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  May  18,  805 
Committee    on   Re-Commitment   May  19, 

1244 
Amendments  Reported  May  20, 1391 
Read  3»  *  and  passed  May  22, 1558 
c.  Lords'  Amendments  agreed  to  June  3, 1936 

Merchant  Shipping,  1889 

Return  ordered  and  presented  June  2, 1760 

Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage) 
Return  ordered  May  8,  439 


Metropolis 

Cleopatra's  Needle,  Questions,  Mr.  Oony- 
beare,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answers,  The  Home 
Secretary  May  20, 1407 

Deaths  from  Starvation  (Metropolis),  Address 
for  Returns  May  15, 933 

Fish  Supply,  Question,  Mr.  Howell ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  15, 
956 

Hyde  Park  Demonstration,  Questions,  Mr. 
C.  Graham,  Mr.  Piokersgill,  Mr.  Oremer, 
Mr.  J.  Rowlands,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  T.  H. 
Bolton,  Sir  R.  Leth bridge,  Mr.  J.  Morley, 
Mr.  Blane,  Sir  W.  Lawson  ;  Answers,  The 
Home  Secretary,  Mr.  Speaker  June  3, 
1845  ;  Motion  June  3,  1857 

Improvements 
Extension    of   the    Mall,    Question,     Mr. 
Whitmore;   Answer,    The    First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  May  22,  1559 

Widening  of  Parliament  Street,   Question 
Observations,   Lord  Northboume,  Earl 
of   Morley,   Lord    Henniker    May    16, 
1078 

Labour  Processions,  Questions,  Mr.  S.  Buxton, 

Mr.    C.    Graham ;    Answers,   The  Home 

Secretary  May  20,  1415 
Parks — Kew  Gardens,  Question,  Sir  J.  Ellis ; 

Answer,    The    First     Commissioner    of 

Works  May  2,  6 

Police 

Complaints,  Question,  Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton  ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  June  3, 
1850 
(See  also  Hyde  Park  De>nons1  ration) 
Superannuation  Fund,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
Rowlands ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary May  19,  1277 

Police  Rate,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Stuart ;  An- 
swer, The  Home  Secretary  May  12,  685 

Postmen's    Procession,    Questions,    Mr.    0 
Graham,  Mr.  S.  Buxton,  Mr.  A.  Williams, 
Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands,  Mr.  Pioton  ; 
Answers,   The   Home  Secretary  May  19, 
1281 

Public  Health,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
May  5, 141 


Metropolis  Management  and  Building 
Acts  (Amendment)  Bill 

e.  Read  2°  *  and  Committed  May  8,  552 
Nomination  of  Committee  May  15, 1060 

Metropolis    Management  Amendment 
Act  (1862)  Amendment  Bill 

e.  Read  2°  *  and  Committed  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Metropolis  Management  and 
Building  Acts  Amendment  Bill  June  3, 
1937 

Metropolitan  Hospitals,  dec. 
I.  Orders  as  to  Copies  of  Evidence  Jfay  5, 121 ; 
May  12,  641 
4  C  2 
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Morton,  Mr.  A.  C,  Peterborough 


Youthful    Offenders   Bill,    Re  -  Committed,  I      Cue  tome    and    Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com 
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1553 

Kidwives  Registration  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2B.  read  and  Debate  adjourned 
May  21,  1540 

Milyain,  Mr.  T.,  Durham 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Jlill,  2B.  1016, 1019,  1020 

Mines  (Hours  of  Labour) 
Address  for  Return  May  7,  413 

Mining  Accidents  (Scotland)  (National 
Insurance)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  1°*  May  6,  267 

Mollot,  Mr.  B.  0.,  King's  Co.,  Birr 
Castoms  and  Inland  Revenue   Bill,  Com. 
mittee,  1308, 1319 

Morgan,  Right  Hon.  O.  Osborne,  Den- 
bighshire, E. 
Burial  Service  in  Wales,  1560 
Supply— Sierra  Leone,  1787,  1794 

Morgan,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Carmarthen,  West 
Army — Royal  Carmarthen  Militia,  687 

Morgan,  Mr.  O.  V.,  Battersea 

Immigration  Committee,  1568 
Post  Office — Metropolitan  Postmen,  942 
Scotland — Crime  in  Arbroath,  680 
Supply — Colonial  Services,  Ac.,  1769 

Morlby,  Earl  of 

Companies  (Memorandum  of  Association) 

Bill,  2  ft.  434 
Metropolitan    Improvements— Widening  of 
Parliament  Street,  1080 

Morlet,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne 
Charitable  Trnsts  Bill,  2R.  393 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Order  for 

Committee,  240,  247;    Committee,    503, 

1368,  1475,  1476,  1477 
Hyde  Park  Demonstration,  1849 
Ireland — Proposed    Meeting  at   New  Tip. 

perary,  1595 
Local   Authorities  (Acquisition  of    Land), 

Res.  308,  347,  348,  351 
Newfoundland  Fisheries,  1759 

Parliament 
Business  of  the  House,  614,  1547,  1548, 

1593, 1598, 1757 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  Speech  at 

Rawtenstall,  477 

Supply 
Irish  Judioial  Affairs,  1669 
Vote  on  Account,  1636,  1637 

Tithes  Bill,  1857 

Western    Australia  Constitution  Bill,    460, 
1857 


mittee,  521,  522,  540,  641,  548 

Mowbray,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  R,  Oxford 
University 
Dublin    Corporation    Bill — Attaok   on   the 
Police    and    Sanitary  Regulations  Com- 
mittee, 1607 

Mulholland,  Mr.  H.  L.,  Londonderry,  N. 
Agricultural  Labourers  (Ireltnri)  Bill,  2R. 
886 

Mundella,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield, 

Brightside 
Customs    and  Inland    Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 514,  515,  517 

Education 
Christ's  Hospital,  1575 
Education— New  Code,  130,  971 

Indian  Factory  Law,  146 
Industrial  Property  Convention,  136 
Inland    Revenue — Duties    on    Marine   In- 
surances, 130 
Post  Office — Universal  Penny  Postage,  946 
Supply — Education,  Science,  and  Art,  1897 
1930,  1936 

Municipal  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1°  *  May  9,  579 

Municipal  Franchise   Extension  (Ire- 
land) Bill 

l.  Presented  ;  read  1*  May  6,  249 
Order  for  2R.  read   and   deferred  for  six 
months  May  20, 1382 

Murphy,      Mr.    W.    M.,    Dublin,     St. 
Patricks 
Ireland 
Funeral  of  Mr.  Harris,  M.P.,  468 
PhoBnix  Park,  Dublin— Band  Stand,  472 

Navy 

Artillery  Volunteers — Brigade  Parades,  Post- 
poned Question  May  13,  817 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Brookfield ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  May  15,  949 

Coast  Guard — Chief  Officer,  Question,  Mr. 
Ho  worth ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  June  3, 1856 

Docks 

Gibraltar  and  Bombay,  Question,  Admiral 
Mayne  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  May  8, 444 

Hired  Men,  Question,  Mr.  0.  Graham ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty May  9,  576 

Labourers — Regulation  of  Meetings,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  A.  Williams;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  May  16, 
1110 

Labourers'  Wages,  Question,  Colonel 
Hughes;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  May  16,  1107 
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Navy —  Docks — oont. 

Pembroke — Question,  Mr.  Philipps;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty May  8,  447 

Manoeuvres 

China  Station,  Question,  Mr.  Gourley; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty May  9,  566 

Whitsuntide,  Question,  Mr.  Gourley ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty May  22,  1591 

Officers 
Annesley,  Commander  (see  Ships  "Icarus  ") 
Engineer  Students.   Question,   Mr.   Brad- 
laugh ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  June  3, 1845 
Wilcox,  Lieutenant,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner ; 
Answer,   The  First  Lord  of  the   Ad- 
miralty May   8,  470 ;  Statement  by  Dr. 
Tanner  May  13,  820 

Ordnance  Department 

The  Late  Sir  W.  Palliser,  Inventor,  Res. 
on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply 
May  16, 1165 

Royal  Commission  on  Naval  and  Military 
Administration,  Question,  Admiral  Mayne; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty May  15,  933 

Royal  Naval  Reserve — Practice  Firing — New 
Brighton,  Question,  Mr.  Hay  den ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  May  22, 
1578 

8hip« 

"  Barraeouta  " — Hospital  Accommodation, 
Postponed  Question  May  13,  813 ; 
Question,  Mr.  H.  Koatohbull-Hugessen ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty 3f  ay  15,947 

"  Ioirus  •" — Commander  Annesley,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  May  2,  4 ; 
May  9,  673;  May  19,  1274;  May  22, 
1572 

"Malabar,"  Question,  Colonel  Anstruther ; 
Answer,  Tbe  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty May  15,  942;  Question,  Dr. 
Farquhaison;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  War  May  20,  1409 

Ships  Stationed  on  the  East  Coast  of  Africa, 
tifc,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  June 
3, 1855 

"Sultan,"  Question,  Viscount  Cutzon; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty May  12,  686 

Signalling  —  Admiral  Colomb's  Invention, 
Questions,  Observations,  Lord  Sudeley, 
Earl  of  Clan  William,  Earl  of  North  brook, 
Earl  of  Ravenswortb,  Lord  Elphin stone, 
and  Res.  May  16,  1062;  Question,  Mr. 
Ballantine;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  May  22,  1574 

Stores  and  Material — Paints,  Questions,  Sir 
R.  Lethbridge,  Sir  J.  Swinburne ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  May  9, 
569 


Navy  (Boiler,  <&c,  Tubes) 
Return  ordered  May  20,  1413 

Navy  (Ships) 
Return  ordered  May  19, 1247 

Newfoundland 
Fisheries,  Question,  Sir  G.  Campbell ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  May  8,  450 ;  Question,  Dr.  Tanner ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  May  15,  949;  Question,  Dr. 
Cameron;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  May  16,  1114 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  S.  Hill,  Mr. 
Gourley ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affair*  June  2,  1769 

New  Licences  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  *  May  2,  24 
Order  for  2R.  read  and  deferred  May  7, 

412 
Read  2°  May  16,  1059 

Considered  in  Committee— e.p.  May  19, 
1380 

Order  for  Committee  read  and  deferred 
May  21,  1546 

New  Zealand 

Liquor  Traffic,  Question,  Mr.  Leng ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Seoretary  for  the  Colonies 
May  22, 1560 

Nolan,  Mr.  J.,  Louth,  N 

Customs — Smuggling,  1572 
Scotland — Poor  Rate  Defaulters  in  Govan, 
945,  1262,  1570 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Galtuay,  N. 

Army—The  Late  Sir  W.  Palliser,  Res.  1166, 
1186 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1318,  1324,  1334,  1343,  1361, 1377, 
1449, 1470, 1477 

Ireland 
Criminal  Law— Nally,  Mr.  P.,  463 

Supply 
African  Affairs,  1663, 1664 
Colonial  Services,  Ac.,   1768,  1769,  1808, 
1811, 1820, 1821, 1828 

Nobbis,  Mr.  E.  S.,  Tower  Hamlets,  Lime* 
house 
Army — Unclaimed  Prize  Money,  816 
Hyde  Park  Demonstation,  Res.  1879 

NORTHBOURNE,   Lord 
Metropolis— Widening  of  Parliament  Street, 
1078, 1081 

Northbbook,  Earl  of 

Nary — Flashing  Signals — Admiral  Colomb's 
Invention,  1072 
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Nobthcote,  Hon.  Sir  H.  S.,  Exeter 
Customs    and   Inland  Bevenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 531 

Norton,  Lord 

Board  of  Trade—"  City  of  Paris"  Accident, 

1384 
Education  Code,  641,  653,  657 
Technical  Instruction  Act,  423 
Youthful    Offenders    Bill,    Re-Committed, 

1550 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.,  Monaghan,  21T. 
Ireland 

Criminal  Law 

Treatment  of  Prisoners — Barry,  Mr.  T., 
Daly,  Mr.,  8lattery,  Mr.,  and  others, 
474,  697 

Execution  of  Dr.  Cross,  822,  693 
Magistracy— Graham,  Mr.  H.,  261, 1678 

Post  Office 
Corduff,  462 
Rural  Postmen,  1677 

Post  Office— Postmasters'  Pay,  14 
O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperary,  Ar. 

Ireland — Proposed    Meeting  in  New  Tip- 
perary,  Bee.  1735 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co.,jT.E. 

Ireland — Police — Affairs  at  Tipperary,  966 

Occupiers'  and   Lodgers'   (Metropolis) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Bead  1° •  M ay  2, 24 
Order  for  2R.  read  and  discharged  j  Bill  with- 
drawn May  5,  248 

O'Connor,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal,  E. 

Africa 
Beohnanaland  Concession,  1569 
British  and  German  Interests,  1273 
Mining  Rights,  1569 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,    Com- 
mittee, 1483 
East  India  (Civil  Servants),  Res.  1840 

Ireland 
Education  —  Schools  of    the    Christian 

Brothers,  1250 
Stranorlar    Union — Poor   Removal,    692, 

693 

Ordnance  Survey — Employes,  1565 

Supply 
African  Affairs,  1653 
Col  nial  Services,  Ac.,  1836 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Tipperary ,  S. 

Agricultural  Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R. 
880 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 535,  1164,  1303,  1325,  1437,  1488, 
1441, 1449,  1450,  1452,  1510 

Ireland 

Criminal  Law,  Ac.,  Aot 
Boycotting  in  Tipperary,  9fi3 

[_cont. 


O'Connor,  Mr.  J. — cont. 

Nally,  Mr.  P.,  464 

Proposed  Meeting  in  New  Tipperary, 
1597;  Res.  1740, 1743, 1744 

Land  Commission — Accepting  a  Seat  on  a 

Car,  1582 
Magistracy — Gethin,  Mr.,  1409 

Police 
Affairs  at  Tipperary,  262,  964, 1584 
District  Inspector  Gamble,  820 
Police  Watching,  471,  561,  1256 

Licensing  Questions,  575,  1114 
Prisons— Chatham  Convict  Prison,  455 
Supply — Report — Proposed  Meeting  in  New 
Tipperary,  1724,  1725,  1726, 1727, 1728 

O'Connor*  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liverpool,  Scotlarul 
Army— The  Late  Sir  W.  Palliser,  Res.  1196 
Customs  and   Inland  Revenue    Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1353,  1359,  1378,  1379 
Inland  Revenue   Regulation    Bill,  Re-Com- 
mitted, 1202 
London  School  Board  (Superannuation)  Bill, 
1203, 1290 

Parliament 
Adjournment   of  the  House,  Res.  1203, 

1209 
Business  of  the  House,  1600, 1768$  Bes. 
1416,  1417 

Supply 
Colonial  Services,  Ac.,  1766, 1768, 1771, 
1772,  1777, 1783, 1784, 1788, 1799, 1804 

Sweating  System  Report,  1287 

Offences  Committed  Abroad  Bill 

L  Read  1*  *  May  19,  1213 

O'Hanlon,  Mr.  T.,  Cavan,  E. 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  192  $ 
Committee,  496 

Ireland 
Boycotting — Case  of  Mr.  J.  Daly,  559 
Law  and  Justice — Jurors — Mr.  Hegan,f558 
Poor  Law — Poor  Removal — Case  of  James 
Flood,  559 

O'Keeffe,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Limerick  City 
Ireland— Shannon  Fisheries,  467 

Oldroyd,  Mr.  M.,  Dewsbury 
Allotments  Aot  Amendment  Bill,  Committee, 
267,  272 

Open  Spaces  Bill 

l.  Reported  from  Standing  Committee  for  Bills 
Relating  to  Law,  Ac.,  and  Re-Committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House  May 
6,249 
Committee  on  Re-Commitment  May  12,  676 
Amendment  Reported  May  13,  805 
Read  3*  *  and  passed  May  16, 1106 
c.  Read  1°  *  May  22, 1676 

Orchards  Rating  Exemption  Bill 

c.  Read  2° *  May  12,  799 
Considered  in  Committee — R.p.  May  19, 1380 
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Ordnance  Survey  (see  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture) 

Paget,  Sir  R.  H.,  Somerset,  Wells 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  187 

parliament 

LORDS— 
Journal  Committee,  Report  May  9,  553 

Business  of  the  House 

Question,  Viscount  Gross ;  Answer,  Lord 
Hersohell  May  2,  1 

Sittings  and  Adjournment,  Res.  May  22, 
1558 

Committee  of  Selection  for  Standing  Com- 
mittees, Report  May  2,  3 ;  May  6,  249 ; 
May  13,  810;  May  19, 1244 

Representative  Peers  for  Ireland 

Lord  Louth*  s  Claim  to  Vote  for  Representative 

Peers  for  Ireland  Established  May  8,  417 
Lord  Garbery's  Claim  to  Vote  for  Representa- 
tive Peers  for  Ireland  Read  May  22, 1549 

Took  the  Oath  for  the  First  Time 
May  5 — The  Lord  Bishop  of  Exeter 
May  8— The  Lord  Kilmaine 

COMMONS— 

Public  Accounts  Committee,  Report  May  14, 

932 
Public  Petitions  Committee,  Report  May  12, 

677 ;  May  19, 1246 
Selection  Committee,  Report  May  19, 1245 

Business  of  the  House  and  Public  Busi- 
ness 
Questions,  Sir  W.  Haroourt,  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  May  2, 18 ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Bartley,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Bryce, 
Dr.  Tanner ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  May  5,  155;  Questions,  Mr. 
Childers,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  S.  Evans; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
May  7,  414 ;  Questions,  Dr.  Farquharson  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
May  8,  477;  June  2,  1760;  Question, 
Observations,  Mr.  J.  Morley,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  9,  614;  Ques- 
tion, Sir  W.  B.  Barttelot ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  15,  969 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Powell ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  M ay  19,  1287; 
Questions,  Mr.  Esslemont,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr. 
J.  Rowlands,  Sir  W.  Haroourt,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  May  19, 1289 ;  Res.  May  20, 1413 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  S.  Morley,  Sir  W.  Lawson, 
Mr.  Mc Arthur,  Mr.  Conybeare  ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  21, 
1547 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Labouohere,  Mr.  J. 
Morley  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  May  22,  1593 ;  Questions,  Mr.  J. 

[ponU 


Parliament— Commons — Business  of  the  House 
and  Public  Business— oont. 

Morley,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr. 
Woodall,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer May  22, 1598 ;  Res.  May  23, 1690 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Sir  G.  Campbell, 
Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor, 
Viscount  Cranborne,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr. 
S.  Lefevre ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  The  Secretary  for  War, 
The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  June  2, 
1757 

Sittings  and  Adjournment  of  the  House 

Ascension  Day  (Committees),  Res.  May  14, 
877 

Late  Sittings,  Questions,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
May  6,  265 

Length  of  the  Session,  Question,  Mr.  H. 
Knatohbull-Hugeesen ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  2, 14 

Motion  (Exemption  from  Standing  Order) — 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise) 
Duties  Bill  May  15,  972 

Motion  for  Adjournment  to  discuss  the 
Public  Demonstration  in  Hyde  Park  June 
3, 1857 

Motion  for  Adjournment  (Derby  Day)  June 
3,  1882 

Whitsuntide  Recess,  Question,  Mr.  H. 
Gardner ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  May  6,  265 ;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr.  H. 
Gardner,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  15,  957 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Esslemont,  Mr.  B.  Rowlands, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  May  23,  1688  ;  Motion  for 
Adjournment  May  28, 1747 

Committees 
Standing  Committees    (Chairmen's  Panel), 
Report  May  14,  932 

Members 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  Speech  at 
Rawtenstall,  Questions,  Mr.  Storey,  Mr. 
Channing,  Mr.  J.  Morley ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer  May  8,  474  j 
Question,  Mr.  Dillon;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exohequer  May  12,  698 

Embossed  Stamps  on  Envelopes,  Question, 
Viscount  Grimston;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  May  22,  1589 

Franking  Members'  Letters,  Question,  Mr* 
Jeffreys;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  May  19,  1267 

Free  Postage  of  Parliamentary  Papers,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Long ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  May  22, 1594 

Leave  of  Absence — Captain  Selwyn,  May  16, 
1122 

Sir  W.  Lawson  and  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Per- 
sonal Explanation  May  16, 1121 
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Parliament— Commons— conf. 
Miscellaneous 
Parliamentary    Papers,  Questions,    Mr.    T. 

M.    Healy,    Mr.    J.    8inolair,  Mr.  H.   H. 

Fowler ;    Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the 

Treasury  May  7,  415 
Public    Petitions — Salford     Gas     Frauds — 

Appointment  of  a   Commission,  Question, 

Mr.  Summers ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 

of  the  Treasury  May  5, 141 

Rules  and  Order  of  Debate  (see   The 
Speaker) 

New  Write 

May  2 — For  Borough  of  Bristol  (Eastern 
Division),  v.  Handel  Cossham, 
Esq.,  deoeased 

May  5 — For  County  of  Tipperary  (Mid  Divi- 
sion), v.  Thomas  Mayne,  Esq., 
Manor  of  Northstead 
For  County  of  Galway  (Eastern 
Division),  v.  Matthew  Harris, 
Esq.,  deceased 

May  20 — For  County  of  Donegal  (Western 
Division),  v.  Patrick  O'Hea, 
Esq.,  Chiltern  Hundreds 

New  Members  Sworn 

May  13— Sir  Joseph  Dodge  Western,  Knight, 
for  Bristol,  East  Division 

May  19— Henry  Harrison,  Esq.,  for 
County  of  Tipperary  (Mid  Tip- 
perary) Division 

PALACE    OF    WE8TMIN8TER 

Westminster  Hall— fall  of  Stonework,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Labouohere,  Dr.  Tanner ;  An- 
swers, The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
May  22,  1577 

New  Offices,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner;  Answer, 
The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  May  19, 
1266 

Pabnbll,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Cork 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1140, 1141, 1142, 1151,  1152,  1153, 
1156,  1159,  1161,  1162,  1163;  Con- 
sideration, 1620 

Pauper    Lunatic    Asylums   (Ireland) 
(Officers'  Superannuation)  Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  May  13, 874 ;  May 
19,  1380 ;  May  21,  1646 ;  May  22,  b.p. 
1675 

Peask,  Mr.  A.  E.,  York 
Africa   (Central)— Stanley  Expedition,  185, 

Education  Code,  573 

Pbasb,   Mr.  H.  F.,    York,   KM.,  Cleve- 
land 
Midwives  Registration  Bill,  2R.  1540 
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Ex.  Sultan  Abdullah,  Question,  Mr.  Francis 
Stevenson ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  May  5, 146 

Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland)  (1885)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

c.  2tt.  May  13,  875;  May  20, 1451 

Philipps,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lanark,  Mid 

Customs   and    Inland   Revenue    Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1871 
Navy — Pembroke  Dock,  447 
Parliament — Business  of    the  House,    Res. 
1417, 1418,  1696 

Pickabd,  Mr.  B.,  York,   W.R.,  Norman- 
ion 

Colliery  Explosions 
Llanerch,  254 
Mossfields,  263 

Pickbrsgill,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Bethnal  Green, 
S.W. 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  202 
Hyde  Park  Demonstration,  1846  ;  Res.  1858 
Local  Government — Corporation  "  Destruc- 
tor/* 1116,  1684 
Poet  Office  Employes — Meetings,  1851 

Picton,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leicester 

Africa— King  Ja  Ja,  252 

Ceylon — Copies  of  Administrative  Reports, 
943 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 483 

Ireland — Proposed  Meeting  in  New  Tip- 
perary, 1596 

Postmen's  Procession,  1283 

Sion  College,  1842 

Supply— African  Affairs,  1662,  1771,  1772, 
1777, 1780, 1782, 1790, 1803,  1804 

Vaccination — Pupil  Teachers,  127 

Pinkebton,  Mr.  J.,  Galway 

Agricultural  Labourers  (Ireland)   Bill,  2R. 

898 

Ireland — Landlord    and  Tenant — Skinne  s' 

Company,  1106 

Platfair,   Right  Hon.  Sir  Lyon,  Leeds, 
S. 
Alkali  Act,  1575 
Sugar  Convention,  1592,  1686 

Plowden,  Sir  W.  C,  Wolverhampton,  W. 
Supply — Sierra  Leone,  1789 

* 

Plunket,  Right  Hon.  D.  R.  (First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  &c.)>  &Min 
University 
Agricultural  Labourers   (Ireland)  Bill,  2R. 

888 
Government    Contracts — Sweating  System 
in  Manchester,  1566 
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Plunkkt,  Right  Hon.  D.  B.— con*. 
Metropolis 
Improvements — Extension    of    the  Mall, 

1559 
Parks — Kew  Gardens,  6 

Parliament 

Westminster  Hall— Fall  of  Stone,  1578;  — 
New  Offices,  1266 

Police  (see   title  Law  and  Justice    and 
Police) 

Police  Superannuation  BUI 

Question,  Mr.  H.  Vincent;  Answer,  The 
Hume  Secretary  May  12,  685 

Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales) 

Warwick  Board  of  Guardians,  Question,  Mr. 
Cobb ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  May  12, 681 

Workhouses — Literature,  Question,  Mr.  Sum- 

•    mers ;    Answer,    The    President    of  the 

Local  Government  Board  May  19,  1276 

Portugal 

East  Africa,  Question,  Observation,  Earl  of 
Harrowby,  Marquess  of  Saliobury  May 
16,  1094 

Labour,  Question,  Mr.  G.  Graham  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
May  2, 13 

Post  Office 

Australian    Postal    8ervice,    Question,   Mr. 
Summers;      Answer,     The     Postmaster 
General  May  12,  691 
(For  Bates  see  Bates) 

Home,  Foreign,  and  Colonial  Postal  Service, 
Questions,  Mr.  Summers  ;  Answers,  The 
Postmast  er  General  May  8,  457 ;  May  15, 
946;  Statement  by  Sir  J.  Swinburne 
May  9,  575;  Question,  Sir  J.  Swinburne  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  May  12, 
698 

India — Letters  and  Parcels,    Question,   Mr. 
Fraser- Mackintosh ;    Answer,   The  Post- 
master General  June  2, 1756 
(For  Indian  and  Colonial  Postal  Bates  see 
Rates) 

Ireland 

Belfast,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  Geueral  May  19, 1260 

Corduff,  Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  May  8, 
462 

Lehanmore  and  Castletownbere  Mail  Ser- 
vice, Question,  Mr.  Gilhooly ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  May  19,  1252 

Rural  Postmen,  Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  May 
23,  1677 

Lancashire,  Facilities  in,  Question,  Mr. 
Hoyle ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
May  20,  1396 

{cont. 


Post  Office — cont. 

Miscellaneous 

Embossed  Stamps  on  Envelopes,  Question, 
Viscount  Grimston ;  Answer,  The  PosU 
master  General  May  22,  1589 

Franking  Members'  Letters,  Questions,  Mr. 
Jeffreys;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  May  19,  1267 

Free  Postage  of  Parliamentary  Papers, 
Question,  Mr.  Len^  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  May  22,  1594 

Postal  and  Telegraph  Reforms,  Question, 
Observations,  Lord  Lamington,  Earl  of 
Meath,  Earl  of  Jersey  May  16,  1089 

Universal  Penny  Postage,  Questions,  Mr. 
Summers,  Mr.  Mundella ;  Answers, 
The  Postmaster  General  May  15,  946 

Officials 

Employ  6s1 'Meetings,  Questions,  Mr.Cremer, 
Mr.  Flynn;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  May  19, 1278 ;  Questions,  Mr.  G. 
Graham,  Mr.  S.  Buxton,  Mr.  A. Williams, 
Mr.  Creuier,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands,  Mr.  Pioton; 
Answers,  The  Home  Secretary  May  19, 
1281;  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  May  20, 
1402 ;  Question*,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr. 
H.  J.  Wilson;  Answers,  The  Post- 
master General,  The  Home  Secretary 
May  23,  1682;  Questions,  Mr.  Pickers- 
gill,  Mr.  C.  Graham,  Mr.  Gremer,  Mr. 
Winterbotham ;  Answers,  The  Post- 
master General  June  3,  1851 

Metropolitan  Postmen,  Question,  Mr.  0.  V. 
Morgan  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  May  15/942 

New  Orders,  Question,  Mr.  A.  Thomas ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  May 
5,137 

Second  Division,  Question,  Mr.  A. 
Williams;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  May  2,  11 

Post  Offices  and  Postmasters 

Bootle  Post  Offi-ce,  Question,  Colonel  Sandys 
May  6, 266 ;  Question,  Colonel  Sandys ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  If  ay  8, 
452 

Postmasters  as  Town  Councillors,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  J.  Swinburne ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  May  22, 1571 

Postmasters'  Pay,  Question,  Mr.  P. 
O'Brien;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  May  2,  14 

Bates 
India  and  the  Colonies,  Questions,  Mr. 
Summers,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  May  8,  440 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Summers  May  9,  573;  Question,  Mr. 
Summers;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  May  12,  679 ;  Question,  Colonel 
Hill ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
May  23, 1679 

Scotland 

Nethy  Bridge  Postal  Service,  Question,  Mr. 
Keay ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
May  15,  940 
Telegraph  Cables,  Question,  Mr.  Lyell; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  May 
12,  692 
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Post  Office — cont. 

Straits    Settlements    Mails,  Question,    Mr. 
Johnston  ;     Answer,     The     Postmaster 
.      General  May  9,  565 

Telegraphs 

Betting  Telegrams,  Questions,  Mr.  S. 
Smith,  Mr.  Howell;  Answers,  The 
Home  Secretary  May  15,  941 ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  S.  Smith ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  May  22,  1574 

China — Telegraphic  Convention,  Question, 
Sir  J.  Lubbock  .May  5,  126;  Question, 
Sir  J.  Lubbock;  Answer,  The  Under  Se- 
cretary for  Foreign  Affairs  May  8, 448 

Codes,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Maclean ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  May  13, 
815 

International  Conference,  Question,  Mr. 
Mather;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  May  20,  1394 

Press  Telegrams  —  Croydon  Post  Office, 
Question,  Mr.  Labouohere;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  May  8, 451 

Railway  Station  Telegrams,  Questions,  Sir 
J.  Swinburne;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  May  15, 937 ;  May  22, 1676 

Post  Office  (Officials'  Meetings) 
Return  ordered  May  22,  1609 

Postage  Rates  Bill 

c.  <  Ordered ;  Bead  1°  *  May  22, 1609 

Powell,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Wigan 

Charitable  Trusts  Bill,  2R.  405 

Church  Building  Acts  (Compulsory  Powers 

Repeal)  Bill,  2R.  1838 
Eduoation — Payment  by  Results,  Res.  640 
Elementary  Education  Bill,  13 

Parliament 

Adjournment  of  the  House,  Res.  1206 
Business  of  the  House,  1287 

Public  Health  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Re- 
Committed,  1837,  1838 

Supply— Eduoation,  Science,  and  Art,  1928, 
1924 

Power,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Water/ord,  B. 

Customs   and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1630 

Presentation  to  Benefices  Bill  [Lords] 

c.  Read  1°  •  May  20, 1412 


Prime    Minister   (see    Salisbury,  Mar- 
quess of) 

Private  BUI  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Sinclair ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  5, 140;  Ques- 
tion,   Earl  of   Rosebery ;    Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  Scotland  May  22, 1549 

Protection  of  Children  Bill 

l.  Presented;  Read  1*  *  May  2,  3 
Order  for  2R.  read  and  discharged  May  8, 
418 


Provand,  Mr.  A.  D.,  Glasgow,  Black- 
friars,  <&c. 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  188, 
193 ;  Committee,  493 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2R.  784 

Public  Health  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Consolidated  from  the  Public  Health  Acts 
Amendment  and  the  Urban  Sanitary 
Authorities  Bills 
Reported  from  Select  Committee  and  Re- 
Committed  to  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  May  20, 1411 
Considered  in  Committee — R.P.  June  2, 1837 

Public  House  Licences 
Return  ordered  May  23, 1690 

Public  Income  and  Expenditure 
Return  ordered  May  8,  430 

Public  Libraries  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Read  2°  *  May  8,  552 

Puleston,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devonport 
Army— The  Late  Sir  W.  Palliser,  Res.  1198 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Dis- 
tricts (Ireland)  BUI 
Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  8,  477 ; 
Question,  Mr.  H.  Vincent ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  May  12, 694 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Summers ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  15,  970 

Quilter,  Mr.  W.  C,  Suffolk,  Sudbury 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  Committee, 

297 
Prisons— Mat  Making,  1564 


Raikes,  Right  Hon.  H.  C.  (Postmaster 
General),  Cambridge  University 

Post  Office 
Australia — Postal  Service,  691 
Embossed  Stamps  on  Envelopes,  1589 
Franking  Members'  LetterB,  1268 
Home,    Foreign,     and    Colonial     Postal 

Service,  467,  698,  946 
Indian  Letters  and  Parcels,  1756 
Indian  and  Colonial  Rates  (see  Rates) 

Ireland 
Belfast,  1260 
Corduff,  462 
Lehanmore    and    Caetletownbere  Mail 

Service,  1252 
Rural  PoBtmen,  1677 

Lancashire— Postal  Facilities,  1396 

Officials 

Employis'  Meetings,  1278,    1403,  1682, 

1851 
Metropolitan  Postmen,  942 
New  Orders,  137 
Second  Division,  1 1 
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Raikes,  Bight  Hon.  H.  G. — cont. 

Parliamentary    Papers  —  Free    Postage, 
1594 

Post  Offices  and  Postmasters 
Bootle,  452 

Postmasters  as  County  Oonnoilloi  s,  1571 
Postmasters1  Pay,  14 

Bates — India  and  the  Colonies,  410,  441} 
679,  1679 

Scotland 
Nethy  Bridge  Postal  Service,  941 
Telegraph  Cables,  692 

Straits  Settlements — Mails,  565 

Telegraphs 
Betting  Telegrams,  1575 
Codes,  816 

International  Conference,  1394 
Press  Telegrams — Croydon  Post  Office, 

452 
Railway  Station  Telegrams,  937,  1576 

Universal  Penny  Postage,  946 
Railways  (see  title  Board  of  Trade) 

Raxdell,  Mr.  D.,  Glamorgan,  Gower 
Railways — Carlisle  Accident,  444 

Rankin,     Mr.    J.,     Herefordshire    Leo- 
minster 
Connty  Voters,  955 
8upply—  Scienoe  and  Art,  1934 

Risch,  Major  F.  C,  Essex,  S.E. 
Allotments    Act    Amendment  Bill,   Order 

for  Committee,  45 
Charitable  Trusts  Bill,  2R.  379 
Education — Bulphan  School,  812 
Navigation  on  the  Thames,  1854 
Parliament — Adjournment    of    the    House 
(Derby  Day),  Res.  1885 

Rathbone,  Mr.  W.,  Carnarvonshire,  Arfon 
Charitable  Trusts  Bill,  2R.  335,  395,  409 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2B.  846,  857 

Rayensworth,  Earl  of 

Nary — Flashing  Signals — Admiral  Colomb's 
Invention,  1073 

Real  Property  Bill 

c  Ordered  ;  Read'l0  *  May  5, 248 

Rraro,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 
Army— The  Late  Sir  W.  Palliser,  Bee.  1173 
Cardiff  Local  Marine  Board,  131 

Rbed,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Bradford,  E. 
Ireland — Proposed    Meeting  in    New    Tip- 
perary,  Bes.  1743,  1744 

Reformatory  Schools  Bill 

l.  Reported  from  Standing  Committee  for  Bills 
Relating  to  Law,  Ac.  May  20,  1381 

.  Committee  on  Re- Com mitment  and  Reported 
May  22,  1550 


Registration    of  Voters    (Borough  of 
Belfast)  Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  May 
12,800 
Considered  ;  Read  3°  *  and  passed  May  14, 930 
I.  Read  1*  «  May  16,  1061 

Registration  of   Voters  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered;  Read  1°*  May  16,  1122 

Rbid,  Mr.  R.  T.,  Dumfries,  <tc. 

Local    Authorities    (Acquisition   of  Land), 

Res.  807,  308,  309,  311,  339.  343,  344 
Supply — Colonial  Services,  Ac.,  1803 

Reserve  Forces  Act  (1882)  Amendment 
BUI 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°*  May  14,  931 

Richmond  and  Gordon,  Duke  of 

Youthful  Offenders  Bill,  Re- Committed,  1555 

Eights  of  Way  (Scotland)  BUI 

Question,  Mr.  Buchanan ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  12,  693 

Ripon,  Marquess  of 

Technical  Instruction  Act,  419 

Ritchie,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.  (President  of 
the  Local  GovernmentBoard),  Tower 
Hamlets,  St.  George's 
Allotments,  1590 

Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  265 ;  Order 
for  Committee,  25,  38,  40;  Committee, 
272,  282,  291,  292,  294,  302,  304,  306,  611, 
613, 1716, 1716 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Commit- 
tee, 542,  544,  545,  646,  547,  648,  1616, 
1616,  1517, 1518 

Ireland — Licensing 
Captain  Plunkett's  Circular — Case  of  Mr. 
D.  M'Namara,  1284,  1688 

Local  Government  Board 

Alkali  Acts,  1575 

County  Councils — Urban  Roads,  1681 

County  Voters,  955 

Han  ley  Corporation,  1855 

Infectious  Diseases,  Notification  of,   1587 

Lead  Poisoning,  122 

London  Corporation  "Destructor,"  1116, 
1684 

Medical  Reports,  1686 

Pontefract  Highway  Board,  1567 

Registration  of  County  Electors,  1261 

River  Colne,  Pollution  of,  1111 

Scotch  Census  Returns,  1274 

Stainland-with-Old-Lindley  Local  Board, 
1844 

Water  Companies — Re-Valuation  of  Pro- 
perty in  London,  1114, 1281 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  23,  251,  456  ;  2R.  701, 704, 706, 710, 
720,  730,  767,  770, 977, 1003, 1004, 1013, 
1044 

Licensing — Miscellaneous  Questions,  138, 
691,  1115,  1271,  1598,  1852 

[  cont. 
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Ritchie,  Bight  Hon.  C.  T. — cont. 

Market  Bights  and  Tolls  Commission,  812 

Poor  Law  ' .  * 

Literature  for  Workhouses,  1276 
Warwick  Board  of  Guardians*  681 

St.     Giles'-in-the-Fields    BoW   of  Works, 

250 
Supply — Maidstone  Sewerage,  1672 

« 

Roads  and  Streets  in  Police  Burghs 
(Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Bead  1° *  May  12,  804 

Roberts,    Mr.    J.    B.,    Carnarvonshire, 
Eifion 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
BUI,  2B.  767,  770 

Robertson,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 

Allotments  Aot    Amendment    Bill— Proce- 
dure, 21 
Tithe  Redemption,  823,  969 

Robertson,  Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.  (Lord 
Advocate),  Bute 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  597,  598, 
605 

Crofters1  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B.  410 

Disestablishment  and  Disendowment  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  Res.  102,  105 

Fisheries  Regulation  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 
1544,  1889 

School  Board  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill, 
1591 

Scotland 
Census,  447 

Education — Schools  in  Lewis,  1750 
Eyemouth  Harbour,  1751 

Fisheries 
Fishery  Board,  1399 
Foreshores,  948 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Appeals  from  Scotch  Courts,  123 
Arbroath,  Crime  in,  680 
Ayrshire— Sheriff  Clerk,  690 
Capital  Punishment,*1393 
Court  of  Session,  687 
Criminal  Procedure,  5 
Director     of     Chancery,      Edinburgh, 

1751 
Procurator  Fisoals 

Bo'nees,  814 

Tobermory,  1110 

Licensing 
Aberdeen — Transfer  of  Licences,  955 
Airdrie  Licensing  Court,  1395 
Licences,  451 
Publio  House  Licences,  940 

Poor   Rates — Defaulters  in  Govan,   945, 

1262,  1570 
Rating  of  Feu  Duties,  1271 
Register  House,  Edinburgh,  1751 
Road  Repairs,  683 


Roe,  Mr.  T.,  Derby 
Army — Practice  Firing  on  the  Isle  of  Wight, 
465,  577 

Rollit,  Sir  A.  K.,  Islington,  S. 
Allotments     Aot    Amendment    Bill,    Com- 
mittee, 274 
Charitable  Trusts  Bill,  2R.  357,  386,  409 
Customs    and  Inland    Revenue    Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 511 

Roscoe,  Sir  H.  E.,  Manchester,  S. 
India — Civil   Service— Age    of   Candidates, 

1270,  1562 
Supply — Education,  Science,  and  Art,  1921, 

1923 

Rosebeby,  Earl  of 

Foreign  Affairs — Recent  Anglo- German  Re- 
lations, 1061 
Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  1549 

Roumania 
Kustenje,  Murder  at,  Question,  Mr.  Fellowes; 
Answer,     The      Under    Secretary      for 
Foreign  Affairs  May  20,  1406 

Rowlands,  Mr.  J.,  Finsbury,  E. 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  210 
Health  of  the  Metropolis,  141 
Hyde  Park  Demonstration,  1846 ;  Res.  1875 
Metropolitan  Police  Superannuation,  1277 

Parliament 

Adjournment  of  the  House,  Res  1205 
Business  of  the  House,  1289  ;  Res.  1413 

Plate  Duty,  131 

Post  Office— Employ**'  Processions,  1282 

Supply — Colonial  Services,  Ac.  1794 

Rowlands,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Cardiganshire 

Land  Tax— Banbury,  1680 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 

Bill,  2R.  1024 
Parliament  -Whitsuntide  Recess,  1689 
Railways— Newland  Station,  123 

Rowntbee,  Mr.  J.,  Scarborough 
Allotments    Act    Amendment    Bill,   Com- 
mittee, 279 
Customs   and  Inland    Revenue    Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1520, 1521,  1522 
Fisheries — Sen  Fishery  Committee,  1685 
Hong  Kong — Contagious  Diseases  Ordinance, 

575 
Licensing  Question,  189,  448 
Local  Government  —  Medical  Reports,  1685 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  252 

Royden,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Liverpool,  W.  Toxteth 
Customs — Ridley  Commission,  1684 

Roles  Publication  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  *  May  21,  1548 
Read  2°  *  June  2,  1840 
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Russell,  Sir  C,  Hackney,  S. 
Customs    and    Inland*  Revenue    Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 537 

Russell,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone,  &. 

Agricultural  Labourers'  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R. 
890 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1529 

Lghthouses  — Ilium  inants,  1267 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  23  ;  2B.  772,  1049 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
Bill 

c.  Order    for    2R.  read   and  discharged;  Bill 
withdrawn  May  15,  933 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of  (Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs) 

Foreign  Affairs — Recent  Anglo-German  Re- 
lations, 1061 

Historical  Manuscripts  Commission,  808 

National  Gallery — Landseer's  Pictures,  Sale 
of,  438 

Parliament — Adjournment  of  the  House,  Res. 
1559 

Portugal  and  Bast  Africa,  1102 

Socialistic  Legislation,  1239 

Youthful  Offenders  Bill,  Re-Committed,  1556 

Sandys,  Colonel  T.  M.,  Lancashire,  S.  W., 
Booth 
Post  Office— Bootle,  266,  452 
Wallasey  Local    Board  Bill,  Consideration, 
554 

Saunderson,  Colonel  E.  J.,  Armagh,  N. 

Agricultural  Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R. 
894 

Ireland — Proposed  Meeting  in  New  Tip- 
perary, Res.  1746 

Supply — Report — Proposed  Meeting  in  New 
Tipperary,  1728, 1729 

Savings  Banks 

Cardiff,  Question,  Mr.  D.  Thomas ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheoner 
May  19,  1268 

Chelsea,  Question,  Mr.  Howell;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  ay  2, 
12 

Macclesfield,  Question,  Mr.  Howell ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  May  5,  140  ; 
Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer  May  8,  440 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  (see  title  Post  Office) 

Savings  Banks  BUI 

Questions,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer  June  2, 1749 ; 
June  3,  1856 

School  Board  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  S.  Will ;    Answer,   The  Lord 
Advocate  May  22,  1591 


Schwann,  Mr.  C.  B.,  Manchester,  N. 
Africa — Congo  —  Anti-Slavery  Conference, 

947,  1403 
Crete,  Outrages,  955,  1594 

Ireland 

Police,  Conduot  of,  1255, 1403,  1582 
Proposed  Meeting  in  New  Tipperary,  Res. 
1734 

Law  and  Justice — Convictions  for  Drunken- 
ness— Returns,  1404 

Scotland,    Secretary   for  (see  Lothian, 
Marquess  of) 

Solicitor  General  for   (see  Darling, 
Mr.  M.  T.  Stormonth) 

Lord  Advocate  (see  Robertson,  Right 
Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Scotland 

Census,  Question,  Mr.  S.  Williamson;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  thn  Board  of  Trade 
May  19,  >274;  Question,  Mr.  A.  Suther- 
land ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  May 
8,447 

Disestablishment  and  Disendowmeni  of  the 
Church,  Motion  on  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply  May  2,  62 

Education 

School  Fees,  Question,  Mr.  D.  Crawford; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer June  3,  1854 

Schools  in  Lewis,  Question,  Dr.  Mao- 
donald;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
June  2,  1750 

Eyemouth  Harbour,  Question,  Mr.  Marjori- 
banks ;  Ans  *er,  The  Lord  Advocate  June 
2,  1750 

Fisheries 

Fishery    Board,    Question,    Mr.   Marjori- 

banks  ;    Answer,    The   Lord  Advocate 

May  20,  1399 
Foreshores,  Question,  Mr.   Keay  ;  Answer, 

Tne  Lord  Advocate  May  15,  948 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Appeals  from  Scotch  Courts,  Question,  Mr. 

FraBer-Mackintosh ;  Answer,  The  Lord 

Advocate  May  5,  123 
Arbroath,  Crime  in,  Question,    Mr.  O.  V. 

Morgan  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 

May  12,  680 
Ayrshire^  Sheriff  Clerk  ef,   Question,  Mr. 

D.  Crawford;    Answer,  The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate May  12,  690 
Bo'ness  Procurator    Fiscal,  Question,  Mr. 

Broidhurst;    Answer,    The  Lord    Ad- 
vocate May  13,  814 
Capital  Sentences,  Question, Dr. Cameron; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  May  20, 

1393 
Court  of    Session,   Question,  Mr.    Leng  ; 

Answer,    The  Lord  Advocate  May  12, 

686 
Criminal  Procedure  Act,  Question,    Mr. 

Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 

May  2,5 

[cont. 
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Scotland— Law  and  Justice  aid  Police— -oont. 

Edinburgh — Director  of  Chancery,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Fraser- Mackintosh ;  AnBwer, 
The  Lord  Advocat  e  June  2, 1751 

Tobermory,  Procurator  Fiscal  of,  Ques- 
tion, Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  May  16, 1110 

Licensing 

Aberdeen — Transfer  of  Licences,  Question, 
Mr.  Esslemont ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate May  15,  954 

Airdrie  Licensing  Court,  Question,  Dr. 
Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
May  20,  1894 

Licences,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Wilson;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate  May  8,  450 

Public  House  Licences,  Question,  Dr. 
Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
May  15,  940 

Poor  Law — Paisley  Union — Poor  Removal — 
Case  of  James  Flood,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Hanlon;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary 
for  Ireland  May  9, 559 

Poor  Bate  Defaulters  in  Qovan,  Questions, 
Mr.  Nolan ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate 
May  15,  645 ;  May  19, 1262  ;  May  22, 1570 

Post  Office 
Nethy  Bridge,  Question,  Mr.  Keay;  An- 

swer;  The  Postmaster  General  May  15, 

940 
Telegraphic  Cables,  Question,  Mr.  Lyell; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  May 

12,  692 

Bating    of     Feu     Duties,     Question,     Mr. 

Guilders;   Answer,  The    Lord    Advocate 

May  19, 1270 
Boad  Repairs,  Question,  Mr.  Asquith;    An- 

swer,  The  Lord  Advocate  May  12,  683 

Siale-Hayne,  Mr.  C,  Devon,  Ashburton 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  22 ;  Order 
for  Committee,  49,  61 

Servitudes  Redemption  (Scotland)  Bill 

l.  Order  for  2R.  read  and  discharged ;    Bill 
withdrawn  if  ay  16,  1081 

Settled  Land  Bill 

l.  Presented ;  Bead  1»*  May  20,  1391 
Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Belfast,  W. 

Barracks  Bill,  819 

Contagious  Diseased  (Animals;  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  603,  604; 
Consideration,  1710,  1712 

Customs  —Outdoor  Department,  689 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  Papers 
Relating  to,  248  5  2R.  194,  195,  197,  229 ; 
Order  for  Committee,  245;  Committee, 
1358,  1359,  1364,  1370,  1432,  1436,  1457, 
1459, 1462,  1469,  1488,  1512 ;  Considera- 
tion, 1609,  1611,  1613,  1623;  3R.  1706, 
1707 

Dublin  Corporation  Bill — Attack  on  the 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  Com- 
mittee, 1604 

\_cont. 


Sxzton,  Mr.  T.— cont. 

Incidence  of  Taxation  (England,  Sootland 
and  Ireland),  Res.  413 

Inland  Revenue  Officer?,  570 

Inland  Revenue  Regulation  Bill,  Re-Com- 
mitted, 1200, 1201,  1202 

Ireland 

Criminal  Law,  Ac.,  Act 
Boycotting— Case  of  Mr.  Daly,  263 
Morrisey,  Michael,  263 
Tipperary— Proposed     Meeting,    1597, 
1689 

Irish  Society  and  London  Companies 
(Irish  Estates)  —  Seleot  Committee, 
Postponement  of  Motion,  804  ;  Res.  931 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Dr.  Cross,  Execution  of,  693 

Police 
Donegal — Charges  against,  696 
Funeral  of  Mr.  Harris,  M.P.,  563 

Lights  Board,  821 

Lunacy — Asylum  Governors  and  the  Cork 
Corporation,  1106,  1259 

Magistracy 

Gethin,  Mr.,  1409 
Graham,  Mr.  H.,  1678 

Post  Office— Belfast,  1260 
Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  150 

Licensing  Question,  1760 

Parliament 
Adjournment  of  the   House,  Res.  1202, 

1212 
Business  of  the  House,  1732;   Res.  1418, 

1429,  1431,  1692,  1693 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  1689 

Pauper  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers' 
Superannuation)  Bill,  Committee,  1546 

Pharmacy  Aot  (Ireland)  (1885)  Amendment 
Bill,  2R.  857, 1451 

Public  Health  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Re- 
Committed,  1837,  1838 

Registration  of  Voters  (Borough  of  Belfast) 
Bill,  Committee,  800,  801,  802,  803 

Supply 
Irish  Affairs.  1634,  1636,  1687, 1672,  1673 
Report — Meeting  at  New  Tipperary,  1719, 
1720, 1721,  1723,  1725, 1729 

Tithes  Bill,  1857 

Wallasey  Local    Government    Board    Bill, 

Consideration,  554 
Working  Classes  Dwellings  Bill,  2R.  1544 

Shaw-Stewart,  Mr.  M.  H.,  Renfrew,  E. 

Local  Authorities  (Acquisition  of  Land),  Res. 
336 

Sheeht,  Mr.  D.,  Galioay,  S. 

Ireland — Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  ISO 

Ship  "  Araunah  v  (Seizure  of  Victorian 
Schooner) 
Address  for  Return  May  13,  824 

Sion  College 

Questions,  Mr.  Pioton,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ; 
Answers,  The  Seoretary  to  the  Treasury 
June  3, 1842 
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Sinclair,  Mr.  J.,  Ayr,  <6c. 

Parliamentary  Papers,  415 


Sinclair,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Falkirk,  &c. 
Ireland — Proposed  Meeting  in    New  Tip- 

perary,  Res.  1740 
Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  140 

Slander  Law  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1°  *  May  16,  1060 
Read  2°  *  May  22,  1674 
Considered    in     Committee — b.p.    June    3, 
1937 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury),  Strand,  Westminster 
Allotments  Aot  Amendment  Bill,  21 ;  Com- 
mittee, 287 

Army 
Administration,  969 
The  Late  Sir  W.  Palliser,  Bes.  1193 

Berlin  Labour  Conference,  1287 

Census,  1286 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2B.  238, 
239;  Order  for  Committee,  240,  241,  247, 
1058;  Committee,  507,  508,  551,  1147, 
1148,  1366, 1367,  1358,  1359,  1360,  1363, 
1484,  1488 

Dublin  Corporation  Bill — Attack  on  the 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  Com- 
mittee, 1608 

Education 

Blind,  Deaf,  and  Dumb,  461 
Education  Code,  971 

Electoral  Disabilities  Bill,  155 
Elementary  Education  Bill,  13 
Employers'  Liability  Bill,  14, 693 

India 
Crawford  Case,  147 
Legislative  Council,  678 

Indian  Councils  Bill,  678 
inland  Revenue  Regulation  Bill,  Re-Com- 
mitted, 1201, 1202 

Ireland 
Estates   of  the  City  Companies — Select 

Committee,  474 
Magistrates — Sandes,  Mr.,  416 

Labourers'  (Ireland)  Bill,  970 

Law  and  Justice 
Betting  Telegrams,  941 
High  Sheriffs,  459 
Salford  Gas  Frauds,  257 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  Questions,  22,  153,  259,  700  ;  2B. 
1048, 1049,  1051,  1057 
Licensing  Question,  258,  691,  1687; 
Personal  Explanation,  Sir  W.  Lawson, 
1122 

London  Fish  Supply,  956 

London  Sohool  Board  (Superannuation)  Bill, 

1290 
National    Gallery  —  Mr.     Taifs    Pictures, 

458 
New  Licences  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  412 

Parliament 
Business  of  the  House,  18,  155,  414,  477, 
614,  969, 1204,  1284,  1287,  1289,  1547, 

[cont. 


Smith,  Bight  Hon.  W.  H.-*-cone, 

1548,  1593, 1598 ;  Bes.  1420, 1421,  1429, 
1430,  1690,  1693,  1703 
Salford  Gas  Frauds    Petition — Appoint- 
ment of  a  Commission,  141 

Sittings  and  Adjournment  of  the  House 
Ascension  Day,  Bes.  877 
Late  Sittings,  265 
Length  of  the  Session,  14 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  957 ;  Bes.  1689 

Sweating  System  Committee,  Report,  461, 
1286 

Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  140 
Public  Health  of  the  Metropolis,  141 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  477 
Bights  of  Way  (Scotland)  Bill,  693 
Sugar  Convention,  1592,  1686 
Supply — Vote  on  Account — Report,  1729 
Tithes  Bedemption,  823,  969 
Wales — Parliamentary  Returns,  1593 
Western   Australia  Constitution  Bill,  460, 

613, 1686 
Westminster  Abbey  Commission,  459 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Lanark,  Partick 
Tuberculosis,  1579 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Flintshire 

Post  Office— Betting  Telegrams,  1674 
Vivisection,  953 

Smith-Barry,  Mr.  A.  H.,  Hunts,  S. 
Agricultural  Labourers'  (Irelaod)  Bill,  2B 
892 

Socialistic  Legislation 

Statement,    Earl  of  Wemyss    May  9,  553 
Debate  (Lords)  May  19,  1215 

Solicitor  General  (see  Clarke,  Sir  E.) 

Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  (tee 
Darling,  Mr.  M.  T.  Stobmonth) 

Somervell,  Mr.  J.,  Ayr,  <kc. 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2R.  834 

South  Indian  Railway  Purchase  Bill 

l.  Royal  Assent  May  2,  24 

Spain 

Valencia — Jesuit  College,  Question,  Mr. 
Labouohere ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  May  6, 254 

Speaker,  The  (Bight  Hon.  Arthur 
Welleslet  Peel),  Warwick  and 
Leamington 

COMMITTEES 
An  Amendment  to  the  first  of  a  number  of 
Amendments    for    Instructions  to  Com- 
mittee,    which    resembles    the    Motion 
"  That  the  House  do  pass  to  the  Orders  of 
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Spkaksb,  The — cont, 

the  Day/1  and  by  whioh  the  House  dis- 
embarrasses itself  of  matters  whioh  it 
does  not  wish  to  pass  judgment  on,  and 
proceeds  to  its  appointed  business,  is  not 
ont  of  order. 

The  new  Rule,  that  the  Speaker  leave  the 
Chair  without  Question  put,  would  be 
robbed  altogether  of  force  if  a  number  of 
Instructions  are  put  down  so  as  to  pre- 
vent the  Speaker  leaving  the  Chair. 

A  Member  cannot  be  allowed  to  put  down 
more  than  one  Instruction,  as  it  gives 
him  a  greater  right  of  speaking  than  he 
has  on  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill. 

When  the  Instruction  itself  is  out  of  order 
it  is  im  possible  to  move  an  Amendment  to 
bring  in  that  Instruction  May  2,  19, 22 

MISCELLANEOUS 

May  2,  63;  May  5,  239,  240;  If  ay  8,  477, 
482;  May  9,  554,  559;  May  14,  914;  May 
15,  937,  964,  965 ;  May  16,  1121,  1181, 
1185,  1199,  1209;  May  21,  1417,  1421, 
1428;  May  23,  1695,  1699,  1744,  1748; 
June  3, 1850,  1885,  189u 

QUESTIONS 
Asking  for  an  expression  of  opinion  is  not 
within  the  limits  of  a  Question  May  22, 
1581 

RULES  AND  ORDER   OF  DEBATE 

When  an  Order  for  the  Second  Beading  of  a 
Bill  is  opposed  it  is  necessary,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Standing  Orders,  to  put 
it  down  for  the  next  day }  but  the  2B. 
by  arrangement  can  then  be  deferred 
May  20,  1392 

A  Member  is  not  entitled  to  refer  in  Debate 
to  what  takes  place  in  Committee,  of 
whioh  the  House  has  no  cognisance  when 
the  Speaker  is  in  the  Chair  May  20, 1424 

A  Member  is  entirely  out  of  order  in  re- 
ferring by  anticipation  to  matters  to  be 
dealt  with  in  Bills  before  the  House  May 
6,  307,  308 

The  Motion  for  Supply  being  still  before  the 
House  after  a  Division  for  Adjournment, 
there  is  no  need  for  the  Government  to 
Bet  up  Supply  again  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  a  Member  to  speak.  Neither  is 
the  Speaker  bound  to  call  upon  a  Member 
when  the  Motion  is  an  Amendment  to  the 
Motion  that  the  Speaker  leave  the  Chair. 
The  Member  should  rise  when  the  Speaker 
proclaims  "Motion  withdrawn,  Supply 
Monday,"  otherwise  the  Motion  on  which 
the  Member's  notice  gives  him  the  right 
to  speak  is  withdrawn,  and  his  right  dis- 
appears. 

'1  be  Member  could  have  challenged  a  Divi- 
sion on  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  Chair,  but  not  on  his  own  Motion. 

If  a  Member  had  objected  to  the  withdrawal 
of  Supply,  the  Motion  could  not  have  been 
withdrawn  without  discussion  May  16, 
1207, 1208, 1212 

Spbncer,  Earl 

Local  Government — Audits,  1213,  1215 


Stanhope,  Earl 

Historical  Manuscripts  Commission,  807 

Stanhope,  Bight  Hon.  E.  (Secretary  of 
State  for  War),  Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle 

Army 
India — Embarcation  of  Troops,  1409 
Ireland — Barracks  Hospital  Accommoda- 
tion, 1408 

Militia 
Carmarthen,  688 
Drill,  1671 

Miscellaneous 
Canteens,  128 
Practice  Firing  on  the  Isle  of  Wight 

678 
Tower  Armoury,  123 
Unclaimed  Prize  Money,  816 

Officers 

Holmes,  Sergeant  Major,  125 
Jones,  the  Late  Sir  W.,  1399 
"  Mitchell  v.  Regina,"  1407, 1753 
Pensions — Officers,  680 
Speedy,  Lieutenant  Colonel,  149 
Subaltern    Officers    of    the    Dragoon 
Guards,  1561 

Manufacturing  Department 
Enfield  Royal  Small  Arms  Factory,  943, 

1404 
Magazine  Rifles,  1115 

Store  Department 
Coastwise  Freight,  952 

Regiments— Rifle  Brigade,  1407 

Volunteers 

Drill— Cost  of  Instruction,  1406 
Equipments,  688,  1114 
Small  Arms,  1108 

Barracks  Bill,  819;  2B.  1747 
Parliament — Business    of    the  House,  1758, 
1760 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord 

Industrial     Schools     Bill,     Re-Committed, 
1381 

Stansfeld,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Halifax 

Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  42 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bill  [Lords] 

c.  Quorum  of  Committee  ordered  May  2,  24 

Reported  from  Select  Committee  with 
Special  Report  and  Re-Committed  to 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  May  5, 
156 

Considered  in  Committee  —  &.p.  May  12, 
797 

Stephens,  Mr.  H.  C,  Middlesex,  Hornsey 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  Order    for 
Committee,  46,  67 ;  Committee,  294,  297, 
303,306 
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Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk,  Eye 

Allotments  Aot  Amendment  Bill,  Commit- 
tee, 291,  292,  607,  612, 1719 

Armenia,  Papers  Relating  to,  8 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Pleuro- 
pneumonia Bill,  Order  for  Committee, 
306 

Ordnanoe  Surrey,  1269 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res. 
1703 

Perak— Ex-Sultan  Abdullah,  146 

Stewart,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolnshire,  Spalding 
Allotments  Aot  Amendment  Bill,  Commit- 
tee, 303,  306,  1716,  1718 
Ireland — Proposed    Meeting    in    New  Tip- 
perary,  Res.  1732 

Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kirkcudbright 
Local    Authorities  (Scotland)  (Acquisition 

of  Land)  Bill,  2R.  928 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2R.  764 

Storey,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  227  ; 
Committee,  498,  499,  500,  536,  538,  541, 
542,  543,  1156,  1308,  1309,  1323,  1478, 
1480,  1481 

Ireland — Light  Railways,  466 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  456  ;  2R.  743 
Licensing  Question,  252,  258,  691 

Parliament — Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
Speech  at  Rawtenstall,  474 

Straits  Settlements  Mails  (see  Post  Office) 

Stuabt,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditch,  Hoxton 

Hong    Kong— Contagious    Diseases     Ordi- 
nance, 951 
Metropolitan  Police  Rate,  685 

Suck    River  Drainage    (Provision    of 
Funds)  Bill 

c.  Read  2°  •  May  8,  551 

Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  May 

12,  799 
Read  3°  *  and  passed  May  13,  874 
I.  Read  1»*  May  16,  1061 

Read  2*  and  committed  to  Committee  of  the 

whole  House  May  20,  1382 
Committee  *  May  22, 1558 

Sudblby,  Lord 

Navy — Flashing  Signals — Admiral  Colomb's 
Invention,  1062,  1078 

Sugar  Bounties  and  the  Sugar   Conven- 
tion BUI — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Questions,  Mr.  Ulingwortb ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  May 
12,  700  j  May  13,  818 ;  Questions,  Sir  L. 
Flayf air ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  May  22,  1592  j  May  23,  1686 

VOL.  CC0XL1V.      [thibd  series.] 


Sugar  Duties —  United  States 

Question,  Colonel  Hill ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs    May    22 
1667 

Sullivan,  Mr.  D.,  WestmeatJt,  S. 

Ireland—  Customs — Detention    of    Dummy 
Swords  under  the  Crimes  Act,  968 

Summers,  Mr.  W.,  ffuddersfield 

Customs  —Duty  on  Excise  Licences,  949 
Indian  Council  Bills,  1273,  1410 
Labourers'  (Ireland)  Bill,  970 
Licensing  Question,  138,  950 
Maltese  Marriages,  1683        , 

Post  Office 

Foreign  Postal  Service,  946 

Postal  Services,  457 

Rates — India  and  the  Colonies,  440,   441, 

573,  679 
Universal  Penny  Postage,  946 

Salford  Gas  Frauds,  141,  257 
Workhouses,  Literature  for,  1276 

Superannuation 

Returns,  Question,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler ;    An- 
swer,  The  Home  Secretary  May  19, 1288 

Superannuation     (War    Department) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  1°*  M ay  21,  1649 

SUPPLY 

Civil  Service  Estimates. 
Civil  Sebvice  and  Revenue  Departments — 

Vote  on  Account. 
£8,929,600 — Considered  in  Committee  May 

22,  1632 ;  May  23,  1719 ;    Reported  May 

23,  1747 

Class  V.— Foreign  and  Colonial  Services. 

Colonial  Services,  &c.  Committee  June  2, 
1761 

Class  IV. — Education,  Science,  and  Art. 

Public  Education,  England  and  Wales,  Com- 
mittee June  3,  1891 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Proce- 
dure) BUI 

c.  Read  2°  if  a;/  12,799 

Sutherland,  Mr.  A.,  Sutherland 
Scotch  Census,  447 

Sweating  System  Committee — Report 
Question,     Mr.    Baumann ;     Answer,    The 
First  of  the  Treasury  May  8,  461 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  C.  Graham,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
May  19, 1286 
Message  to  Lords  for  Copy  of  Fifth  Report 
May  5,  121 ;  Report  ordered  May  5,  156 ; 
Report  communicated  May  6,  307 
(See  also  Labour,  Trade,  and  Commerce) 
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Swinburne,  Sir  J.,  Staffordshire,   Licli- 
fisld 
Crete— Outrages,  1269 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  248 
Navy— Paints,  670 

Post  Office 
Foreign  and  Colonial  Servioes,  675, 698 
Postmasters  as  County  Councillors,  1671 
Telegrams  at  Railway  Stations,  937, 1576 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  University 
Supply — Eduoation,  Science,  and  Art,  1936 

Tanner,  Dr.  0.  K.,  Cork  Co.,  Mid 

Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  Committee, 

291 
Barracks  Bill,  2R.  1748 

Cleopatra's  Needle,  1407 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Order  for  Committee, 
306 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  239  ; 
Committee,  492, 497, 539, 1820, 1321, 1322, 
1324,  1826,  I860, 1351,  1354,  1355,  1368, 
1376, 1379,  I486 

Dog  Muzzling  and  Rabies,  142 

Huddersfield  County  Board  of  Magistrates, 
136 

Inland  Revenue  Regulation  Bill,  Re-Com- 
mitted, 1202 

Ireland 
Army — Hospital  Accommodation  in  Bar- 
racks, 1408 
Ballyootton  Pier,  960 
Clerks  to  Works,  1106 

Criminal  Law,  &c,  Aot 

Barry,  Mr.  T.,  Slattery,  Mr.  J. — Prison 

Treatment,  151, 697 
Proposed  Meeting   in  New  Tipperary, 
1590 

Dispensary  Medical  Officers,  462 

Law  and  Justioe  and  Police 
Coote,  Mr.  C.  P.,  152 
Cross,  Dr.,  Execution  of,  694 
Prisons — Bail  Prisoners,  469 
Rye,  Captain,  Trial  of,  150 
Tipperary  Police — Affairs,  965 

Lunacy 

Dundrum  Asylum,  958 
Governors    and  the  Cork  Corporation, 
1259 

Mid  wives  Registration  Bill,  2R.  1541 
Navy— Lieutenant  Wilcox,  470,  820 
Newfoundland  Fisheries,  949 

Parliament 
Adjournment  of  the  House  (Derby  Day), 

Res.  1890 
Business  of  the  House,  156 
Westminster  Hall,  1265, 1578 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  957 

Pauper  Lunatio  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers' 
Superannuation)  Bill,  Committee,  874 

Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill, 
2R.  876, 1451 
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Supply 
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1826 

Report — Proposed  Meeting  in  New  Tip- 
perary, 1727 

Vote  on  Aooount,  1645, 1664, 1666,  1671, 
1673 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Procedure) 

Bill,  2R.  799 
Working  Classes  Dwellings  Bill,  2R.  1544, 

1545 ;  Committee,  1674 

Teachers'  Organisation   and  Registra- 
tion Bill 

c.  Order  for  2R.  read  and  adjourned  May  23, 
1748 

Temple,  Sir  R.,  Worcester,  Evesham 
Eduoation — Payment  by  Results,  Res.  616 
London  School  Board  (Superannuation)  Bill, 

1290 
Parliament — Adjournment  of  the  House,  Res. 

1203 
Supply — Education,  Science,  and  Art,  1915 

Tenants'  Compensation  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  *  May  8,  552 
Order  for  2R.  read  and  deferred  May  21, 
1646 

Thomas,  Mr.  A.,  Glamorgan,  E. 
Post  Office— Officials— New  Orders,  137 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Merthyr  TydvU 
Cardiff  Savings  Bank,  1269 
Coal  Mines 

Accidents,  668, 1396 

Regulation  Aot,  669 

Tithes  Redemption 
Question,  Mr.  Gray ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  May  9,  572 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  K.  Robertson;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  13, 
823  ;  May  15, 969 

Tithes  Bill 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  An- 
swers, The  Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer 
June  3,  1857 

Tomlinson,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Agricultural  Labourers'  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1058 
Charitable  Trusts  Bill,  2R.  378 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffio  Aot,  946 

Town  Holdings 

Committee,  discharge  and  addition  to  Com- 
mittee May  5, 248 ;  Question,  Mr.  Childers 
May  15,  954 

Trade  and  Commerce  (see  title   Labour, 
Trade,  and  Commerce) 
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Treasury — First  Lord  (see  Smith,  Bight 
Hon.  W.  H.) 

Treasury — Financial  Secretary  to  (see 
Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.) 

Treasury — Patronage  Secretary  to  (see 
Akers-Douglas,  Mr.  A.) 

Trees  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee   May    19,  1380 ; 
May  20,  1450  ;  June  8,  1937— B. p. 

Trevelyan,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.  O.,  Glas- 
gowx  Bridgeton 

Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  (Pleuro- 
pneumonia) Bill,  Committee,  584,  594, 
598 

Customs  and  Inland  Be  venae  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1160 

Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Bill,  2B.  773,  777,  778,  779,  780, 783 

Trust  Investment  Act  ,(1889)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1°  •  May  16, 1123 

Trustees  Appointment  Bill 

l.  Presented ;  Bead  1*  *  May  12,  677 

Trustees  Sewings  Banks  (see  title  Sav- 
ings Banks) 

Tutte,  Mr.  J.,  Westmeath,  iT. 

Civil  Service — Second  Division  Clerks,  686 
Ireland — County  Court  Judge.  Hiokson,  1678 

Turkey 

Crete — Reported  Outrages,  Question,  Sir  J. 
Swinburne ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seoretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  May  19,  1269;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Schwann ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Seoretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  May  15,  955 ; 
May  22,  1594 

(Also  refer  to  title  Armenia) 

Tyler,  Sir  H.  W.,  Great  Yarmouth 
Board  of  Trade,  Deputations  to,  571 

United  States  (see  America) 
Urban  Sanitary  Authorities  Bill 

Consolidated  with  the  Public  Health  Acts 
Amendment  Bill  May  20,  1411  (see  latter 
title) 

Vaccination 
Pupil    Teachers  at  Leicester,  Question,  Mr. 
Picton;  Answer,  The  Vice    President  of 
the  Council  May  5,  127 


Verney,  Captain  E.  H.,  Bucks,  N. 

Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  37 ;  Committee,  289,  290,  306, 
608,  1713,  1718 
Anglesey — Legal  Business,  1285 
Customs    and  Inland   Revenue    Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 1164, 1375  ;  3R.  1707 
Holyhead  Harbour — Platters  Bocks,  1406 
Public  Health  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Re- 
Committed,  1838 
Supply — Charity  Commissioners,  1666, 1669 

Vincent,     Mr.    C.     E.     H,    Sheffield, 
Central 
America— Tariff  Bill,  264 
Customs — Foreign  Plate,  1404 
Experiments  on  Animals — Returns,  254 
Foreign  Workmen,  1107 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  692 
Police  Superannuation  Bill,  685 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Distriots 

(Ireland)  Bill,  694 
Saving  Life  at  Sea,  567 

Vivisection  (see  Cruelty  to  Animals  Act) 

Volunteer    Fire   Brigades  (Exemption 
from  Juries)  Bill 

c.  Order  for   2B.  read  and  discharged;   Bill 
withdrawn  May  9,  615 

Voters'  Successive  Occupation  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2B.   read  and  discharged;  Bill 
withdrawn  May  5,  248 

Waddy,  Mr.  S.  D.,  Lincolnshire,  Brigg 
Allotments  Act  Amendment  Bill,   Commit- 
tee, 299 
Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue  Bill,  Considera- 
tion, 1626 
Supply— Sierra    Leone,    1800,   1802,   1803 
1804 

Wales 

Anglesey— Legal  Business,  Question,  Captain 
Verney;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
May  19,  1285 

Army 

Fusiliers  in  India,  Question,   Mr.    Cony- 

beare;  Answer,  The    Under  Secretary 

for  India  May  20,  1410 
Royal  Carmarthen  Militia,  Question,   Mr. 

L.  Morgan ;  Answer,  The  Seoretary  for 

War  M ay  12,  687 

Burial  Service,  Question,  Mr.  O.  Morgan; 
Answer,  The  Home  Seoretary  May  22, 
1560 

Cardiff 

Local  Marine  Board,  Question,  Sir  E. 
Beed;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  May  5,  131 

Police,  Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham ;  Answer, 
The  Home  Seoretary  May  15,  938 

Savings  Banks,  Question,  Mr.  D.  Thomas ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer May  19,  1268 

\cont. 
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Wales — cont. 

Coal  Mine  Fatalities,  Question,  Mr.  Pickard  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  May  6,  254 ;  Question, 
Mr.  D.  Thomas;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  May  9,  568 

Holyhead    Harbour,   Question,   Mr.   Lewis ; 
Answer,  The  President   of  the   Board  of 
Trade  May  2,  7  ;  May  19,  1262  ;  Question 
Captain  Verney ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  May  20,  1406 

Menai  Bridge,  Order  for  Return  April  22 
discharged,  and  instead  thereof  Return 
ordered  of  Report  May  2,  23 

Parliamentary  Returns,  Question,  Mr.  S. 
Evans;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  May  22,  1593 

Taxation,  Incidence  of,  Question,  Mr.  S. 
Evans;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  May  22,  1586 

Wallasey  Local  Board  Bill 

c.  Consideration  May  9,  554 

War  Department  (see  Army) 

War    Department — Secretary    of    State 
(see  Stanhope,  Right  Hon.  B.) 

War  Department — Under  Secretary  of 
State  (see  Brownlow,  Earl) 

War  Department — Financial    Secretary 
(see  Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.) 

Wartng,  Colonel  T.,  Down,  N 
Agricultural  Labourers  (Ireland)   Bill,  2R. 
887 

Water  Companies  (see  Local  Government 
Board) 

Watkin,  Sir  E.  W.,  Hythe 
Army 

Jones,   The  Late   General   Sir   W.,  1275, 

1398 
Palliser,  The  Late  Sir  W.,  Res.  1107 
Ireland — Gweedore  Harbour  Works,  1841 
Merchant     Shipping — "  Camclia,"    Loss  of, 
1276 

Watson,  Lord 

Servitudes  Redemption  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B. 
1085 

Watt,  Mr.  H.,  Glasgow,  Camlachie 
British  Guiana,  128 
Customs— Taxation  of  Aerated  Waters,  442, 

942, 1756 
Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill,  460 

Watman,  Mr.  T.,  York,  W.R,  Elland 
Local      Taxation    (Customs     and    Excise) 

Duties  Bill,  2B.  756 
Stainsland-with-Old-Lindley    Local    Board, 

1844 


WAYS  AND  MEANS 

(Refer  to  headings,  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue — Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
Bill) 

Webb,  Mr.  A.,  Waterford,  W. 
Africa — Mining  Rights,  1569 
CastomB  and   Inland   Revenue    Bill,    Con- 

sideration,  1630 
Ireland 

Crown  Solicitor  for  Donegal,  473 

Municipal  Voters,  563 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,    Res. 

1699 
Vivisection,  814 

Webster,  Sir  R.  E.  (Attorney  General), 
Isle  of  Wight 
Charitable  Trusts  Bill,  2R.  405,  407 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  2R.  209  ; 
Committee,  1480,  1481, 1482,  1483,  1484 

Law  and  Justice 
Legal  Business  in  Anglesey,  1286 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  692 
"  Mitchell  v.  Regina,"  691 
Salford  Gas  Frauds,  257 

Lunacy  Act — Justices,  458 

Pig  Iron  Warrants,  140 

Savings  Banks— Maoolesfield,  140 

Webster,  Mr.  R  G.,  St  Pancras,  E. 
Board  of  Customs,  1579 

Wemyss,  Earl  of 
Education  Code,  675 
Landseer's  Pictures,  Sale  of,  437 
Socialistic  Legislation,  553, 1216,  1231 

West  Indies 

British  Qui  ana,  Question,  Mr.  Watt ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  May  5,  128 

Jamaica — Lepers,  Question,  Mr.  Gourley  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  June  2,  1749 

Tobago,  Grievances  in,  Question,  Sir  G. 
Baden  •  Powell ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  May  22, 1585 

Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill 

c.  Reported  and  Re-Committed  to  Committee 
of  the  whole  House  May  6,  267 

Western  Australia  Constitution  BUI 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  Watt ;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
May  8,  460;  Questions,  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell,  Mr.  S.  Leighton  ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  May  12, 
687 ;  Question,  Mr.  S.  Leighton ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  May  23, 
1686 ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  Morley ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  3, 
1857 
Personal  Explanation,  Sir  G.  Campbell  May 
9,613 
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